
Guidelines and template for the review of the draft monitoring framework for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework
I. Background
1. The second meeting of the Open-ended Working Group
 on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework invited the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice at its twenty-fourth meeting to, among other things, carry out a scientific and technical review of the updated goals and targets, and related indicators and baselines, of the draft global biodiversity framework. Under agenda item 3 the Subsidiary Body will consider this issue. 

2. Tables 1 and 2, presents a draft monitoring framework for the 2050 Goals and the 2030 targets respectively. These tables are being made available for the purposes of peer review. In both tables’ interim formulations of the proposed 2050 goals and milestones and the 2030 targets are provided for context. Review comments are not being sought on these parts of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework at this time. Column A of the tables provides draft components of the goals and targets. Columns B and C of the tables provide draft monitoring elements and indicators to be used at the global level to monitor progress in the implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Further column D provides information on the period baseline data is available for the indicator and on the frequency that the indicator is updated where known. Review comments are being sought on columns A, B, C and D only. 
II. Submitting Comments
1. To ensure that your comments are given due consideration, please send them by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int, at your earliest convenience but no later than 25 July 2020
2.   When submitting comments, please adhere to the following guidelines as much as possible:

a. Please provide all comments in writing and in an MS Word or similar document format using the table provided below. 

b. Please provide full contact information for the individual/Government/organization submitting the comments. 

c. Please avoid commenting on issues related to grammar, spelling, or punctuation, unless it affects the overall meaning of the text, as the document will be edited as the final draft is prepared. 

d. To facilitate the revision process please be as specific as possible in your comments. In areas where you feel additional or alternative text or information is required, please suggest, if possible, what this text may look like or what should be included.

e. If you refer to additional sources of information, please include these with your comments when possible or provide a complete reference or hyperlink.  

f. Please focus your comments on columns A (monitoring elements), B (indicators) and C (Indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of the tables 1 and 2. 
g. If you are suggestion the inclusion of additional indicators please provide information on if the indicator is currently operational, the organization supporting its development, its baseline (i.e. the year data is first available) and how frequently the indicator is updated (i.e. monthly, yearly, every two years etc.). 
h. All review comments will be posted on the webpage
 for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework in the interests of transparency
3. Should you have any questions regarding the review process, please contact secretariat@cbd.int.  

III. Template for Comments
4. Please use the review template below when providing comments. 
5. The complete draft of the monitoring framework has been released in a portable document format (PDF). For tables 1, 2 and 3 column letters and row numbers have been provided as well as page numbers. Please use these as a reference as illustrated in the table below. General comments can be included in the table by referring to Page 0 and Line 0.

TEMPLATE FOR COMMENTS

	Review comments on the draft monitoring framework for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework

	Contact information

	Surname:
	Natori

	Given Name:
	Yoji

	Government (if applicable): 
	n/a

	Organization:
	Akita International University

	Address:  
	Yuwa

	City:
	Akita, Akita

	Country:
	Japan

	E-mail:
	ynatori@aiu.ac.jp

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The structure seems too complicated. The targets, through their associated indicators, should be simpler and more communicative. 

	1
	0
	0
	0
	Shouldn’t the targets be the indicators of goals? Isn’t it what the theory of change supposed to do? Otherwise, how can we achieve goals by working towards reaching the targets? Having the 2030 targets as indicators of 2050 goals will simplify the structure of the framework and reduce the monitoring elements. The correspondence between 2050 goals and 2030 targets has to be more direct and clearer.

	1
	0
	0
	0
	The need of having 2030 milestones for goals is not clear. Are they different from 2030 targets and why? How are the indicators for goals supposed to correspond to these milestones?

	1
	2-3
	B-C
	1-28
	To the extent possible, the monitoring elements should make use of the satellite datasets for timely updates. 

	
	
	
	
	

	2
	0
	0
	0
	Global-level target should be ones that promote and facilitate actions by the Parties. Having so many components and indicators that are treated separately will make the assessment of progress ineffective, as it will not give clear signal about the progress. There should be one overall indicators for each goal and target, so that the level of progress can be communicated clearly. The details should be there behind the number, but there should be an overall indicator integrate all the information for clear understanding by all. The quality indicators should be multiplied with (not added to or listed separately) quantity indicators to get an overall indicator for a target.

	2
	8
	A 
	1-5
	T1.1-1.5 are not effective if considered separately. Area coming under spatial planning by itself will not contribute to biodiversity conservation. It seems there is little to lose if T1.1 is removed altogether.

	2
	10-12
	A
	39-42
	“Areas particularly important for biodiversity” must be identified before considering proportion of them protected. KBAs are among the candidate for consideration, but there are important areas for conservation from different perspectives, such as socio-ecological production landscapes and seascapes.

	2
	12
	A-C
	53-55
	Two issues of completely different nature are put together as one target, which likely cause difficulty in clear assessments of the progress and achievement. The spirit of the target seems to be restoring and conserving species without causing conflict with humans. Then T3.1 and T3.2 should not be separate or “parallel.” It makes more sense to position T3.1 as primary, and use T3.2 as a check-list that accompany each species recovery and conservation undertakings; they should be “linear.”

	2
	12-14
	A
	56-66
	Any harvests (T4.1), trades (T4.2) and uses (T4.3) that are not sustainable and safe for human health and biodiversity should not be legal under any circumstance in any country. Thus, there need to be an component for installing legal systems for sustainability and safety.

	2
	20
	C
	118, 119
	Need clarity what constitute sustainable agriculture or conservation agriculture. One possible way is “Proportion of all agricultural land that are certified under certification scheme qualified under the CBD” (CBD has to evaluate and select the schemes that it considers appropriate). Data sources will be the inventories kept by the certification bodies. 

The Satoyama Initiative has been active in this field. It does not cover the entire agricultural lands in the world, but it can indicate, as samples, the extent to which sustainable agriculture is practiced. “Trends in the area under and yield from sustainable agriculture (as observed in the activities of the members of the International Partnership for the Satoyama Initiative).

	2
	22
	B, C
	After 139
	Suggest new: “Trends in contributions to human health and well-being from eco-tourism”

133-139 seem difficult to collect data. CBD may choose to use data from eco-tourism (with clear definition and qualification criteria) as indicators, such as the “number of tourists and amount of revenue/spending.” 

	2
	26
	C
	158
	“The number of countries that have reformed taxation scheme to penalize/deter biodiversity impacts and incentivize pro-biodiversity actions by government, private sector and citizens, such as resource taxes and environmental impact taxes.” This will mainstream biodiversity impact considerations in anyone’s accounts.

	2
	29
	B, C
	After 179
	(Suggest a new monitoring element) “Trends in private sector actors assessing and taking actions about their environmental impacts in their supply chain.” Kering’s Environmental Profit and Loss account (EP&L) and series of measures built on the findings from it are a good example in this regard.
Corresponding indicator may be: “number of companies that have performed natural capital assessments on their supply chains” and “number of companies that have devised measures to minimize the natural capital impacts in their supply chains.”

	2
	30
	A, B, C
	Before 180
	+T15.1 should be rephrased to read: “Framework in which consumptions occur”

+New monitoring element under T15.1: “Structure to ensure sustainable consumption patterns and eliminate options for unsustainable consumption patterns”

+Corresponding indicator: “The number of countries that have reformed taxation scheme to penalize/deter biodiversity impacts and incentivize pro-biodiversity actions by government, private sector and citizens, such as resource taxes and environmental impact taxes.”

Reason: Measures that rely on individuals’ understanding with assumption that they behave in line with that understanding (which T15.1-15.3 are) is weak. Taxation and incentive schemes must be in place to ensure concrete sustainable consumptions to occur. 

	2
	34-35
	C
	212-221
	T18.2 and 18.3. Maximum funds should be delivered to the implementation of activities on the ground, so high transaction costs must be avoided. Reporting from entities working directly on the ground should also be collected to induce timely delivery of financial resources, as well as identification of their impacts and unmet needs.


Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int no later than 25 July 2020.
� � HYPERLINK "https://www.cbd.int/doc/recommendations/wg2020-02/wg2020-02-rec-01-en.pdf" ��CBD/WG2020/REC/2/1�


� � HYPERLINK "https://www.cbd.int/conferences/post2020" �https://www.cbd.int/conferences/post2020�





