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	General comments

	
1. Generally, the role of agricultural diversity is there, in a number of sections especially under Goal A, and across a number of Targets. While the expansion of industrial agricultural is identified as the biggest driver to biodiversity loss, we are concerned that there is no specific mention of agricultural pollution from pesticides and synthetic fertilisers.  

2. Target 2 speaks to the 30x30 target - which in turn speaks to using protected areas and other effective conservation methods (OECM). In this regard, it says to increase from current 26% (+16% land and 8% water). While this is highly contentious, we do not fully understand why this is taken as the Apex goal/target, as it appears according to this document, this may not be the case? We strongly disagree in any event, that this should be an Apex goal and further submissions in this regard can be made.   

3. In regard to Target 1, which deals with land-use change, spatial planning, and restoration of degraded lands (including agricultural land), it currently proposes that 50% of the Earth should be under spatial planning to address land-use change. How this is done is of paramount importance, and this needs to be done with the robust and genuine participation of small holder farmers, IPLCs, other rights and stakeholders at the grassroots levels. Land use/spatial planning for what? For whom? Based on what info? To achieve what purpose? Who is defining the land-use? And so forth. 
 
4. We are a bit perplexed about how these Targets are being organised. There are 20 targets at the moment. We did hear many Parties saying that the targets should be reduced. This should be taken into account. 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	Specific comments

	Page 
	Paragraph
	Comment

	7
	30
	It is important to ensure that specific references are made to agroecology to improve on-farm agricultural diversity, and the specific role of smallholder/ peasant farmers in the conservation and sustainable use, and development of genetic and species diversity, and these links farmer managed seed systems and farmers’ rights. 

	7
	31
	It would be very essential to mention specifically the role of industrial agriculture and related laws and policies that promote widespread land-use change and the homogenization of areas for monocrop production, as driving this decline in biodiversity, and in particular, agricultural biodiversity (or crop wild relatives and heterogenous seeds).

	7
	32
	We strongly support genetic diversity, and specifically on-farm genetic diversity, and mention that there is consensus regarding the deleterious impact of genetically uniform varieties, and the threat genetic engineering poses to such diversity and the former’s role in causing genetic erosion, and undermining the integrity of biodiversity in particular and ecological integrity in general.

	7
	33
	Should also include here the reference to Target 16 dealing with biosafety.

	10
	40
	This should include references to digital sequence information as part of Target 12.

	11
	49
	Reduction of subsidies harmful to biodiversity is critical as it this will free up scarce public resources to support the transformation of the industrial agricultural, forestry, and fishery sectors towards ecological sustainability. 

	12
	53
	This should include spatial planning to be done in consultation with small scale food producers, IPLCs – linked to Target 20.

	14
	59
	Add Target 9 – as in-situ conservation related to sustainable agriculture i.e. biodiverse agroecological production and food systems should also be linked to this issue of decline of species, and species recovery especially, but not exclusively, to crop and livestock diversity.

	18
	73
	Important that climate change actions require reduction and phasing out of fossil fuels usage and that this is clearly stated.  

	18
	74
	We believe the article cited should not be used, as it is acontextual, and the one third reduction of total net emissions should not be used as a reference as this is not only arbitrary, it is completely incorrect. The reference to nature based solutions should be deleted.

	18
	75
	Agree, but with para 74 appears to convey contradictory messages.

	20
	80
	More concrete proposals should be developed to ensure sustainable, biodiverse agriculture and specifically transition to agroecology, based on farmers’ rights, agricultural biodiversity, in-situ conservation, polycultures, connectivity and so forth, as the expansion of industrial agriculture is the biggest driver of biodiversity loss. Further, mention should be made to subsidies and trade agreements, which promote harmful agricultural practices etc, to agricultural biodiversity. This target should also be linked to Target 8.  

	20
	heading
	Perhaps the heading should say ecosystem approaches and desist from the use of the term “ecosystems services” as we are not talking only about natures’ contribution to human well-being, but also describing ways to maintain and continue these ecological functions/systems, i.e. through ecosystem-based approaches. While nature based solutions (still undefined) may refer to a range of ecologically sustainable and socially just approaches, including for example, agro ecology, we strongly argue that it should be deleted. The reason being, that it also connotes the hopelessly flawed reasoning that nature will solve our climate change crises. Whereas what is required is that we stop burning fossil fuels. Because of the highly contentious nature of this term, to continue to keep this term will provoke bitter battles inside these discussions and undermine its integrity. The CBD is not an instrument to be used by the fossil fuel industry to achieve its objectives, namely, to continue to burn the planet by promoting false solutions that will contribute to further biodiversity loss and ecosystems collapse.  

	22
	85
	This section requires more development and detailing. It may also be integrated into Target 1? This would allow for spatial planning in urban areas to be enhanced, in order to ensure green/blue spaces for urban dwellers, for physical and psychological benefits, but also to integrate biodiversity and biocultural diversity targets into urban areas, including high-density urban areas, through multifunctional and sustainable urban design, planning, etc. This could include urban greening, urban agriculture, etc. as part of connectivity as well of areas of biodiversity conservation etc.  

	22
	88
	This section needs to refer to the issue of digital sequence information as part of ABS issues.  

	23
	93
	It is important that this section includes the recognition of unequal development globally, and that current economic development policies, trade agreements, and other sectors such as mining/extractives, deforestation, agriculture, finance, etc. (Target 14) have major impacts on land-use, ecosystems, landscapes and biodiversity. While it is important to say that biodiversity is mainstreamed we have some difficulties with this. For instance, we wonder how in this section, the drivers of biodiversity loss are being firmly addressed, and redressed accordingly, and how the global economic, trade and finance systems will need to “mainstream” such targets, goals, etc., provide resources. It is also a mystery as to how these will be held accountable for historical and continued harmful activities. Perhaps it would be better to simply mainstream the issues under one target rather than having a specific target on mainstreaming?

	26
	99
	It is not clear what the impact of Target 16 has on the the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. It appears as if some additions are needed in regard to new and emerging technologies, and their threats to entire populations, species and ecosystems (genome editing, gene drive organisms, and so forth).

	26
	102
	This target and mainstreaming biodiversity should be integrated, and perhaps this becomes a clear sub-target i.e. removal (or rather illegality) of harmful subsidies. 

	28
	106
	We believe that illicit financial flows as well as direct financial investments and trade agreements and their role in driving ecological destruction trump any development assistance taking place, and therefore this needs to be added here, to understand the underlying systemic issues. It is not simply about biodiversity funding, but also about the funding that continues to drive wonton resource extraction, unsustainable consumption, unsustainable economic growth, and maintaining indebtedness, under-resourced states (especially in Africa), conflicts, etc.

	28
	108
	While domestic resources may be used as well, we need to consider the historical and current role played by wealthier countries in driving ecological damage in the global South. Considerable resources will be needed to support any transition to halt and restore biodiversity loss. It is also important to reflect on why Article 20 of the Convention has failed to realise the necessary finances needed to capacitate and resource these actions, and also whether a biodiversity fund will be able to fill this gap/shortcomings.  

	29
	115
	Participation must not be tokenistic, this must be used to inform the plans and approaches. Specifically around Target 1, 2, 8, and 9. Participation in spatial planning is absolutely crucial, as this will dictate where much of the funding will be directed and received, as well as in Target 2 on formal conservation to ensure equitable planning, which does not result in social and cultural dispossession, poverty, and conflict. 



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

