
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:
	García Velázquez

	Given Name:
	Pilar

	Government (if applicable): 
	Government of Mexico

	Organization:
	National Institute of Statistics and Geography (INEGI, in Spanish) and the Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources (SEMARNAT, in Spanish)


	Address:  
	Heroe de Nacozari 2301

	City:
	Aguascalientes

	Country:
	Mexico

	E-mail:
	pilar.garcia@inegi.org.mx

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	A more panoramic, systemic (ecosystem) perspective should be reflected in the entire framework. The value of Biodiversity value is not limited to the contribution of individual species and genes, but also to the value of a conglomerate of species in an ecosystem and their interactions, as a complex whole. Thus, new targets and indicators should not only reference species extinctions, but also how these losses could impact ecosystems as a whole – as well as the bigger picture of biodiversity within evolutionary/phylogenetic and ecological perspectives, as well as the many and complex services biodiversity provide to people and planet, and how it all relates to society and sustainable development.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	It is crucial that the post-2020 biodiversity framework transcends the use of lists and simple indices that consider only species richness (# of species and/ or extinctions), which usually focus on “charismatic” or larger species or other taxa (e.g. mammals, birds or “higher”/vascular/flowering plants) with no particular regard to their overall role in maintaining biological community structure or ecosystem stability (e.g. keystone species), or even the provision of ecosystem services (e.g. pollination). The use of these lists is important for communication purposes but should be complemented with other indicators of complexity.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Conceptual and operational links are suggested between groups working on the post-2020 Biodiversity framework and the SEEA-EEA framework (see link). 

https://seea.un.org/content/biodiversity#:~:text=The%20SEEA%20is%20well%2Dpositioned,its%20connection%20to%20the%20economy.
In particular, given the encouraging and substantial progress within the project on Experimental Ecosystem Accounting, Natural Capital Accounting and Valuation of Ecosystem Services (NCAVES) in selected countries (Brazil, China, India, Mexico, and South Africa). 

https://seea.un.org/home/Natural-Capital-Accounting-Project

	0
	0
	0
	0
	In this regard (see previous comment), there is a significant body of work on ecosystem extent and ecosystem condition, which could be used in the development of goals and indicators that go beyond lists and extinctions. In particular – and in addition to other included indices —, we suggest considering the following indices (and incorporating their authors to the general debate of this framework):

Ecosystem Integrity Index

Ecological Integrity Index

& Human Footprint Index:

seea.un.org/sites/seea.un.org/files/assessing_ecosystem_condition_in_the_ncaves-mexico_project_june_24.pdf


	0
	0
	0
	0
	There is a bias towards forest ecosystems and some others like mangroves and wetlands. Not doubting about their importance, it is necessary to include all the groups of ecosystems like grasslands and shrublands, as well as to separate forests in temperate and tropical.

At the same time, it is convenient to have aggregated indicators about the remnant Natural Ecosystem area, given that the greatest contributor to Biodiversity loss is habitat loss through land use changes from natural vegetation (either forest, grassland, others) to agriculture and other artificial ecosystems.

The same for: restored, sustainable management, etc in general and for each ecosystem group.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The extent of urban green areas as a proportion of the total urban area is an indicator that provides information on the way in which biodiversity is managed within cities.

	1
	2
	B, C
	1 - 14
	With all the importance that ecosystems like forests, mangroves, seagrasses have, it is suggested to detail an area at least for general groups of ecosystems (biomes) like: Forests (divided in temperate and tropical), Grasslands, Shrublands, besides some of specific interest like mangroves and wetlands.

It is also suggested to include an indicator for a Natural Vegetation (or Ecosystem) remnant area, that includes all the former and not just forests.

	1
	2,3
	B,C
	15 - 28
	Same as previous comment, include all the relevant groups of ecosystems.

	1
	2
	C
	1
	It is important to note that for this indicator the forest area includes forests and tropical forest (jungles). Two indicators could also be considered, one for forests and one for tropical forests

	1
	2
	C
	2
	Shrubs and bushy vegetation are excluded from this indicator. However, it may be feasible to have other indicators for this type of vegetation, which is important in terms of biodiversity.

	1
	2
	C
	6
	It may be feasible to have one indicator for ecosystems related to inland waters and another for ecosystems related to marine waters, since these types of ecosystems have a different biodiversity and have different ecological functions

	1
	3
	C
	17
	The Species Habitat Index is usually not a relevant variable to measure the fragmentation level of an ecosystem. It is suggested to use the Ecological Integrity Index

	1
	3
	C
	20
	In the context of ecosystem accounts and given the challenges in evaluating land degradation using a single indicator, a methodology is suggested for calculating this SDG based on three sub-indicators:

1) Assessment of land cover and changes in land cover

2) Analysis of the state of land productivity

3) Determination of the values and changes of carbon stocks   

	1
	5
	C
	50
	It is also viable and interesting to use information on the extension of Natural Protected Areas as a proportion of the total national area

	1
	5
	C
	56
	Carbon storage and sequestration by ecosystem SEEA-EEA (pilot studies-México Case).

	1
	5
	C
	57
	Dissolved CO2

	1
	5
	C
	59
	In some cases, there may be some difficulty in calculating this indicator, since the water quality sampling points are collected at a specific time, therefore they cannot be attributed to a whole year.

	1
	6
	C
	64-67
	The SEEA-EEA framework is a good approach for these issues.

	1
	7
	B
	81-85
	Number of collaboration agreements between countries by each issue by country.

	2
	8
	B
	3
	Proportion of coastal area under integral management.

	2
	
	
	4
	Proportion of EEZ under marine spatial planning.

	2
	9 - 10
	B, C
	6 - 22
	Include restoration data for all the relevant groups of ecosystems.

	2
	14
	B
	71
	Number of invasive alien species identified by country.

	2
	
	
	72
	Maybe, any indicator about range distribution identified by IAS.

	2
	16
	B
	97
	Carbon storage and sequestration by ecosystem SEEA-EEA (pilot studies-México Case)

	2
	20
	C, D
	122, 123
	Another item that seems to be sorely lacking from this iteration of the framework is a proper integration and monitoring related to agricultural biodiversity (or agro-biodiversity), as well as the protection of “centers of origin” of agricultural diversity. These are vaguely mentioned within Target 9 (e.g. wild relatives), but only in a general sense. When it comes to indicators, it is all reduced to largely undefined concepts, (such as “sustainable management”) or, if adequate monitoring elements are included (e.g. line 123, Trends in genetic diversity of domesticated animals and of wild relatives ), these are not completely covered by the indicators proposed so fat (e.g. Number of plant and animal genetic resources for food and agriculture secured in either medium- or longterm conservation facilities  (SDG indicator 2.5.1; Proportion of local breeds classified as being at risk of extinction)

Though this may yet be an immature field for the development of more concrete indicators, there is a large body of research by:

CGIAR and its many centers devoted to the study of economically relevant crops and their wild relatives: https://www.cgiar.org/research/
The Crop Wild Relative Diversity Project 

https://www.cwrdiversity.org/
And laboratories within the LANGEBIO (Mexico):

https://langebio.cinvestav.mx/en/Dra-Angelica-Cibrian
This area would also greatly benefit from a conversation with the SEEA-EEA community.

	2
	21
	C
	128
	To complement this indicator, information on socio-environmental vulnerability can be used to calculate the number or proportion of the population living in areas of high vulnerability to natural disasters such as droughts, hurricanes, floods and earthquakes.

	2
	22
	A
	133-139
	 It is important to note the contributions of biodiversity to human health and well-being, but it is also important to consider the negative effects of biodiversity on these items, that is, to consider dis-services

	2
	27
	C
	162
	The Human Footprint Index is also an indicator that can be used to approximate the negative impacts on biodiversity and its degree of transformation

	2
	36
	C
	224
	Public Spending on biodiversity protection  can be a useful indicator of government efforts to maintain biodiversity


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�





