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A total of 2345 IBAs are documented in this directory, covering 57 
countries or territories in the Americas with a total area of 3,284,602 km2,
including some 140,000 km2 of marine extensions (Table 1, Figure 4, 
see map after page 457). IBAs in the Americas1 represent 7.9% of the 
region’s terrestrial area, which is similar to other regions where IBAs 

(see Table 3 in Methods). However, this percentage could increase to 

United States, Chile and Guyana. The fact that United States IBAs are 
incomplete and that Canadian IBAs are generally small2

an IBA coverage of just 2.5% of North America’s terrestrial area. In 
contrast, IBA coverage of Central America, the Caribbean and South 

America is around 15% of each region (Table 1). IBA coverage of 
national land area varies from less than 1% on some Caribbean islands 
to 100% of the island of Navassa. Twelve countries have more than 
30% of their area covered by the IBA network (Table 1).

the region. In fact, 72% of the region’s trigger species occur in South 
America, although their occurrence is not exclusive to this region 
(Figure 1). North America has the second highest number of IBAs in 
the region at 544. South America also has the largest total IBA area 
(63% of the hemispheric total) while the Caribbean only contributes 
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3

A2 or A3 criteria were not applied, a dash (-) implies an absence of trigger species.
4 Country land areas and percentage of IBA coverage of country land area are calculated from GDAM (2009) and Vmap (2005) and may vary slightly with information provided in each country chapter.
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1% of total IBA area. However, Caribbean countries also represent just 
1% of the hemisphere’s land area. In general, the number and area of 
IBAs increase with increasing country area.

Bermuda, Navassa and Saba to 325 in Canada, while the total IBA area 
per country/territory ranges from 49 ha on Barbados to almost 94 million 
ha in Brazil (four times the total land area of the Caribbean). Individual 
IBAs range in size from less than 1 ha on Barbados to the largest IBA 
in the Americas (and globally) at 7,351,066 ha at Tabocais in the states 
of Acre and Amazonas, Brazil. However, most IBAs (almost 85%) are 
within the 1000 and 999,999 ha size class (Figure 2), with a median area 

of 17,647 ha. The mean or average IBA area is considerably larger at 
140,347 ha, due to the contribution of some very large IBAs (68 IBAs are 
over 1 million ha in size). Only 3% of IBAs are smaller than 100 ha.

throughout the hemisphere, marine areas have been included for seabird 
colonies in the Caribbean and at several coastal or island IBAs in other 
regions. In Canada, for example, the marine area of IBAs makes up 21% 

the Caribbean, where 1 km marine extensions have been added to most 
IBAs with seabird breeding colonies (BirdLife International 2008a), 
marine areas account for almost a third of the total IBA area (Table 1).
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species, that is, species meeting one or more of the IBA criteria (see 
Methods), of these, 700 are threatened or Near Threatened (Appendix 1). 
There at least 2200 trigger species in the Americas, taking into account an 
estimate of potential congregatory species triggering IBAs under the A4 
criterion. Of these more than 90% are represented at one or more IBAs. 
South America has by the far the largest number of trigger species at over 
1500, whereas the Caribbean and North America have approximately 350 
each and Central America has over 600 (Figure 1).

5 Numbers of A1 species exclude vagrants
6 The A3 criterion was only applied on Aruba, Bonaire, Curaçao (NSA), Trinidad and Tobago (NSA, NAN) and Cuba (GAN). See Methods, Appendices 1 and 1g.

7 IBA inventories for these countries are at different stages of completion.
8 Total of A1 species includes three species entering A1 after 2007 (Pelecanus thagus, Aratinga solstitialis and Myiarchus semirufus)



coverage of A1 species’ ranges. Of the 96 species triggering IBA criteria 
at just one site, 26 are Critically Endangered. Twenty-seven IBAs have 
20 or more species triggering A1 criteria at the site, with a maximum of 

(BR181) in Brazil’s Atlantic Forest. Of the 45 A1 species not covered 
by the IBA network, 27 are pelagic marine species, some of which only 

areas remote from land where pelagic seabirds gather to feed (see Box 
4 in Methods). Taxonomic changes also mean that two other species are 
no longer recognized in the IUCN 2008 Red List.

Almost all restricted-range species in the Americas are covered by at 
least one IBA (Table 1). One Endemic Bird Area (EBA) in Mexico 
and four Secondary Areas9 in the United States are not yet represented 
within the IBA network. The EBA, Guadaloupe Island (EBA 003) 
needs to be reevaluated given that its one remaining extant taxon used 

EBAs and Secondary Areas ranges from 1 to 65, with 11 EBAs having 
more than 30 IBAs. The handful of species not covered by the IBA 
network correspond to recent changes in taxonomy that have yet to be 

Scytalopus spp in Colombia), species 
with no recent records (e.g. Spix’s Macaw; Cyanopsitta spixii) or little 
known species, among others. A further seven species (not shown in 
Table 1) are considered as A2 trigger species exclusively in the United 
States where the A2 criterion has yet to be applied.

Over 90% of biome-restricted species taken into account in IBA 

although biome areas covered by IBAs varies considerably. Biomes 
with the highest percentages of species not covered are Chaco (CHA), 

missing are from the Galapagos Islands where the A3 criterion was not 
applied. Analysis is pending for many of the MAH biome-restricted 

still in progress, many STP restricted species are yet to be incorporated 

A3 criterion (2515 km2

areas of each biome; however, there is still considerable variation in 
size within A3 IBAs (from 2 ha in the Caribbean to 7,351,066 ha in 
Brazil). Four biomes have more than 10% of their area included within 
IBAs. Over 70% of the Chiriquí-Darién Highlands are covered by 

amount of natural habitat remaining in these biomes.

A total of 880 IBAs (Table 1) have been triggered by the A4 criterion, 
including at least 20% of all IBAs in each subregion, 97% of Canada’s 
IBAs, and all IBAs on several small Caribbean islands. An estimated 
439 species potentially trigger this criterion in the Americas based on 

All four criteria have been used to identify IBAs in the Americas, with 

followed by A2 with 627 IBAs (52%; Table 1). The number of IBAs per 

composition. For example, in North America, only 33% of IBAs 

criterion (70%) which is to be expected given that practically the entire 
Caribbean region is covered by one of several Endemic Bird Areas or 
Secondary Areas. Sixty-one IBAs from the Caribbean, Central America 
and South America meet all four criteria.

hemisphere’s 746 threatened or Near Threatened species. Of these, 96 
species are represented at only one IBA each (of which 20% are entirely 

some cases, sites may represent the only known site where the species 
exists (see Focus on IBAs and threatened birds), but for other species, 

an assessment of whether they are congregatory10 in at least part of their 
range or during part of the year (Table 1, Appendix 1). Of these, more 
than half (63%) meet A4 thresholds in at least one site in the Americas, 

data become available in the region. Of particular note are four IBAs 
holding estimates of more than 10,000,000 individual seabirds and/or 
waterbirds; these are Baccalieu Island (CA194) and Lancaster Sound 
Polynya (CA302) in Canada, New Island Group (FK011) in Falkland 
Islands (Malvinas) and Costa sur de Arica (IBA No. 5) in Chile. IBAs 
holding high percentages of global populations of congregatory species 
include over 30% of the global population of Western Sandpiper 
(Calidris mauri) wintering in Panama Bay (PA041), an estimated 70% 
of the global population of Semipalmated Sandpiper (Calidris pusilla)

of the same species overwintering in Littoral IBA (GF002) in French 
Guiana. More than 5,000,000 migrating raptors pass through one or 
more of seven IBAs in Central America meeting the A4iv criterion for 
migratory bottlenecks.

Information on threats is not available at all IBAs in the Americas. 
This information will be collected as the IBA monitoring protocol is 
implemented at sites throughout the hemisphere (see Future steps). 
However, detailed information on threats to red listed birds has been 
collected for a number of years. Eleven primary and 111 secondary 
threats (see Salazar et al. 2008) were recorded for the 701 species 
meeting A1 criteria at 1685 IBAs (72% of the total number of IBAs) 
as part of the 2009 Red List. Of the primary threats, agriculture and 
aquaculture, biological resource use, and residential and commercial 
development are the three most frequent threats to A1 species in IBAs 
in the Americas (Figure 3). Threats to sites in the Tropical Andes were 
documented in 2005, of these, agricultural expansion, burning of 
vegetation and selective logging were the most prevalent in this region 
(BirdLife  International & Conservation International 2005).
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9 Eastern Bering Sea islands (SA 001), Seward Peninsula and Yukon delta (SA 002), Michigan jack pine savanna (SA 003) and Edwards plateau (SA 004).
10

for this incomplete data set.
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The marine environment plays an enormously important role in the 
Americas, both economically and biologically. The Humboldt current 
is a major reason behind the western coasts of South America (from 
Peru to Argentina) being among the most productive marine areas 
in the world. In economic terms, this translates to more than half 

the world’s leading producer. Additionally, the United States is the 

seabird nesting colonies have also played an important economic role 
in guano extraction and export, especially in Chile and Peru (Box 1).

Of the 346 marine species in the world (BirdLife International, 

unpublished data), approximately 70% occur in the Americas. However, 

precipitous declines in seabird populations and increases in threat status 
since the 1980s. Other threats to seabirds include invasive alien species at 
breeding sites, especially on islands. In the Americas, 56 marine species 
are threatened, seven of which are Critically Endangered, and a further 
16 are Near Threatened (Table 1). Almost half the species restricted to 
the Americas are globally threatened. Therefore, there is an urgent need 
for international cooperation to ensure the sustainable use of marine 
resources, both in coastal areas and in international waters. Marine IBAs 
seek to protect those areas which are of vital importance to all aspects 
of seabird life cycles (Box 4, Methods). Furthermore, marine IBAs will 

1

2

different stages of completion.
3 Some sites in Antigua & Barbuda, Dominican Republic and Haiti include non-coastal breeding colonies of seabirds whose delimitation may eventually include marine foraging areas.
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play an important role in meeting CBD obligations to establish marine 
protected areas by 2012 (IBAs and CBD commitments, p43).

a further 241 are proposed as candidate sites on the basis of seabird 

(Table 2). Validation of the data for the proposed sites is still required 
to ensure that relevant seabird population thresholds have been met. 
Sites are triggered by either A1 (35% of sites) or A4 (85%) criteria 
for marine species. The 444 marine IBAs in the Americas (19% of the 
total) cover an area of 225,540 km2 (including terrestrial portions), of 

which 43% lies within North America. Of the 72 A1 marine species 
in the Americas, 45 meet IBA thresholds, with 33 triggering IBAs 
in South America alone (Table 1). Species not presently covered 
by the IBA network are mainly pelagic, belonging to the families 

identify pelagic IBAs (currently in progress). Of the marine species 
restricted to the Americas, 15 do not trigger IBA criteria at present, 
mainly due to lack of information. However, IBAs have been proposed 

marine species triggering IBA criteria are found at both northern and 
southern extremes of the hemisphere, including the United States (42 
species), Canada (41) and Chile (26).

With an increasing number of activities occurring in the marine 
environment (e.g. shipping, windfarms, ocean resource exploration, 

over. As a result, an expanding number of BirdLife Partners are 
working on identifying marine IBAs to feed into maritime planning and 
management initiatives with the goal of protecting key sites for seabirds. 

a vital contribution to global initiatives to gain greater protection and 
sustainable management of the oceans, including working towards the 

4 Foraging radii were mapped by the Centre for Environmental Sustainability at Cayetano Heredia University with information taken from the BirdLife Seabird Foraging Radii Database and foraging studies carried out in Peru.
5

Among the future steps for the Americas IBA program are:

• Obtain data on foraging and maintenance ranges for seabirds in the 
Americas

• Re-establish boundaries of candidate marine IBAs taking into 
account marine areas

• Finalize inventory of marine IBAs in the Americas and marine 
hotpots5

• Integrate marine IBAs into national and international protection 
legislation

)

4

22



hemisphere. Therefore, it is vital to ensure their effective protection 

take several forms, for example, legally protected areas (both private 
and public), conservation easements, purchase of exploitation rights 
and payment for ecological products and services, among others.

From a preliminary analysis on the protection status of IBAs throughout 
the hemisphere, 31% of IBAs are fully protected, that is, they lie 
completely within a designated protected area, 22% are partially 
protected, 37% are not protected and data is missing for the remaining 
10% (Figure 1). Continental countries with the highest protection rates 
are Honduras and Venezuela with over 75% of IBAs totally protected in 
both countries. Islands with high rates of protection include Dominican 
Republic (71%) and Cuba (64%). Using information from coverage of 

protected areas (WDPA 2009), almost half the area of IBAs (49%) in 
the Americas lies within a protected area (Table 1)1.

Nonetheless, having IBAs as part of protected area systems can facilitate 
planning and management. Many IBAs do fall within different types of 
systems, both public and private, national and local. In some countries, 
such as Cuba and Jamaica, all IBAs are systematically being included 
as part of the national protected area system.

However, strict legal protection may not always be the best answer for a 
site’s conservation, especially when local communities depend directly 
on the area’s natural resources. Indeed, in some circumstances, formal 
protected area designation could be counter-productive to conservation 
objectives, particularly where protected area regulations restrict 
traditional practices of land use and natural resource exploitation that 

Several sites in the Americas have become legally protected since 
their designation as IBAs. In many cases, IBA nomination has boosted 
protected area designation proposals or provided more information to 
support them. Examples come from several countries, including:

Argentina - IBAs are being employed to guide decisions on new 
protected areas in the provinces of Buenos Aires and Entre Ríos. They 
have also been used as the basis in conservation corridor design in the 
Gran Chaco region of the country.

Colombia - At least six sites have gained legal protection where the 
IBA process has played an important role. New protection categories 
include national parks, regional protected areas and private reserves.

Mexico - IBAs have been taken into account by the government to 
justify the creation of new protected areas and as well as in planning 
and priority setting processes (see p42 for details as to how IBAs are 
included within the North American Bird Conservation Initiative).

Peru - IBA status at some sites has been employed as a further 

“private conservation areas” included information on IBAs in their 
applications to the Institute of Natural Resources.

United States - The railroad company, Norfolk Southern, granted 
a conservation easement of just over 5000 ha of its privately owned 
wildlife preserve to Lowcountry Open Land Trust, which includes the 
Brosnan Forest IBA.

1

2 Country status is given by the percentage of total IBAs which are partially or totally protected. TP: totally protected, PP: partially protected, NP: not protected; ND: No data.
3 Data from the United States has yet to be incorporated into analyses of protection status.
4

2

NP

PP

TP

NP

PP

TP

ND

NPTP

PP

ND

NP

PP

TP

Region Protected
areas
(km2)

Total

764,097

301,531

68,670

2,516,091

3,650,387

307,469

430,012

46,427

2,283,232

3,067,140

142,620

159,219

28,392

1,166,810

1,497,040

46%

37%

61%

51%

49%

Total

(km2)
protected

2) areas

4

23



are compatible with or contribute to the biological value of a site. Also, 
it is not feasible to designate every IBA as a formal protected area 

and high opportunity costs in productive landscapes, such as lowland 
forests and coastal zones.

Protection categories allowing genuine participation, mixed management 
and sustainable use need to be explored as alternative approaches 
to site-based conservation. Examples such as community-managed 
conservation areas and voluntary agreements with land-owners may even 
be more cost-effective and engage support from non-traditional sources. 
Moreover, these approaches may provide greater opportunities for 
sustainable human use of natural resources, and therefore, make a greater 
contribution to poverty alleviation among people for whom natural 
resources form a critical component of their livelihood strategies.

Among the future steps for the IBA program are:

• Incorporate relevant IBAs into national protected area systems and voluntary 
conservation schemes (e.g. Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve Network)

•
agreements

• Explore private protection and conservation in IBAs
• Seek alternative protection mechanisms for IBAs
• Update information on protection status in the World Bird Database
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One in ten birds in the Americas is threatened with extinction. Of these, 
75, or almost 40% the world total, are Critically Endangered (CR), 
placing a global responsibility on the region to prevent these species 
from being lost for ever. In the Americas, 18 species have become extinct 
since 1500. The number of threatened species is heavily concentrated 
in regions such as the Caribbean, the Tropical Andes of northern South 
America and Brazil’s Atlantic Forest and Cerrado (Figure 1).

IBAs provide a way to assess conservation efforts taken for these 

from a site-based conservation approach. To date, 206 CR and EN 
species are covered by 775 sites within the Americas IBA network 
(Table 1). However, of these, 47 trigger IBA criteria at only one site. 
This may be because the site is the only known location for the species 

(e.g. in the case of AZE sites, see following pages), but in other cases, 

species. Nevertheless, IBAs provide an effective means of setting 
priorities for threatened species in terms of identifying those sites 
where viable populations need to be conserved.

For the 16 CR or EN species not covered by the IBA network, eight 
are pelagic marine species and are under focus for marine IBA 

status, and may already be extinct (Table 2). The most urgent action 

species which have been employed as trigger species, although they 
are without very recent records, must also have dedicated searches 
implemented to ascertain their status (Table 2).

Country
Brazil

Peru

Colombia

Ecuador

Mexico

Bolivia

Venezuela

Cuba

USA

Argentina

Paraguay

Chile

48

38

35

22

17

13

13

10

7

7

7

6

151

67

68

54

55

33

17

23

17

100

27

25

Country

Guatemala

Honduras

Jamaica

Haiti

Uruguay

Canada

Panama

Nicaragua

5

4

4

3

3

3

3

3

3

2

2

2

7

11

8

11

9

6

5

3

7

11

13

11

Country
Belize

Grenada

Dominica

Montserrat

Martinique

Bermuda

Guyana

Suriname

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

4

2

7

5

2

2

2

1

1

8

1

1

Recognizing the need to act now for globally threatened bird species,  
BirdLife has launched a major new initiative: the Preventing Extinctions 
Program. This is spearheading greater conservation action, awareness 
and funding support for the world’s most threatened birds, through 
appointing Species Guardians and Species Champions.

are individuals or 
organizations who take on a responsibility to implement 
and/or stimulate conservation actions for a particular 

a particular country. They also monitor the status of the species and 
identify the key actions needed. Species Guardians’ activities typically 
include some of the following:

· Implementing priority actions for the species
· Developing a Species Action Plan, if one does not yet exist
· Facilitating the implementation of priority actions by other 

individuals or organizations
· Liaising and communicating with other individuals and 

organizations involved in carrying out research and taking action 
for the species

· Advocating for appropriate conservation measures to relevant 
authorities and institutions

· Monitoring the status of the species and the implementation and 
effect of actions by all parties

are a new global 
community of businesses, institutions and individuals 
who are stepping forward to provide the funding required 
to carry out the vital conservation measures BirdLife 

Champions also help publicize the urgent plight of the species chosen, 
and at the same time, gain important exposure themselves as being 
committed to protecting the planet’s natural heritage.

See also: www.birdlife.org/extinction
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Jamaica

Jamaica
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)

1 This species was uplisted to CR in 2008.
2 Captive populations exist of this species.
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The Alliance for Zero Extinction (AZE) is a global initiative of 
68 biodiversity conservation organizations, including BirdLife 
International and a number of national BirdLife Partners. Its aim is to 
prevent extinctions by identifying and safeguarding all sites holding 
the last remaining population of one or more Critically Endangered or 
Endangered species. Therefore, the Alliance’s goal is to create a front 
line of defense against extinction by eliminating threats and restoring 
habitat at these sites.

IBAs are an excellent source of information for proposing AZE sites 
for birds. The application of IBA criteria to identify sites means 

that information on population sizes has been gathered for most 
threatened species in the Americas. Furthermore, IBA delimitation 

attempts to ensure that sites are of a suitable size to maintain 

these populations in the long term. Additionally, an estimated 50–60% 

non-AZE trigger birds). The subset of IBAs qualifying as AZE sites 
are among the highest conservation priorities in the hemisphere to 
prevent imminent extinctions where practically the entire remaining 
population of a Critically Endangered (CR) or Endangered (EN) bird 

The inventory of AZE sites provides a critically important tool for 
nations seeking to meet the 2010 biodiversity target of the Convention 
on Biological Diversity (CBD) to reduce biodiversity loss. The 
disappearance of these AZE sites would mean the certain extinction 
of one or more species. AZE sites thus present a unique opportunity to 
take immediate action towards the 2010 CBD targets not only for their 

birds. The original AZE dataset (available at www.zeroextinction.org)

inventory had been completed in the region. As part of the 2009 review 
of the dataset, a preliminary analysis of all sites applying for CR and 
EN species in the Americas was recently undertaken. Nevertheless, 

review, due out at the end of 2009.

According to this preliminary analysis, a revised set of 58 AZE sites 
have been proposed for the Americas, covering 69 CR and EN species 
(Figure 1, Appendix 3)1. However, several of these are not expected to 

sites is obtained. Of the 69 species, 54 were included in 46 AZE sites in 

mainly due to new information and changes in Red List category.

South America has the most AZE sites (43) and species (43) in the 

region, with 16 sites in Brazil, seven in both Mexico and Ecuador 

AZE sites are nominated for just one bird species, although six sites 
are nominated for two, one site in the Galapagos Islands (EC105) for 
three and Islas Revillagigedo (MX031) in Mexico for four. Sites range 
in size from the 60 ha of Reserva Yunguilla (EC067) in Ecuador to 
2,976,727 ha of the combined site of Rio Tacutu (including the IBAs 
of Savanas do Rio Cotingo; BR002 and Lavrados de Roraima; BR003) 
in Brazil. Twelve of the proposed AZE sites are not protected in any 
form; of the rest, 19 are totally protected and 14 partially. However, 
this means that 30 of the species at most imminent risk of extinction 
remain inadequately protected.

conservation, these 58 AZE sites represent the last hope for 69 species 
of threatened birds in the Americas. Ensuring the conservation of these 
sites (e.g. correct management of the protected areas and seeking legal 
protection for the unprotected areas) must be considered among the 
most urgent actions to be undertaken in the region (e.g. Box 2).

2

1 Of the 84 species triggering AZE criteria in 2005, 16 no longer apply due to new data on their distribution and/or population sizes; in two cases, their 
Red List category has been downgraded as a result: Rondonia Bushbird (Clytoctantes atrogularis) and Baudo Oropendola (Psarocolius cassini).



unique threatened species, but also for the many thousands of other 
less threatened taxa that occur alongside those species triggering AZE 
criteria at each site.

Alliance for Zero Extinction is currently reviewing and updating the 

sites nominated in 2005 have been reviewed based on the current 
IBA species records for CR and EN species. In a second stage, this 
information will be made available online (see Globally Threatened 
Bird Forums for more details - http://www.birdlifeforums.org/) in 
order to solicit comments and new information. The resulting new list 
of AZE sites will be available at the end of 2009 on the AZE website 
(www.zeroextinction.org).

2 American Bird Conservancy (ABC), a US-based nongovernmental organization, is dedicated to the protection and conservation of native birds 
and their habitats throughout the Americas, especially the threatened resident and migratory birds in Latin America and the Caribbean.

2
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An estimated 19% of all bird species in the world are migratory1, 11% 
of which are threatened or Near Threatened according to the IUCN 
red list (Kirby et al. 2008). In the Americas, at least 819 species have 
migratory populations (approximately 19% of all birds), of which 8% 
are threatened or Near Threatened. There are two major terrestrial 
migratory systems in the Americas, the Nearctic-Neotropical system, 
and the South American austral system, the most extensive system 
in the southern hemisphere (Chesser 1994). Numbers of Nearctic-
Neotropical migratory species have been estimated at between 340 
and 420 (Rappole et al. 1995, USFWS 2009, Stotz et al. 1996), while 
at least 220 species have been considered to be austral migrants 
(Chesser 1994). 

Studies, especially from long-term data sets in North America, have 
shown that many Nearctic-Neotropical migrants are in rapid decline 
(Robbins et al. 1989; Kirby et al. 2008). Threats include agricultural 
activities resulting in habitat loss or degradation, and mortality from 

buildings, and wind turbines, among others.

A total of 68 Neotropical migrants trigger A1 and A4 IBA criteria 
(see Methods) at 513 sites throughout the Americas (Table 1). Nearly 

migrant’s breeding grounds. Smaller numbers of IBAs in other regions 
maybe due to the fact that data are less readily available on population 

and individuals may be more dispersed, meaning that thresholds are 
not met. However, recent efforts to document migratory populations in 
these regions have provided more information (Box 2). The majority 
of landbirds (mainly Passeriformes) concentrate in Central America, 
the Caribbean and Colombia outside of the breeding period, whereas 
waterbirds (and shorebirds in particular) are more widely distributed, 
although the coasts of Suriname and French Guiana, and certain sites 
in Chile and Argentina are of especial importance for this group.

IBAs manage to capture the most critical sites for migratory birds and 
thus offer a valuable framework for protecting these species, given 
that a network of sites and organizations already exists, facilitating the 
coordination of cross-border initiatives. It is fundamental to plan large-

,
taking into consideration that the majority of migratory species are 

widely distributed over their breeding and wintering ranges and spend 
large parts of their life cycles in different countries and continents 
(Kirby et al. 2008). Furthermore, conserving critical IBAs for migrants 
will also conserve many resident species of conservation concern.

The conservation of the 513 IBAs triggered by Neotropical migrants 

Critically Endangered species, 58 Endangered and 90 Vulnerable.

Region

Total

Landbird Waterbird Total
36

106

31

14

187

2

11

1

1

15

192

48

18

75

333

228

150

46

89

513

1

(Kirby et al. 2008). Rappole et al.
2 www.birdlife.org/action/science/sites/neotrops/andes/sites.html

2
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The Convention on Migratory Species (CMS), also known as the Bonn 
Convention, was adopted in 1979 and came into force in 1983, with the 
aim of protecting migratory species that cross international borders. 
As of August 2009, the CMS had 112 parties, including 30 countries 
or overseas territories in the Americas, with a further two Americas 
countries (Brazil, USA) participating in CMS agreements.

CMS Parties strive towards strictly protecting migratory species 
threatened with extinction, and listed on Appendix I of the convention. 
Objectives include the conservation or restoration of their habitats, 
mitigating obstacles to migration and controlling other factors that 
might endanger them. Besides establishing obligations for each State 
joining the convention, CMS promotes concerted action among the 

Range States, or states lying within the same migratory species’ 

Convention encourages the Range States to conclude global or regional 
agreements for these species.

Information on IBAs can assist parties to meet these commitments, for 
example, by protecting IBAs where Appendix I species occur, or by 
identifying suitable areas of habitat for each bird species covered by 
international agreements under Appendix II. 

To date, one Agreement (legally binding treaty) and three MoUs (less 
formal instruments) of direct relevance to bird conservation in the 
Americas have been developed under the auspices of CMS. These are:

)

The Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) on Conservation
of Southern South American Migratory Grassland 
Bird Species and their Habitats became effective on 
26 August 2007 and was signed by the governments of 
Argentina, Paraguay, Uruguay and Brazil (although not a 
CMS member). Loss and fragmentation of grassland habitats 
and illegal capture and trade have been the main reasons for 
the decline in the populations of several southern grassland 
species. Threatened migratory grassland birds covered by 
this agreement include Buff-breasted Sandpiper (Tryngites 

), Strange-tailed Tyrant (Alectrurus risora), Cock-
tailed Tyrant (Alectrurus tricolor), Chestnut Seedeater 

(Sporophila cinnamomea), Rufous-rumped 
Seedeater (Sporophila hypochroma), Marsh 
Seedeater (Sporophila palustris), Entre Ríos 
Seedeater (Sporophila zelichi) and Saffron-
cowled Blackbird ( ). A 

of these species in the above four countries, 
and form a blueprint for site-based conservation 

action under the framework of the agreement.

