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profile



KBAs- because extinction 

is forever



Terrestrial

(453 spp.)

Marine

(55 spp.)

Summary of 

species outcomes





Criterion Threshold

Vulnerability

Regular occurrence of a globally 

threatened species

Critically Endangered (CR) and

Endangered (EN) species –

presence of a single individual

Vulnerable species (VU) – 30 

individuals or 10 pairs

Irreplaceability

Site holds X% of a species’ global

population at any stage of the

species’ lifecycle

Species with a global range less

than 50,000 km2

5% of global population at site

(etc)

KBA selection principles



Delineation of marine KBAs

First technique

Apply the criteria at the species level.



Summary of 

site outcomes-

number of KBAs



Squatina 

squatina (CR)



Squatina 

squatina (CR)



Epinephelus 

marginatus 

(EN)



Epinephelus 

marginatus 

(EN)



Alopias 

superciliosus 

(VU)



Alopias 

superciliosus 

(VU)



Delineation of marine KBAs

Second technique

Designate MPAs which substancially coincide 

with the distribution of a CR or EN species



Monachus 

monachus (EN)



Monachus 

monachus (EN)



Delineation of marine KBAs

No KBA designated

Highly mobile species



Balaenoptera 

physalus (EN)



Balaenoptera 

physalus (EN)



Issues with the current approach in Macaronesia

1. Many species have not been assessed

2. Distribution data is incomplete (and we know it)

3. No density or behavioural data

4. Lack of habitat data to help draw the contours



Next steps- for BEST

Fine tune methodology for marine areas

• Redefine thresholds

Improve KBA delineation and prioritization

• Involve a network of experts



Next steps- for regions

Extend the knowledge base

Add layers to Atlantis

• Density

• Behaviour

Improve distribution maps of habitats and

species

Evaluate the conservation status of marine 

species



Next steps- for regions

Improve MPAs definition and management

• Redefine boundaries

• Review management plans







Summary of species outcomes- terrestrial



Summary of species outcomes- marine




