
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.  Columns A, B 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 C provides information on the baseline year for the indicator and on the frequency that the indicator is updated where known. Review comments are being sought on columns A, B and C 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:
	Takahashi

	Given Name:
	Yasuo

	Government (if applicable): 
	

	Organization:
	Institute for Global Environmental Strategies

	Address:  
	2108-11, Kamiyamaguchi

	City:
	Hayama

	Country:
	Japan

	E-mail:
	yasuo.takahashi@iges.or.jp 

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Recommend to reduce the number of indicators, including those repeated under different goals and targets, so that they can be applied by nations in reality. To do so, I would suggest setting narrower focus for indicators, e.g., those directly represent the state of biodiversity, direct drivers of biodiversity loss, NCP directly deriving from biodiversity, etc. As for example, the current monitoring framework retains a thorough list of eighteen NCP reporting categories under Goal B reflecting the IPBES framework. I don’t think that the CBD framework really needs to incorporate the goals on production of energy supply, food/feed, materials, etc., whereas the IPBES-like assessment should cover these items for the sake of monitoring. Again, the post-2020 GBF monitoring framework does not have to cover all the items covered by the IPBES framework.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Recommend to better articulate the goal indicators and target indicators (particularly the targets 1-12). Whilst there are inevitable overlaps between these two indicator sets, it’ll be clearer and easier for use if their linkages are clearly explained.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Similarly, it’ll be useful to indicate if an indicator of a monitoring element is also used for other monitoring elements. By doing so, the framework will look better articulated and can reduce redundancies.

	1
	2
	C
	16
	Area of farmlands certified by sustainability standards (refer Lernoud, J., Potts, J., Sampson, G., Voora, V., Willer, H., Wozniak, J., 2017. The State of Sustainable Markets 2019. https://doi.org/10.1163/156853010X510807)

	1
	2
	D
	16
	2009-2019, every two years

	1
	3
	B
	28/29 insertion
	Trends in fragmentation of rivers

	1
	3
	C
	28/29 insertion
	River fragmentation index, river regulation index (refer Grill, G., Lehner, B., Lumsdon, A.E., MacDonald, G.K., Zarfl, C., Liermann, C.R., 2015. An index-based framework for assessing patterns and trends in river fragmentation and flow regulation by global dams at multiple scales - IOPscience. Environ. Res. Lett. 10.)

	1
	3
	D
	28/29 insertion
	1930-2010

	1
	5-6
	C
	51-71
	The NCP indicators require prioritization and consistency. For example, the framework does not have to cover all the eighteen NCP reporting categories as pointed above. Moreover, currently the indicators representing NCP potential, output and impact are listed in mix. Output indicators, as listed in the IPBES Global Assessment Chapter 2 (P45-51), will more explicitly represent nature’s contribution to ‘nutrition, food security, access to safe drinking water and resilience’

	1
	5
	C
	51-53
	Should be consistent with the indicators for GA1, 2

	1
	6
	B
	71
	In the NCP framework, cultural values is part of the former category ‘supporting identities’. Why this was singled out?

	2
	16
	C
	99
	The third monitoring element of T7.1 ‘trends in contribution to DRR’ is also covered by T10.2 ‘regulation of hazards and extreme events’ with a different indicator. In this case, I would recommend identifying an indicator that the most directly represents nature’s contributions to DRR, and use it consistently for these two targets. Similar type of redundancies are found particularly between the target set 1-7 “reducing threats” and 8-12 “meeting people’s needs”.

	2
	9
	B
	22/23 insertion
	Trends in fragmentation of rivers

	2
	9
	C
	22/23 insertion
	River fragmentation index, river regulation index (refer Grill, G., Lehner, B., Lumsdon, A.E., MacDonald, G.K., Zarfl, C., Liermann, C.R., 2015. An index-based framework for assessing patterns and trends in river fragmentation and flow regulation by global dams at multiple scales - IOPscience. Environ. Res. Lett. 10.)

	2
	9
	D
	22/23 insertion
	1930-2010

	2
	20
	C
	119/120 insertion
	Area of farmlands certified by sustainability standards (refer Lernoud, J., Potts, J., Sampson, G., Voora, V., Willer, H., Wozniak, J., 2017. The State of Sustainable Markets 2019. https://doi.org/10.1163/156853010X510807)

	2
	20
	D
	119/120 insertion
	2009-2019, every two years

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Additional rows can be added to this table by selecting “Table” followed by “insert” and “rows below”


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�





