
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:
	Francisco

	Given Name:
	Ana Paula

	Government (if applicable): 
	Mozambique

	Organization:
	National Directorate for Environment (DINAB)

	Address:  
	Av: Acordos de Lusaka, 2115

	City:
	Maputo

	Country:
	Mozambique

	E-mail:
	melinhapaula@yahoo.com.br 

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	This is an example of an entry of a general comment

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Goals
	
	
	
	

	1
	3
	B
	23-24
	The International Coral Reef Initiative (ICRI), including its 40 government members, have recommended that CBD Parties adopt a suite of coral reef-related indicators. More information is available here.  ICRI has recommended the priority inclusion of two new, peer-reviewed indicators to capture coral reef integrity: “Reef fish abundance and biomass” and “Fleshy algae cover and cover of key benthic groups.”  Recommendation: Add new indicators “Reef fish abundance and biomass” and “Fleshy algae cover and cover of key benthic groups” as two new rows (after row 24) under element “Trends in fragmentation and quality of coral reefs” (T1, R23-24)

	1 
	3
	C
	31-32
	The IUCN Green Status of Species will eventually provide another indicator for recovery of species, including a subset of pollinator species. Further information will be made available to Parties leading up to SBSTTA-24.  Recommendation: Consider the inclusion of IUCN Green Status of Species as a complement to existing indicators.

	1
	4
	A
	42-49
	KBAs are used to monitor the protected area coverage of 4 major ecosystems for the SDGs (terrestrial, marine, freshwater and mountains). We therefore propose that the component GA.6 should be reworded as “Protection of key biodiversity areas and other areas of importance for biodiversity”.
Additionally, there is some logical inconsistency in the placement of monitoring component A6, “Protection of critical ecosystems,” or at least the indicators used to measure it.   At the goal level, indicators should measure outcomes, such as changes in the state of ecosystems or conservation status of species. The indicators included under component A5 measure certain actions, such as the designation of protected areas as reported by Parties. This is not an effective measure of progress towards the Goal, as we know that designation of area-based measures without good implementation. Rather, the focus should be on measurements of the extent and integrity of identified critical natural ecosystems through the indicators in components A1 or A2, and if there is to be another component on critical ecosystems, it should focus on the retention of intact or wilderness areas as currently included in Target 1. (Component T1.3).  

	1
	4
	C
	46
	We support the inclusion of the indicator of protected area coverage of KBAs for Component GA.6. Subsets of this indicator are official indicators for SDGs 14 and 15 - specifically indicators 14.5.1; 15.1.2 and 15.4.1. This indicator is reported by BirdLife International, IUCN and UNEP-WCMC based on analysis of data in the World Database of KBAs and the World Database on Protected Areas.

	1
	4
	B
	46
	KBAs represent the most comprehensive and systematic site-scale dataset of areas of particular importance for biodiversity. The Global Standard for their identification was developed through extensive consultations across the conservation community. As such we suggest that this monitoring element should be reworded as “Trends in conservation of key biodiversity areas and other areas of particular importance for biodiversity”

	
	
	
	
	

	Targets
	
	
	
	

	2
	8
	C
	1
	Indicators for the existing element “Trends in area under spatial land-use plans” focus on terrestrial and freshwater ecosystems, which may mean that the monitoring element “Trends in area under spatial land-use plans” should be specified.  However, critically, neither of the indicators in line 1 or 2 measure a full extent of terrestrial areas under spatial planning that meet the criteria outlined in the target. This is a significant indicator gap. One solution is to use other means, such as the number or proportion of countries that have identified and incorporated Key Biodiversity Areas in national spatial plans (which could be compiled by the KBA Partnership) (or other areas critical for the persistence of biodiversity). If countries assess KBAs nationally across multiple taxonomic groups and ecosystems and incorporate them in national spatial plans this will contribute greatly to achieving several of the CBD targets and goals.   We therefore believe adding the following indicator proposed by BIP will help CBD track progress in achieving these targets and goals under component T1.1: “Percentage of spatial plans utilising information on key biodiversity areas”. This indicator is being tracked by the KBA Partnership who will be able to provide data from 2019 onwards.
Recommendation: Amend existing element “Trends in area under spatial land-use plans” (T2, R1-2) to refer specifically to terrestrial and freshwater ecosystems. Add new indicators in this element focused on comprehensive terrestrial/freshwater spatial plans, or “Number of countries that have used the Key Biodiversity Areas Global Standard to comprehensively identify and incorporate KBAs into spatial planning.”   

	2
	9
	C
	13-14
	The International Coral Reef Initiative (ICRI), including its 40 government members, have recommended that CBD Parties adopt a suite of coral reef-related indicators. More information is available Here.  ICRI has recommended the priority inclusion of two new indicators to capture coral reef integrity: “Reef fish abundance and biomass” and “Fleshy algae cover and cover of key benthic groups.”  Recommendation: Add new indicators “Reef fish abundance and biomass” and “Fleshy algae cover and cover of key benthic groups” as two new rows (after 24) under element “Trends in extent and rate of change of coral reefs.”  



