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Nature around the world is in a state of crisis. Global wildlife populations 
have declined dramatically, and we are rapidly losing species to 
extinction. This crisis is as urgent a threat to the planet and to people as 
the climate crisis, and each challenge contributes to the other.

The well-being of humankind depends on solving this problem and 
preventing natural systems from collapsing. Without enough of nature 
protected, we will lose many of the services that provide the foundation 
for our society and risk the loss or deterioration of our food sources, our 
clean water, and our stable climate.

Fortunately, we are on the cusp of a critical opportunity for coordinated 
global action to safeguard nature and humanity’s future. As a first 
step toward solving the nature crisis, global leaders should commit to 
protecting at least 30 percent of the planet by 2030.
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Earth’s huge loss of nature and its diversity—
“biodiversity” as it is known—is manifest in a major 
extinction crisis.1 This extinction event is unlike any 
in the history of the planet. It is happening within 
decades instead of millennia and it is the direct result of 
human activities.2 The current rate of global species loss 
is estimated to be up to 1,000 times higher than the 
naturally occurring extinction rate, and it is expected to 
rise even higher.3

Huge numbers of species are already on the path to 
extinction, including 14 percent of birds, 25 percent of 
mammals, and 40 percent of amphibians.4

Some of the key factors contributing to species 
extinction include habitat loss, pollution, 
overexploitation, invasive species, and climate change.5 
These problems are man-made—human activities 
are driving losses in countless species, placing large 
numbers on a rapid path to extinction. Unfortunately, 
the risks of this crisis aren’t confined to the future. We 
are already witnessing startling impacts from the loss 
of animal populations,6 intact forests,7 and fisheries we 
depend on.8
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The biodiversity crisis directly threatens human well-
being through the loss of a wide variety of nature’s 
services, many of which we cannot live without. Forests 
sequester carbon and purify air and water,9 fish provide 
the main source of animal protein to one billion 
people,10 natural compounds lead to the creation of 
our most popular medicines, and a third of the world’s 
food crop depends on natural pollinators.11 Scientists 
estimate the total value of the services nature provides 
to humanity to be about US$125 trillion per year. As a 
comparison, global gross domestic product is around 
US$75 trillion per year.12

Humans are already seeing tangible consequences of 
the rapid erosion of biodiversity. Pollution, overfishing, 
and invasive species are threatening the livelihood of 
communities that depend on fishing;13 the destruction 
of coastal forests is leaving people more vulnerable 
to hurricanes,14 cyclones, and tsunamis;15 and the 
loss of pollinators is even forcing some communities 
to pollinate their plants by hand.16 Losing nature 
involves high economic and social costs as well as an 
environmental one.

Though conservation is effective at mitigating 
biodiversity loss, the scale at which it has been 
implemented has been inadequate to reverse these 
worrying trends. We need to protect more of nature, 
and the most important tool at our disposal is creating 
protected areas.
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Global leaders will soon have the opportunity to dramatically 
raise targets for land and ocean protection. These targets are 
primarily set under the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD). 
Launched in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, the CBD is the world’s bedrock 
international agreement addressing the biodiversity crisis and its 
threat to humanity.17

The CBD convenes parties every two years to review progress 
and set new priorities. In 2010 in Aichi Prefecture, Japan, the 
parties to the CBD agreed to a strategic plan to safeguard 
biodiversity, including Aichi Target 11, which called for the 
protection of at least 17 percent of terrestrial and 10 percent of 
marine areas by 2020. So far, about 15 percent of Earth’s land18 
and 7.4 percent of its marine area19 has been protected.

Although a laudable step in the right direction, the Aichi 
Biodiversity Targets were designed as interim goals to halt 
biodiversity loss and do not represent what is actually required 
for humanity to live in sustainable harmony with nature.20 That is 
why the next two years represent such an important opportunity 
to scale up conservation efforts. Through the CBD process, 
countries have the chance to agree to targets that can finally give 
nature adequate protection. The next Conference of Parties will 
be held in Beijing, China, in 2020 and will focus on the post-2020 
agenda.21
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An abundance of new scientific evidence confirms 
that the biodiversity crisis is worsening. Scientists 
have united around two crucial points on a revised 
global protected area target. First, there is a strong 
scientific consensus that the 17 percent terrestrial and 
10 percent marine coverage outlined in Aichi Target 
11 is wholly inadequate if comprehensive biodiversi-
ty protection is the goal.22 Second, though opinions 
differ regarding the details of implementation, many 
scientists have united around the call for 30% percent 
our ocean and land to be protected by 2030—a “30 
by 30” target for both land and sea—with the goal of 
securing 50 percent by 2050.

An unprecedented call to action: Recognizing the 
urgency of the situation, over 15,000 scientists signed 
and distributed a global notice in 2017 outlining the 
severity of the biodiversity crisis and the need for a sig-
nificant course change from the status quo.23 This is the 
largest number of scientists ever to cosign and formally 
support a published journal article.

Scientific surveys show support for bold targets: The 
World Commission on Protected Areas Beyond the 
Aichi Targets Task Force24 recently surveyed scientists 
from 81 countries to synthesize expertise on glob-
al conservation targets ahead of the upcoming CBD 
meetings. The results show that there is strong support 
among scientists across the board for area-based con-
servation, using large area-based global targets, and 
the need to scale up conservation far beyond Aichi 11’s 
numbers.25

Support exists in the scientific literature: One paper 
analyzing a set of studies and reviews concluded that 
25-75 percent of a typical region must be managed
for conservation in order to meet nature conservation
goals.26 In addition, a recent comprehensive literature
review assessed nearly 130 studies related to marine
protected areas to determine the total theoretical
percentage of the ocean needed to achieve conserva-
tion-related goals and found an average of 37 percent.
The authors conclude that Aichi Target 11’s 10 percent
marine target is only a waypoint toward effective
ocean protection, not an endpoint.27

Wide-ranging calls for at least 30% percent: World-re-
nowned scientists such as E. O. Wilson are calling for 
the protection of half of the Earth to save species and 
preserve our planet.28 Similarly, a large international co-
alition of scientists, conservationists, indigenous lead-
ers, nonprofits, and public officials have formed Nature 
Needs Half, which calls for protecting half of the Earth 
to safeguard nature “at the scale she needs.”29 Most 
agree that a strong near-term step in that direction is a 
commitment by nations to adopt a 30 percent protect-
ed area target by 2030.

Momentum building in the multilateral and govern-
mental realm: In 2014, the coalition at the once-a-de-
cade IUCN World Parks Congress delivered a decision 
known as the “Promise of Sydney.” The primary rec-
ommendation was to create a fully sustainable ocean, 
with at least 30 percent completely protected and free 
from extractive activities.30 In June 2018, the German 
parliament unanimously passed a resolution calling for 
the protection of 30 percent of the global sea by 2030, 
which will become the German government’s formal 
position during the upcoming Convention on Biological 
Diversity Conference of the Parties.31 Then, in Septem-
ber, the United Kingdom took a historic step and did 
the same, calling for 30 percent global marine protect-
ed area coverage by 2030.32



S E C U R I N G  A  G L O B A L  
D E A L  F O R  N A T U R E

It is clear that an international groundswell is building 
for a substantial increase in the world’s commitment 
to protect biodiversity. As global leaders start to 
consider what a Global Deal for Nature should look 
like, it is important to remember that protected 
areas alone won’t safeguard biodiversity. It is es-
sential that many other strategies and conservation 
actions accompany them, including effective action 
on climate change and sustainable management of 
places outside of protected areas. However, protect-
ed areas are a major component of any successful 
biodiversity conservation approach.

In addition, indigenous rights and indigenous land 
conservation must also play a central role in any 
global biodiversity agreement. Much of the world’s 
biodiversity is found on indigenous lands,33 and tradi-
tional knowledge is essential to guiding conservation 
strategy.34 Increased financial commitments and new 
mechanisms to equitably and effectively distribute 
financial resources are desperately needed to help 
communities and developing countries fund protec-
tions and management of areas.35 Wealthier nations, 
corporations, and philanthropists have a responsibili-
ty to substantially increase financing to help secure a 
Global Deal for Nature. For more information, 
visit  wysscampaign.org.
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