)

The MoU on the Conservation of the Ruddy-headed Goose 
( ) between Argentina and Chile 
became effective on 21 November 2006. The memorandum 
aims to provide effective protection 
for the mainland population of 
this species (listed in both 
appendices) by identifying 
factors contributing to its 
critical status and elaborating and 
implementing an action plan, among 
other activities. Currently, its effective 
conservation depends on concerted actions 
between the two signatory states, given 
that the species is in serious danger of 
extinction with an estimated population 
of 1000 individuals. Sixteen IBAs have 

(six sites) and wintering grounds (10 
sites) for this species.

)

The MoU on the Conservation of High Andean Flamingos 
and Their Habitats was signed in December 2008 by 
Bolivia, Chile and Peru with the aim of providing effective 

their habitats. As part of the MoU, an action plan will be 
developed to guide the conservation actions of the signatories, 
for example, promoting coordination of these actions, 
facilitating international cooperation, improving knowledge 
of the species, management, research, awareness and the 
exchange of information. A major component of the action 
plan has already been advanced by the High Andean Flamingo 
Conservation Group, 
through a priority 
site analysis for these 
species.

)

Agreement on the Conservation of Albatrosses and Petrels 
(ACAP) is a multilateral agreement which seeks to coordinate 
international activity to mitigate known threats to albatross and 
petrel populations. ACAP came into force in February 2004 
and as of January 2009 had 13 Parties, including 11 territories 
and countries in the Americas (Argentina, Chile, Ecuador, 
French Overseas Territories, Peru, UK Overseas Territories 
and Uruguay). Currently, ACAP applies to all of the world’s 
albatross species plus the Macronectes and Procellaria petrels. 

as IBAs, and the ongoing work to identify marine IBAs will 
help promote their conservation on the high seas.
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The IBA program, the Western Hemisphere Shorebird Reserve 
Network (WHSRN) and Ramsar sites are complementary approaches 
to waterbird conservation in the Americas. All three initiatives 
use similar criteria to identify sites, that is, numerical thresholds or 
percentage population threshold for waterbird species. However, there 
are important differences in each initiative, Ramsar is a legally binding 
international convention which requires government participation to 
designate sites. IBAs and WHSRN are both civil society initiatives, 
although sites joining WHSRN require the landowner to sign an 
agreement to further the site’s conservation, which is not the case with 
IBAs.

The technical criteria for site designation are also slightly different. 
For example, WHSRN and Ramsar include recognized subspecies 
and/or geographically discrete breeding populations to calculate 

biogeographic population thresholds. IBA trigger species are only 
recognized at species level, and currently use global or biogeographic 
population thresholds depending on whether the trigger species is 

Wetlands International 2006).

are not designated for waterbirds and the Ramsar sites they overlap 

Ramsar sites1

2

Region

Total

60

153

36

94

343

20

58

21

59

158

233

14

65

94

406

Region

Total

WHSRN
category

Candidate

12

12

24

3

6

6

0

7

3

4

77

2

2

13

3

4

1

0

4

4
3

3

38

4

8

55

0

0

16

23

1

0

51

158
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The WHSRN initiative also provides a convenient scheme for 

can also assist parties to the Ramsar convention to deliver on their 
commitments, for example in national wetland policies, or their use 
as a basis for national wetland monitoring programs. IBA monitoring 

Record, as well as pinpointing the required conservation actions. The 

character have occurred, are occurring, or are likely to occur as a result 
of technological developments, pollution or other human interference. 

1

2 Although these sites meet the biological criteria for inclusion in WHSRN, aspects such as site ownership and willingness to sign a site agreement must also be taken into account.
3
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Total

263

13

54

261

101

356

58
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79

1,354

32,032.8

5,000.7

62,497.9

280,355.3

32,602.3

260,459.4

126,904.6
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• UNESCO Man and the Biosphere Programme (MAB) aims

• UNESCO World Heritage Convention (WHC) aims to identify and 

• Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 
Fauna and Flora (CITES) aims to regulate international trade in 

•

•

•

• United National Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC) and Kyoto Protocol

• Protocol Concerning Specially Protected Areas and Wildlife 
(SPAW) 



• Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)
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