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Review of existing and potential Ramsar sites in UK Overseas Territories
and Crown Dependencies

Final Report from the UK Overseas Territories Conservation Forum

Summary

There are 21 entities amongst the UK Overseas Territories and Crown
Dependencies, with separate governments. These Governments are responsible for
domestic matters (with some exceptions in some cases), while the UK Government is
responsible for foreign relations. Because UK enters some international conventions
on nature conservation, there are shared responsibilities for some aspects. All but
one (British Antarctic Territory) of these 21 entities are included in UK'’s ratification of
the Convention on Wetlands of International Importance especially as Waterfowl
Habitat, originally signed in 1971 in the Iranian city of Ramsar. Hence, in line with
most such multilateral environmental agreements (MEASs), it is normally referred to as
the “Ramsar” Convention on Wetlands.

In order to fulfil its commitments under the Ramsar Convention, UK arranged to

review its suite of existing and potential Wetlands of International Importance, in the

context of the priority ecosystems identified by the Conferences of the Parties. This

review is particularly relevant for UK Overseas Territories (UKOTs), because:

¢ In global biodiversity terms, these are the most important parts of UK sovereign
territory;

¢ Inthe last few years (partly as a result of UKOTCF encouragement and advice)
those UK territories not previously included in UK’s ratification have joined (except
British Antarctic Territory, for which the Antarctic Treaty covers many relevant
aspects);

e More of the priority ecosystem types (amongst mangrove, coral, sea-grass beds,
peatlands, caves etc) occur in the UKOTs than in metropolitan UK;

e For historical reasons there is under-coverage of Ramsar sites in the UKOTs and
Crown Dependencies;

e Because of very poor coverage in studies in the past and recent progress in some
aspects, the existing list of proposed sites (depending mainly on information about
20 years old) is out of date.

The review includes the Crown Dependencies. Although their constitutions and

situations are somewhat different from those of the UKOTsSs, there are some

similarities in respect of their relationships to UK.

The review in Great Britain and Northern Ireland was conducted by a separate, but
related, process.

The UK Overseas Territories Conservation Forum was contracted by Defra to
undertake the review in the UK Overseas Territories and Crown Dependencies, using
its experience of the diverse situations in UKOTs so that the sensitivities of local
workers, governments and other organisations are respected and their knowledge
made available and integrated. UKOTCEF is a charitable company, bringing together
as member organisations conservation and science bodies in UK and the UK



Territories, as well as a wide network of voluntary collaborators and governmental
bodies. On a voluntary basis, the Forum has led for several years on promoting
Ramsar issues in the Territories.

Approaches used included the following elements.
1. Utilise the Forum’s network of contacts to collate information in a cost-effective
way, and to reinforce consultation procedures with governmental and non-

governmental bodies in the Territories.

2. Establish the presence of priority and other important wetland habitats and
species in each territory.

3. Establish the degree to which this interest is covered by already designated
sites.
4, Collate information on other potential sites and consider which of these should

be added to the list of proposed sites.

5. Identify which existing Ramsar Information Sheets need updating, collate
available information and update RISs.

6. Assemble initial draft information in RIS format where available for proposed
sites.
7. Where practicable, identify the management status of designated sites, to

identify any additional major needs.

8. Note any major gaps in information relevant to this exercise, so as to
assemble an approach to encourage and direct future work.

9. Use existing and additional contacts with UKOT and CD governments,
including where appropriate facilitation of the Environment Charter process, to
encourage programmes of designation in the UKOTs and CDs.

For each Territory, consultations were held with local interests and others with
knowledge and interest in the Territory. In most cases (Isle of Man, Bailiwicks of
Guernsey and Jersey, Cyprus Sovereign Base Areas, Bermuda, Cayman Islands,
Turks & Caicos Islands, British Virgin Islands, Anguilla, Montserrat, Ascension Island,
St Helena, Tristan da Cunha, Falkland Islands), this involved governmental officers of
the Territories concerned. In most cases these took a leading role in consultations. In
a few Territories which do not have governmental natural environmental specialists
(Gibraltar, South Georgia & the South Sandwich Islands, British Indian Ocean
Territory, Pitcairn Islands), consultations included those who normally advise the
governments on these matters.

The main text of the report gives the background and the approach used. It then
addresses some general issues, before considering each territory in turn. The
coverage by designated and proposed Ramsar sites is reviewed. This part includes
also the additional information needed to review the factors reported previously as



adverse factors in relation to designated sites. This information is needed in relation
to UK’s report to the Ramsar Conference of the Parties (CoP) in 2005. The Annexes
update Ramsar Information Sheets and (will provide to a later deadline) maps for
existing sites, and provide drafts for proposed sites identified (as complete as
possible in relation to the differences in actual status of proposed sites).

Prior to the project, 15 Ramsar sites had been designated in the UK Overseas
Territories. The previously existing list of proposed Wetlands of International
Importance in the UK Overseas Territories and Crown Dependencies included about
20 areas. This was known to give very inadequate coverage to the wetland types and
globally important wildlife populations dependant on the UKOTs and CDs. As a result
of this review, the number of proposed Ramsar sites has risen to 76 (in addition to
the 15 already designated). Also, there are proposals to extend certain sites, and a
few cases in which the need for additional sites has been recognised but present
survey information does not allow definition even in a preliminary way. The report
demonstrates also a move to a pattern reflecting better the wetland nature of the
various areas and their global biodiversity importance.

The term ‘proposed’ when used in this report means proposed by this Review (or an
earlier proposal confirmed by this Review). Whilst in most cases individuals or
organisations in the territories concerned have been consulted on the list of proposed
sites, it does not mean that these sites have been formally proposed to Government
for designation. Thus whilst many of these sites have the potential to be proposed by
the relevant authorities, ‘proposed’ is taken to mean ‘potential sites that have been
identified as meriting Ramsar designation by the Review of Existing and potential
Ramsar sites in the UK Overseas Territories and Crown Dependencies’.
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Explanation of structure of this report

This document is the final report required under contract CR0294 of December 2003.
The contract was amended in October 2004. This amendment recognised that some
work additional to contract had already been requested and undertaken without
charge, but provided resourcing for further additions to contract. It was recognised
that, to operate most efficiently and cost-effectively, this would require some
rescheduling so that some elements originally planned for inclusion in this report
would now appear later, while others not originally included would appear in this
report. The consequent contents of this report and their status are outlined below.

A.

The main text of the report (the only part published at this stage; this is an
edited version; the fuller report is available at www.ukotcf.org). This gives
the background and the approach used. It then considers some general
issues, before reviewing each territory in turn. The coverage by designated
and proposed Ramsar sites is reviewed. This part includes also the
additional information needed to review the factors reported previously as
adverse factors in relation to designated sites. This information is needed
in relation to UK’s report to the Ramsar Conference of the Parties (CoP) in
2005. Literature references are found in Annexes 1 & 2.

Annex 1: Updated Ramsar Information Sheets for existing sites. This is an
original contract requirement, and is also needed for UK'’s report to CoP.

Annex 2: Draft Ramsar Information Sheets for proposed sites identified (as
complete as possible in relation to the differences in actual status of
potential sites). This is additional to the original contract. Its inclusion in the
contract addition reflects the fact that preparation of such draft RISs
integrated with the review is a cost-effective way of aiding work towards
eventual designation of sites. The contractor agreed to bring forward the
inclusion of a draft of this section at the same time as the main report. The
opportunity may be taken to make some further changes to this section
when maps are submitted, in May 2005 (see below). It should be noted,
however, that all the RISs in this section will, albeit revised in due course,
remain as drafts until the sites to which they refer are designated as
Ramsar sites. Because the state of progress towards designation differs
greatly between sites, the degree of completion of various RISs will differ
from very incomplete (and in some cases including notes on further
queries) to virtually final in some cases where the authorities concerned
have decided to ask HMG to progress with designation.

Annex 3: Maps for existing Ramsar sites, improved where appropriate and
practicable. This section will be produced in May 2005. This was agreed at
the time of contract amendment. It reflects the fact that the maps will not be
needed until that time, and that it is more efficient for all concerned,
including those helping on a voluntary basis that all mapping work is done
around the same time.

Annex 4: Draft maps for proposed Ramsar sites identified (as complete as
possible in relation to any variations in the actual status of potential sites).



Similar comments apply to this part as for Part C, which addresses the
same sites. The inclusion, completeness and nature of maps will reflect the
state of decision making in relation to each site. This part will be produced
in May 2005.

This document includes an edited version of part A. The fuller version is available at
www.ukotcf.org. It is anticipated that parts B and D will be available on this web-site
later in 2005. Anyone needing access to parts C and E (when available) should
contact the editor of this report by email.

During the course of this project, a new numbering system was introduced for UK
Ramsar sites (proposed, designated or earlier proposals no longer current). The
opportunity was taken to provide distinctive numbering for each UK Overseas
Territory and Crown Dependency, and to group these geographically:

Crown Dependencies

UKOTs in Europe

UKOTs in the Wider Caribbean

UKOTs in the South Atlantic

UKOTs in the Indian and Pacific Oceans.

Except where there is a particular reason to do differently, territories are addressed in
this sequence throughout this report.



General Aspects

Introduction

In order to fulfil its commitments under the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands, UK is
reviewing its suite of existing and potential Wetlands of International Importance, in
the context of the priority ecosystems identified by the Conferences of the Parties.

Local capacity in the UKOTs to rectify this situation is severely limited, so that outside
help is needed. However, this must be done by those with experience of the diverse
situations in UKOTs so that the sensitivities of local workers, governments and other
organisations are respected and their knowledge made available and integrated.

The review includes the Crown Dependencies. Although their constitutions and
situations are somewhat different from those of the UKOTs, there are some
similarities in respect of their relationships to UK.

In the light of this background and following a competitive tendering procedure, Defra
contracted the UK Overseas Territories Conservation Forum to undertake this
review. A background to the Forum, and the way the work was conducted are
summarised in Appendix 1 of the fuller version of this report (available at
www.ukotcf.org).

The agreed approach to this project was set out in UKOTCF’s response to the tender
invitation, and included the following elements:

1. Utilise the Forum’s network of contacts in UKOTs, CDs and elsewhere
(including its regional working groups which provide a unique means of gathering
information) to collate information in a cost-effective way, and to reinforce
consultation procedures with governmental and non-governmental bodies in the
Territories.

2. Establish the presence of priority and other important wetland habitats and
species in each territory, and

3. Establish the degree to which this interest is covered by already designated
sites.
4. Collate information on other potential sites and consider which of these should

be added to the list of proposed sites.

5. Identify which existing Ramsar Information Sheets need updating, collate
available information and update RISs.

6. Assemble initial draft information in RIS format where available for proposed
sites. (This was additional to specification, but was added later by the contract
amendment.)
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(such as the Lafonia wetlands and Swan Inlet areas) this is needed to
refine the tentative areas indicated. In other cases (e.g. West Lagoon area,
West Falkland), the uncertainty has prevented recommendation of some
sites which had originally been put forward as candidates, even though it is
strongly suspected that they qualify. Similarly, some sites put forward (e.g.
Saunders Island; the Lively Island Group) are undoubtedly of great wildlife
importance, but it is not yet possible to confirm this in a Ramsar context.
Further work will clarify this. Finally, in this category, there are probably
important sites not yet found or suspected; West Falkland in particular
needs more investigation in this respect.

4. Work is needed on developing and implementing management on the
designated sites as well as those proposed for designation.

Not surprisingly, in view of its large area, the high proportion of wetlands, and the
great importance to globally threatened or restricted populations, a fairly large
number of Ramsar sites have been proposed, Subject to the provisos noted above,
these provide reasonable coverage of priority features. The following page reviews
coverage by the designated and proposed sites.
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Criteria or priority wetland or species [please note that the Is this Represented in:
formal texts have been abbreviated for clarity] feature
present
in this
Territ? -
§ A 2 LZ; 4 %S %
= 7 %3 S % g % _:é) Z = % 3 =
sle2ls g |_|8S 218|232 |55 5 |2
S22 |5|g|28 SIE|Z22 (5 (R |2 |2 |2 2B 2| |9
RI2CIE|Z|E (=B [S|S|58 5|5 8 zl2| 8|5 322
212812 5|88 7|8 |7 |BE|2|2|slEl2| 2|2 %82
gzl |3 Sglm|E |8 |TEIS|RIEL=|S| 2| g £ |2
- © 0 Sl|l= |2 |E|e w [ 84=|2
Elzz2|5 s |5|5E|5 5|2 |2E|SE1€12|8| 8| 5| 2|2 |3
M mE|le |lvn|OlOalun [> M [[OO|wn [mla {@lm | S| M| T|;m |Z
1: Contains a representative, rare, or unique example of a natural | Yes Y| Y |[Y|Y|Y| Y |[Y|Y|Y|Y | Y|Y|YYY|Y|Y|Y|Y|Y
or near-natural wetland type
Priority type: coral reefs No
Priority type: mangroves No
Priority type: sea-grass beds ?
Priority type: wet grass-lands Yes Y| Y [ Y|Y|Y] Y [ Y|Y| Y] Y I|Y| Y| Y|YY|Y|Y|Y|Y|Y
Priority type: peatlands Yes Y|Y |[Y|Y|Y Y |[Y]Y Y Y Y
Priority type: caves & karst No
2: Supports vulnerable, endangered, or critically endangered Yes Y| Y |Y|Y Y |Y Y| Y Y|Y|Y Y|Y
species or threatened ecological communities.
3: Supports populations of plant and/or animal species important | Yes Y| Y |Y|Y|Y| Y |Y|Y|Y| Y |Y Y|IYY|Y|Y | Y|Y|Y
for maintaining the biological diversity of a particular
biogeographic region.
4: Supports plant and/or animal species at a critical stage in their | Yes Y Y|IY|Y| Y Y Y Y|Y
life cycles, or provides refuge during adverse conditions.
5: Regularly supports 20,000 or more waterbirds. Yes Y Y Y Y
6: Regularly supports 1% of the individuals in a population of one | Yes Y Y Y| Y |Y|Y Y YIY[Y|Y|Y|Y|Y
species or subspecies of waterbird.
7: Supports a significant proportion of indigenous fish subspecies, | Yes 201 Y | ?2|?2]7? ? 201?17 ? 20?21?2121 Y|?|?
species or families, life-history stages, species interactions and/or
populations that are representative of wetland benefits and/or
values and thereby contributes to global biological diversity.
8: Is an important source of food for fishes, spawning ground, Yes ? 201?17 ? 201?717 ? 20?2171 7? 717

nursery and/or migration path on which fish stocks, either within
the wetland or elsewhere, depend.
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Identification of principal further information needs

The priority information needs are identified in the text above, immediately preceding
the table.