	2
	11
	C
	39
	We support the inclusion of the indicator of protected area coverage of KBAs. Subsets of this indicator are official indicators for SDGs 14 and 15 - specifically indicators 14.5.1; 15.1.2 and 15.4.1. This indicator is reported by BirdLife International, IUCN and UNEP-WCMC on behalf of the KBA Partnership, based on analysis of data in the World Database of KBAs and the World Database on Protected Areas.

	2
	11
	C
	40 & 42
	We support the inclusion of indicators of Proportion of important sites for terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity that are covered by protected areas, by ecosystem type (SDG indicator 15.1.2) - this is measured by the proportion of terrestrial and freshwater KBAs covered by protected areas. This indicator is reported by BirdLife International, IUCN and UNEP-WCMC on behalf of the KBA Partnership, based on analysis of data in the World Database of KBAs and the World Database on Protected Areas.

	2
	11
	A
	39-42
	KBAs represent the most comprehensive and systematic site-scale dataset of areas of particular importance for biodiversity, although it is clear that many countries need to update their KBA identification based on the new Global Standard and as such there are gaps in the database. The Global Standard for their identification was developed through extensive consultations across the conservation community. Their coverage by protected areas provides three of the official SDG indicators (14.5.1, 15.1.2 and 15.4.1). As such we suggest that component T2.2 should be reworded as “Trends in conservation of key biodiversity areas and other areas of particular importance for biodiversity”

	2
	11
	B
	39-42
	KBAs represent the most comprehensive and systematic site-scale dataset of areas of particular importance for biodiversity. The Global Standard for their identification was developed through extensive consultations across the conservation community. Their coverage by protected areas provides three of the official SDG indicators (14.5.1, 15.1.2 and 15.4.1). As such we believe this monitoring element for T2.2 should be expanded as follows; “Trends in the proportion of key biodiversity areas and other areas of particular importance for biodiversity that are protected and conserved”

	2
	11
	C
	39-42
	We believe it is important to not only measure protected area coverage but also have an indicator of impact – for example there remain large numbers of “paper parks” where the biodiversity impact is minimal. We propose adding the additional indicator suggested by BIP for Component T2.2; Proportion of key biodiversity areas in favourable condition  -this indicator is being measured by the KBA Partnership and data can be provided from the World Database of KBAs.

	2
	12
	C
	54
	Two potential indicators for this monitoring element could be the IUCN Green Status of Species and changes in conservation status on the IUCN Red List of Species. The IUCN Green Status of Species will eventually provide another indicator for recovery of species, including a subset of pollinator species. Further information will be made available to Parties leading up to SBSTTA-24.

	2
	14
	C
	72
	We believe it is important to monitor invasive and alien species impacts on sites of particular importance for biodiversity. We therefore support the inclusion of the BIP proposed indicator for target 5 component T5.2: “Proportion of key biodiversity areas threatened by invasive alien species” which is being monitored by the KBA Partnership using data from the World Database of KBAs.

	2 
	19 
	C 
	110
	In addition to the existing indicator, which focuses on albatrosses and petrels, the inclusion of aquatic animals such as cetaceans, marine turtles, and sharks and rays will be important indicator species for bycatch. The Red List Index status for those taxa could be relevant as well.  

	2 
	20 
	C 
	121
	The IUCN Green Status of Species will eventually provide another indicator for recovery of species, including pollinators It is still under development, and further information may be available to Parties prior to SBSTTA24 and/or OEWG-3.  Recommendation: Consider the inclusion of IUCN Green Status of Species as a complement to existing indicators.

	2
	25
	B
	152-156
	We believe a link needs to be made between the spatial planning in target 1 and mainstreaming in target 13. Spatial plans for biodiversity conservation need to be adopted and applied across multiple sectors of government to guide development in ways that will reduce negative impacts on biodiversity. We believe this component should be reworded as; “Trends in integration of spatial biodiversity values, specifically Key Biodiversity Areas and other sites of importance for biodiversity,  into cross sectoral and other planning processes.

	2
	25
	C
	152-156
	We believe a useful indicator for target 13 component T13.1 could be; “The proportion of policies and plans that incorporate spatial assessments of KBAs and other areas of importance for biodiversity’. Identification and conservation of KBAs would achieve many of the CBD goals and targets. Using spatial mapping of KBAs and other areas of importance for biodiversity to guide policy would contribute greatly to mainstreaming biodiversity. The KBA Partnership will be monitoring this indicator and will be able to provide the data. 

	2
	36
	C
	226-231
	Given the increasing use of KBAs by financial institutions, corporates and donors to assess biodiversity risk or target funding, the existence of accurate and up to date national maps of KBAs is a crucial component of T19 in terms of ‘ensuring quality information … is available to decision makers for… for the effective management of biodiversity.’We therefore propose an additional indicator for target 19 component T19.1 here as follows; “Number of countries in which comprehensive national key biodiversity area assessments have been updated using the KBA Global Standard”

	2
	36
	C
	226-231
	Most conservation action is driven by what we know about mammals and birds. There is a need to more comprehensively assess biodiversity and use the information to guide policy. We therefore propose an additional indicator for target 19 component T19.1 as; “Percentage of taxonomic classes and ecosystem types for which comprehensive national key biodiversity area assessments have been undertaken”

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	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�





