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	Specific comments

	Page 
	Paragraph
	Comment

	3
	10
	For clarity we propose naming lines ‘A’ and ‘B’ on the graph. Possible names could be ‘Global outcome scenario A/B’, ‘Ambition scenario A/B’, or ‘Implementation scenario A/B’.

	4
	16
	Propose adding “and to allow unimpeded movement of migratory species as well as dynamic adaptation processes in response to climate change” to final sentence of paragraph 16.

	4
	17
	While the status and trends of ecosystems vary by ecosystem type and by geographic area, overall, currently, both the extent and integrity of most natural ecosystems continue to decline, and these trends continue under business-as-usual scenarios. This would lead to further extinctions, further reductions in the abundance of species populations and genetic diversity and continued decline in ecosystem functions and services. 

	5
	19
	The impacts of climate change will have a profound bearing on how realistic the goals/targets are. With some degree of climate change locked in, despite mitigation efforts, the flow-on consequences for indigenous ecosystems and species are likely to be a major stumbling block in achieving the goals/targets. This should be acknowledged as a qualifier.

	5
	21
	Suggest second sentence on managed ecosystems would also be usefully added under target 9. 

	5
	22
	Protected areas are a key tool to avoid future habitat loss/land-use change. Propose therefore: “Proposed targets 1 and 2, addressing land-/sea-use change, contribute directly to retaining or improving ecosystem extent, while targets 4 – 7 address other direct drivers of biodiversity decline. Proposed target 2 on area‑based conservation would also address most direct drivers for specific sites…”

	6
	26
	Propose: “… should prioritize viable populations of evolutionary distinct species…”

	7
	32
	Recommend specifying what ‘90 percent’ refers to.  
In relation to references to technical advances in “omics”, specifically genomic analysis, it is not clear what other relevant “omics” exist.  We suggest therefore either referring to multiple examples or delete.

	10
	47
	Suggest deletion to avoid duplication: “There are multiple types of means of implementation…”

	11
	51
	Propose addition: “More effective and widespread spatial planning to ensure the objectives of the Convention are met will be crucial in accomplishing this.”

	13
	55
	“…protected area and OECM coverage needs to be expanded with appropriate prioritization, full ecological representivity, and management improved.”
Regarding the final two sentences, the importance of ensuring that protected areas are ecologically representative is missing and should be included in some detail. Other important qualitative design aspects include adequacy and viability.

	13
	56
	“Many recent proposals converge on protecting about 30 per cent of the land surface planet (or both land and sea) by 2030…”

	13
	57
	We think further consideration needs to be given to the placement of the element on reducing human-wildlife conflict.

	19
	75
	“To ensure fairness, equity and effectiveness, it is generally recognised that indigenous peoples and local communities must should be fully involved in the development and implementation of ecosystem-based approaches.”  (This wording is more consistent with a paper on scientific and technical advice.)
The third sentence on the phase-out of fossil fuels omits a reference to reform of fossil fuel subsidies – the phase-out will require more than development of renewable energy and better energy efficiency. We suggest amending the sentence to read: ‘The phase-out of fossil fuels requires the development of alternative, renewable energy sources, as well as improved energy efficiency, and the elimination of fossil fuel subsidies.’ 

	20
	81
	[bookmark: _GoBack]This paragraph omits any reference to agricultural subsidies – when discussing ‘actions … to support the productivity, sustainability and resilience of biodiversity in agricultural and managed ecosystems …’ an action that would make a significant difference is to reform agricultural subsidies that are harmful to biodiversity. The second sentence refers to ‘inputs of water, fertilizers and pesticides’ all of which are subsidised by some countries. We suggest amending the third sentence on examples of actions to read: ”Examples of the types of actions needed include …. increasing resource use efficiency, and reducing pollinator-dependent yield deficits, and removal of subsidies to agricultural inputs such as water, fossil fuels, fertiliser and pesticides.”

	20
	81
	Should be amended to either:
“…or redesigning systems based on sustainable agriculture agroecological principles”

or

“…or redesigning systems based on the ecosystem approach agroecological”

One approach to sustainable agriculture should not be lifted above others. If we are going to use a term it should be the recognized CBD term of “ecosystem approach”. 
“agroecology” is one of many innovative approaches to sustainable agriculture (as recognized by the FAO’s principles on “agroecology and other innovative approaches”). If we are to start listing specifics, we will see the reappearance of a myriad of terms (conservation ag, regenerative ag, ecological intensification etc.) these all fit alongside agroecology under the heading of sustainable agriculture (note SDG2 on promoting sustainable agriculture, within which SDG2.4.1 measures proportion of agricultural area under productive and sustainable agriculture).


	26
	102
	The first sentence doesn’t make sense – harmful incentives are not a driver of biodiversity – it should be amended to read: ‘Harmful incentives, including subsidies, are a major indirect driver of adverse effects on biodiversity …’ 

	26
	103
	References to agriculture support and marine fisheries support measures are useful but this paragraph omits reference to fossil fuel subsidies that contribute to greenhouse gas emissions that cause climate change that in turn has adverse impacts on ecosystems and biodiversity. At around USD 500 bn per year, these should also be redirected, repurposed, reformed or eliminated. Accordingly, in the first sentence, the value of subsidies should be amended from about $500 billion to ‘over $700 billion’. (Note – also amend para 49). We propose the second sentence be amended to read: 
‘The most harmful elements include government support to agriculture (about $230 billion, including $116 billion from OECD countries), and capacity-enhancing subsidies for fishing fleets over $ 20 billion, and government support (including subsidies) for fossil fuel production and consumption ($500 bn per year).’ 

	
	
	

	
	
	



Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int by 22 March 2021