Comments on any sites already designated, especially in the context of report
needs for CoP 2005

The present situation in relation to information previously reported under Section 24
of the RIS for the two designated sites is reviewed the detailed tables which can be
seen in the fuller version of this report (available at www.ukotcf.org).

Bertha's Beach

Sea Lion Island
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South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Introduction

South Georgia lies 1300 km SE of the Falkland Islands, and the South Sandwich
Islands (SSI) a further 760 km SE. South Georgia is mountainous with many
glaciers, permanent ice covering almost half of its total land area of 3755 km?. Part
of the old whaling station at Grytviken has been converted into the South Georgia
Museum. The South Sandwich Islands consist of an uninhabited 350 km chain of
active volcanic islands. The Administrative Centre is at King Edward Point, but much
of the administration is conducted from Stanley in the Falkland Islands. There is no
indigenous population. South Georgia is an isolated, mountainous sub-Antarctic
island about 1390 km south east of the Falkland Islands and about 2,150 km east of
Tierra del Fuego. It is some 170 km long, varying in width from 2 to 40 km.
Surrounded by cold waters originating from the Antarctic, South Georgia has a
harsher climate than expected from its latitude. More than 50% of the island is
covered by permanent ice with many large glaciers reaching the sea at the head of
fiords. The main mountain range, the Allardyce Range, has its highest point at Mount
Paget (2960m). The South Sandwich Islands consist of a chain of 11 volcanic islands
some 350 km long. Some of these islands are still active volcanoes. The climate is
wholly Antarctic. In the late winter the Islands may be surrounded by pack ice.

Overview of wetland interest and sites identified

South Georgia has a rich heritage stemming from its past prominence as a staging
post for Antarctic discovery and the sealing and whaling industries it supported. As a
result, South Georgia is increasingly becoming a popular tourist destination and
important for scientific research. The Territory is of great importance for sub-Antarctic
flora and fauna. South Georgia is the breeding ground for some 85% of the world’s
Southern Fur Seal population as well as globally significant populations of elephant
seals, albatrosses, petrels and penguins. Reindeer were introduced in about 1910 by
Norwegian whaling companies. Only the coastal fringes of South Georgia support
vegetation, mainly in the form of tussock grass.

There are estimated to be 53 million birds on South Georgia. The most numerous
bird is the macaroni penguin with more than two million breeding pairs. Itis an
important nesting site for the largest seabird in the world, the wandering albatross.
There are further large seabird colonies in SSI, with chinstrap penguin in vast
numbers.

The South Georgia pipit is unique to the island. Several seal species breed on the
two island groups, and whales are frequently seen offshore. Despite a very limited
number of flowering plants, there is great diversity in the mosses and lichens, many
found nowhere else in the world.

The proposed Ramsar sites, identified and reviewed in consultation with persons
studying South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands are listed below:
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Ramsar Site name Country Area (ha)|Date Status
code designated
UKS55001 |South Georgia South Georgia and the 375,500 Proposed

South Sandwich Islands

UKS55002  |South Sandwich Islands 27,760 Proposed

South Georgia and the
South Sandwich Islands

It has proven difficult to secure information on the distribution of interest on South
Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands. At first sight, this is surprising because, of
all the Territories within this review, SGSSI has had most UK public research funds
spent on it, through British Antarctic Survey and its predecessors. However, much of
this has addressed process studies, with outstanding results of both basic and
applied value — rather than survey. Furthermore, the terrain is extensive and difficult,
and basically natural. As a consequence, many wetland types (including priority
categories of tussock wet grassland and peatland) are distributed at a landscape
scale. This applies to many species too. For example, it has been noted that the
distribution of the endemic South Georgia Pintail duck is almost continuous around
the island in a coastal strip extending about 3 km inland; there are no substantial
concentrations that would justify protecting one area over another for this reason
alone. Inland, there are huge areas of ice-covered or melt-dominated wetlands.

This allows several approaches. For any of them, it is desirable to achieve a listing of
potential Ramsar sites by a method of very low cost, because the limited resources
available from SGSSI's small economy need to be used primarily on direct
conservation. The approaches put forward by various persons include:

1. Confining attention initially to existing protected areas and candidate
protected areas and environmentally sensitive areas, including, (but not
restricted to) those identified by Mackintosh and Walton - and to the extent
that these have been amended and extended in the review by Poncet
(2003).

2. The approach at (1), giving initial priority to diverse areas with wide interest
and rat-free, like Bird Island.

3. In view of the widespread nature of the interests and the sustainable
management policies for the Territory, designate the whole area as
Ramsar sites.

After initial consultations with interested parties, including those holding information,
the intention of the review had been to attempt an approach close to (1) or (2) above.
It was agreed that, if the review could readily be provided with, or directed to, brief
summaries of existing data adequate for assessment of most potential sites in
relation to Ramsar criteria, then the project would undertake to prepare the first draft
of such an assessment for circulation to all stakeholders for further discussion and
consideration. Over the following months, it became apparent that no such
summaries could readily be made available to the project within the ten months
available to it within the duration of work allowed for the project. The listing in the first
South Georgia Management Plan (Mackintosh and Walton) was the only one
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available to the project. However, major stakeholders had difficulty with this when the
project attempted to use this as a first approach. Furthermore, it became increasing
clear that the interest was continuous, albeit progressively varying, over the island.

It is recognised that Ramsar designation does not, in itself, address all conservation
needs. By the same token, however, it is recognised that Ramsar designation might
enhance the protection of sites. Indeed, it is recognised that a UKOT with so much
wetland interest must address strongly its Ramsar Convention commitments.

Further consideration was therefore given to the alternative approach (3). There is no
doubt of the conservation importance of the whole island group. Indeed, there have
been repeated calls over many years to promote World Heritage Site status for South
Georgia. Under the World Heritage Convention (unlike under the Ramsar
Convention), the final decision as to whether a site is designated depends not on the
sovereign state in which the site exists, but on an international committee.

It is clear, however, that the pervading wetland nature of South Georgia, its immense
wildlife interest, and its present — and intended continuing — sustainable management
would make it suitable to designate the whole land area a Ramsar site. Almost all
vegetation on South Georgia could be defined as wet grassland and as peatlands,
given that this underlies almost all such grassland and especially tussac, and the
non-vegetated areas are water-dominated. GSGSSI might prefer to exclude small
areas of buildings, docks etc used by people, although in view of the nature of the
activities even such small exclusions might not be necessary.

Although the discussion above has referred mainly to South Georgia, much the same
points apply to the South Sandwich Islands. Indeed, the situation applies even more
in some senses, because there are no settlements on these Islands and landing is
rare and difficult.

Accordingly, the proposal is that there be two Ramsar sites in this Territory, these
comprising the land areas of (a) South Georgia and (b) the South Sandwich Islands.
Noting that this is a major proposal, the Council of UKOTCF, as contractor of this
review, discussed and concurred with this recommendation.

The question arises as to what to do in respect of marine areas. In some
circumstances, it would be appropriate to include inshore waters in the designation.
However, other considerations apply. A view has been expressed that attempts at
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands to designate under Ramsar any area
of marine habitat (e.g. spawning/nursery grounds of fish or inshore parts of the
foraging ranges of penguins) would create immediate conflict of interest or
competence with CCAMLR. Others have questioned the basis on which any conflict
would occur. Nevertheless, given the clear priority to address the terrestrial areas in
the first instance, there seems little benefit in considering within the present review
extensions of Ramsar designation into the marine areas of SGSSI.

Accordingly, the coverage of wetland interest by the proposed Ramsar sites in
SGSSI is reviewed below.
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Criteria or priority wetland or species Is this Represented in:
[please note that the formal texts have been | feature
abbreviated for clarity] present in

this

Territory

2

3
=
=
=
< .
|2
o <
&} 95}
= <
= =
@] o
%) %)
1: Contains a representative, rare, or unique Yes Y Y
example of a natural or near-natural wetland
type
Priority type: coral reefs No
Priority type: mangroves No
Priority type: sea-grass beds ?
Priority type: wet grass-lands Yes Y Y
Priority type: peatlands Yes Y Y
Priority type: caves & karst No
2: Supports vulnerable, endangered, or Yes Y Y

critically endangered species or threatened
ecological communities.

3: Supports populations of plant and/or animal | Yes Y Y
species important for maintaining the
biological diversity of a particular
biogeographic region.

4: Supports plant and/or animal species at a Yes Y Y
critical stage in their life cycles, or provides
refuge during adverse conditions.

5: Regularly supports 20,000 or more Yes Y Y
waterbirds.

6: Regularly supports 1% of the individuals in | Yes Y Y
a population of one species or subspecies of

waterbird.

7: Supports a significant proportion of ?

indigenous fish subspecies, species or families,
life-history stages, species interactions and/or
populations that are representative of wetland
benefits and/or values and thereby contributes
to global biological diversity.

8: Is an important source of food for fishes, ?
spawning ground, nursery and/or migration
path on which fish stocks, either within the
wetland or elsewhere, depend.

Identification of principal further information needs

As noted above, substantial survey information on many taxa is still required to
specify distributions, although consideration of management needs is at least as
important.
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Comments on any sites already designated, especially in the context of report
needs for CoP 2005

There are no sites already designated.
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British Antarctic Territory

Introduction

The BAT consists of all the land, including the Antarctic Peninsula, and the Southern
Ocean, south of 60° S between 20° and 80° west, an area of 1,709,400 km?,
Although the UK claim overlaps with those of Argentina and Chile, the Antarctic
Treaty provides an internationally agreed regime for the area, recognising its
importance as an area for peace and science. There is no permanent population but
the British Antarctic Survey have two year-round and one summer-only research
stations here. Many other countries also have research stations in this region. The
Southern Ocean offers unique opportunities for understanding evolution in marine
systems.

The Protocol for the Protection of the Antarctic Environment, enacted as the Antarctic
Act 1994, provides a licensing regime for all activities in the Territory by British
nationals. This legislation also covers environmental monitoring and impact
assessment, waste management, oil spills and protected areas and species.
Management of commercial fishing is by international agreement through the
Convention for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMLR).
Annual meetings of the Treaty and CCAMLR provide a forum for monitoring
environmental activities and fishing. Major current issues include management of
increasing tourism, proposals for the southern ocean whale sanctuary and climate
change.

The Territory is located in the coldest, driest and windiest continent in the world. The
average annual temperature at the South Pole is minus 49 degrees Celsius. Only 0.7
per cent of the BAT’s surface is ice-free. The remainder is covered by a permanent
ice sheet of up to five kilometres thick. The highest mountain in BAT, Mount Jackson,
is 3,184 metres high. Total area is 1,709,400 sq. km? (666,000 sq. miles)

There is no indigenous population. The United Kingdom’s presence in the Territory is
provided by the British Antarctic Survey (BAS), which maintains two permanently
manned scientific stations (at Halley and Rothera) and two summer-only stations (at
Fossil Bluff on Alexander Island and Signy in the South Orkney Islands).

Overview of wetland interest and sites identified

On land, although vegetation is sparse, there are many types of lichen, moss and
algae. In the surrounding seas, vast amounts of krill provide the basis for rich marine
life. This includes whales, seals and very large numbers of birds especially petrels
and penguins, inhabiting the islands and coastal areas of the Peninsula. Adélie and
emperor penguins both breed on the continent itself.

No prospective sites were identified, because BAT is not included in UK’s ratification.
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Identification of principal further information needs

None in respect of Ramsar, because BAT is not included in UK’s ratification.

Comments on any sites already designated, especially in the context of report
needs for CoP 2005

There are no sites already designated.
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British Indian Ocean Territory
Introduction

British Indian Ocean Territory (BIOT) lies about 1770 km east of Mahe (the main
island of the Seychelles). The territory, an archipelago of many islands, covers some
54,400 km? of ocean. The islands have a land area of only 60 km? and 698 km of
coastline. Diego Garcia, the largest and most southerly island, is 44 km?. The climate
is hot, humid and moderated by trade winds. The terrain is flat and low and most
areas do not exceed four metres in elevation.

Overview of wetland interest and sites identified

The British Indian Ocean Territory (BIOT) comprises the 55 islands of the Chagos
Archipelago. The land area is only 44 km?. But, below the territorial seas lie over
20,000 km? of coral reefs - a pristine treasure store of marine life. The Archipelago
lies at the centre of the Indian Ocean, its only human inhabitants now being military
personnel on the southernmost island, Diego Garcia.

The biological importance of the Chagos Archipelago is several-fold. First, its
isolation and low level of human impact make it ideal for the study of tropical marine
ecology, undistorted by pollution. Second, ocean currents bring larvae from the Indo-
Pacific basin which then develop into adulthood and release progeny to regenerate
the depleted stocks further west.

The islands are home to large colonies of sea birds, as well as to the unusual
coconut crab and provide nesting sites for green turtles and the more endangered
hawksbill.

The designated and proposed Ramsar sites, identified and reviewed in consultation
with researchers on British Indian Ocean Territory are listed below:

Ramsar Site name Country Area (ha) Date Status

code designated

UK61001 |Chagos Archipelago |British Indian 12/05/1999 |Superseded by
Ocean Territory UK61002 &

UK61004

UK61002 |Diego Garcia British Indian 35424.05 |04/07/2001 [Designated
Ocean Territory

UK61003 |Great Chagos Bank  |British Indian 13/03/2003 |Incorporated in
Ocean Territory UK61004

UK61004 |Chagos Banks British Indian Proposed
Ocean Territory

In view of the outstanding nature of the coral systems of the Chagos Archipelago and
their sustainable management, HMG announced at the Conference of the Parties of
the Ramsar Convention in 1999 that it intended within the next few weeks to
designate substantially the whole of the Territory as a Ramsar site. The only factor
which had prevented the designation before the 1999 CoP, as had been planned,
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was uncertainty as to how to define boundaries in the sea in order to include the reef
walls within the site.

Several approaches have been suggested by various persons. These include:

1.

Extending the Diego Garcia site to include the whole of the Environmental
Protection and Conservation Zone recently declared around the
archipelago, at 200 nautical miles (370 km) from the coast. Essentially,
this is the proposal promoted by the Chagos Conservation Trust (as the
“Chagos Archipelago Ramsar Site”). This coincides also with the longer
established Fisheries Conservation and Management Zone. This has the
merit of reducing the number of different boundaries in use
simultaneously. It would also lend itself well to an integrated approach to
environmental management. There are some reservations in that a very
large area of deep ocean would be included. There is no reason why deep
ocean should not be included within a Ramsar site, if it is closely related to
the shallower areas — and the most recent Conference of the Parties
(2002) explicitly proposed that coral reef sites should include sufficient
deep water areas to ensure the integrity of reef walls. However, this option
would include much more extensive deep water areas.

An interim option (“Chagos Islands Ramsar Site”) also has been put
forward by Chagos Conservation Trust. This involves the initial
designation of include all of the remaining land areas and their adjacent
territorial seas, preferably taking the opportunity to increase the limit of
territorial waters to 12 nautical miles (22 km), as is now the norm in most
countries CCT stress that this should be only an interim measure, en
route to implementation of option (1). The advantages of this approach is
merely to establish some progress while longer term issues are resolved.
The disadvantages are that all would agree that it could be only an interim
solution and, by increasing the number of interim stages and separate
management units, a great deal of extra work would result.

A further option was to leave the Diego Garcia Ramsar site as it stands,
and address the outstanding commitment by an additional Chagos Banks
site. Rather than include the whole Environmental Protection and
Conservation Zone, this would be limited to a single area drawn to include
the Chagos reef areas, except for Diego Garcia. Included would be the
Great Chagos Bank and the smaller banks, with boundaries drawn to
include a reasonable margin (perhaps 12 nm, 22 km) around the reef
walls. To aid identification as to whether one was within the area or not,
the boundaries would be constrained to straight lines, wherever
practicable running N-S or E-W.

Whilst drawn in some ways to option (1), which we would not argue against, the
recommendation of this review is option (3) because this would provide an
outstanding Ramsar site, while fulfilling HMG’s existing commitments, but not
extending the Ramsar guideline definitions into novel areas. We understand that the
proponents on the other options would be prepared to accept option (3).
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The coverage of priority features is reviewed below. This demonstrates that the
combination of designated and proposed sites gives coverage of the range of global
priority wetland types and other features represented.

Criteria or priority wetland or species Is this Represented
[please note that the formal texts have been | feature in:
abbreviated for clarity] present in
this
Territory
?
< v
S 1%
A @)
1: Contains a representative, rare, or unique Yes Y Y
example of a natural or near-natural wetland
type
Priority type: coral reefs Yes Y Y
Priority type: mangroves Yes Y
Priority type: sea-grass beds Yes Y Y
Priority type: wet grass-lands No
Priority type: peatlands Yes Y
Priority type: caves & karst No
2: Supports vulnerable, endangered, or Yes Y

critically endangered species or threatened
ecological communities.

3: Supports populations of plant and/or animal | Yes Y Y
species important for maintaining the
biological diversity of a particular
biogeographic region.

4: Supports plant and/or animal species at a Yes Y Y
critical stage in their life cycles, or provides
refuge during adverse conditions.

5: Regularly supports 20,000 or more Yes Y
waterbirds.

6: Regularly supports 1% of the individuals in | Yes Y Y
a population of one species or subspecies of

waterbird.

7: Supports a significant proportion of Yes Y Y

indigenous fish subspecies, species or families,
life-history stages, species interactions and/or
populations that are representative of wetland
benefits and/or values and thereby contributes
to global biological diversity.

8: Is an important source of food for fishes, Yes Y Y
spawning ground, nursery and/or migration
path on which fish stocks, either within the
wetland or elsewhere, depend.

Identification of principal further information needs

A good deal of additional information, particularly relating to less studied taxa and
management needs, will be provided by the scientific expedition planned for 2006.
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However, no additional information is needed to confirm the outstanding importance
of the area.

Comments on any sites already designated, especially in the context of report
needs for CoP 2005

No major factors were reported as adversely affecting the designated Ramsar site in
the existing documentation, and none were identified in this review.
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Pitcairn Islands
Introduction

Pitcairn Island is best known as the haven for the mutineers from HMS Bounty over
200 years ago. This group of four small, varied South Pacific islands range from
Pitcairn itself (4.5 km?) to Henderson Island - a 37 km? raised coral atoll and the
largest island - and low-lying coral atolls of Oeno and Ducie. The nearest land
masses are over 4,500 km away, New Zealand to WSW and South America to the
east. Only Pitcairn is inhabited; the small community of less than 50 lives at
Adamstown, isolated by more than a day’s sail from its nearest neighbours in French
Polynesia, around 500 km NW. Pitcairn Island is a small volcanic island situated in
the South Pacific Ocean at latitude 25 04 south and longitude 130 06 west. It is
roughly 2170 km (1350 miles) east south-east of Tahiti; 5310 km (3300 miles) east
north-east of its administrative headquarters in Auckland, New Zealand and just over
6600 km (4100 miles) from Panama.

Overview of wetland interest and sites identified

Pitcairn biodiversity and conservation needs have become better known in recent
years following a major scientific expedition in 1991-92. The indigenous vegetation of
Pitcairn Island is confined to small, isolated patches. Now that a small nursery has
been established on Pitcairn, sustained restoration effort is needed to safeguard
these remnants and the endemic plants they support.

The other islands support a range of endemic plants and animals. The ‘chicken bird’
(a jet black, flightless rail confined to Henderson Island - a World Heritage Site)
seems to be less vulnerable to predation by rats than are the petrels. Of special
concern is the recently described Henderson petrel.

Despite isolation, the unique wildlife of the Pitcairn Islands needs a helping hand.
Some endemic plants (e.g. the tree fern and ailihow) survive in remnants of
indigenous vegetation on Pitcairn Island. Globally important seabird populations
(including Murphy’s petrel) on the other islands are threatened by Pacific rats.

The proposed Ramsar sites, identified and reviewed in consultation with colleagues
studying the Pitcairn group are listed below:

Ramsar Site name Country Area (ha) Date Status
code designated

UK62001 |Ducie Island Pitcairn Islands 600.00 Proposed
UK62002 |Henderson Island Pitcairn Islands 3700.00 Proposed
UK62003 |Oeno Island Pitcairn Islands 2000.00 Proposed
UK62004 |Browns Water, Pitcairn |Pitcairn Islands Proposed
UK62005 |Coastal waters, Pitcairn |Pitcairn Islands Proposed

The qualification of Ducie, Henderson and Oeno Islands for Ramsar designation has
long been recognised. This is confirmed by this review, which notes also the need to
include the coastal waters within the sites. The report has also reviewed the potential
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qualification of Pitcairn Island itself. Although there are some arguments for
designating all or most of this island too, it is recognised that it is obviously less
natural that the three other islands in the Territory and that there are also practical
aspects. Accordingly, recommendations for this island are limited to two sections, the
sole freshwater source and the coastal waters.

The coverage of priority features is reviewed below. This demonstrates that, subject
to the provisos noted above, the combination of designated and proposed sites gives
coverage of the range of global priority wetland types and other features represented.

Criteria or priority wetland or species Is this Represented in:
[please note that the formal texts have been | feature
abbreviated for clarity] present in
this
Territory
?
E | E
g | 8
i) = -
he) — - [
E|ls|E|= |¢
<~ |5 (228 |3
L sl ) = @
s || 8|2 |2
A T o Mm O
1: Contains a representative, rare, or unique Yes Y Y Y Y
example of a natural or near-natural wetland
type
Priority type: coral reefs Yes Y Y Y
Priority type: mangroves No
Priority type: sea-grass beds No
Priority type: wet grass-lands No
Priority type: peatlands No
Priority type: caves & karst No
2: Supports vulnerable, endangered, or Yes Y Y Y
critically endangered species or threatened
ecological communities.
3: Supports populations of plant and/or animal | Yes Y Y Y Y
species important for maintaining the
biological diversity of a particular
biogeographic region.
4: Supports plant and/or animal species at a Yes Y Y Y
critical stage in their life cycles, or provides
refuge during adverse conditions.
5: Regularly supports 20,000 or more Yes Y Y
waterbirds.
6: Regularly supports 1% of the individuals in | Yes Y Y Y
a population of one species or subspecies of
waterbird.
7: Supports a significant proportion of Yes Y Y Y Y
indigenous fish subspecies, species or families,
life-history stages, species interactions and/or
populations that are representative of wetland
benefits and/or values and thereby contributes
to global biological diversity.
8: Is an important source of food for fishes, No
spawning ground, nursery and/or migration
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Criteria or priority wetland or species Is this Represented in:
[please note that the formal texts have been | feature
abbreviated for clarity] present in
this
Territory
2

Henderson Island
Browns Water, Pitcairn
Coastal waters, Pitcairn

Ducie Island
Oeno Island

path on which fish stocks, either within the
wetland or elsewhere, depend.

Identification of principal further information needs

These relate mainly to survey information on other taxa, updating information on
vulnerable species, and information to inform management.

Comments on any sites already designated, especially in the context of report

needs for CoP 2005

There are no sites already designated.
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