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	General comments

	It seems that there is a demand to set ambitious global targets for the years 2030 and 2050, including biodiversity related sustainable production, consumption, environmental pollution, etc. Many of these targets refer to open-ended quantitative values. In general, since the level of contribution of countries towards these global targets depends on their own national conditions, it is important to consider that national targets constitute the basis of global targets in terms of determining accessible and realistic targets. In this sense, it is considered that it would be beneficial to use the method of collecting the contributions of countries towards these goals with a bottom-up approach in determining the quantitative target values. Although it is thought that determining the reference years for the targets will contribute to the concretization of the targets, it will be useful to take 2020 as the reference year for the numerical targets.

	By 2030, the recovery of existing degraded areas, connection with terrestrial natural ecosystems, sustainable fauna and flora management approach, nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches will increase the contribution to climate change mitigation adaptation and disaster risk reduction, ensuring resilience and minimizing negative impacts on biodiversity. It would be beneficial to include the concepts of combating Desertification or “Desertification” among the interactions between restoration, human impact, pollution, disaster situations and climate change and biodiversity.

	It is not suitable to put a target related with climate change since the highest level responsible organization for efforts related with climate change and negotiations is UNFCCC and COP. This issue needs to be discussed within the framework of UNFCCC negotiations. 

	Specific comments

	Page 
	Paragraph
	Comment

	4
	Goal A
	It is necessary to define how the link and integrity between ecosystems will be measured.

	4
	15
	Although it is important what the value of the 2050 target will be, it is considered that it is necessary to define how the link and integrity between ecosystems will be measured.
In order to determine the quantitative values, it is necessary to determine the indicator and monitoring parameters on the basis of the relevant targets. 

	5
	19
	Conservation – utilization balance should be considered in any decision to be taken regarding the ecosystem restoration targets.

	5
	20
	In addition to international parameters, determining the national monitoring criteria of the countries: based on their legal, technical, socio-economic and administrative status

	7
	33
	Financial support should be increased for the studies conducted in this field in order to protect biological diversity in harmony in-situ and ex-situ, and to increase it by ensuring its continuity and sustainable use.

	11-12
	Target 1
	Either connectivity or freshwater term should be excluded. It would be more appropriate to set a target in line with the Sustainable Development Goal No 6.6 regarding freshwater ecosystems. Likewise, it is considered that the 2020-2030 period biodiversity targets should serve the 2030 Sustainable Development Agenda. 

	12
	Target 2 (56)
	[bookmark: _GoBack]While the global protected area ratio in the Aichi targets has not reached the 17% target, aiming the protected area ratio by 2030 at least 30% hasn’t been assessed realistic and achievable. 

	18
	Target 7
	There is no consensus circulating definition of what nature-based solutions are. IUCN, EU and OECD have different definitions. First of all, the definition of nature-based solutions should be clarified.

	20
	Target 10
	In Goal 10, it is seen that the application of the ecosystem approach with nature-based solutions is encouraged to regulate the water quality and quantity. Although the achievements of nature-based solutions are known, it is difficult to say that they are still widely used. Unlike gray structures, nature-based solutions are not preferred by governments, local authorities and private sector as an option in different policy areas. Nature-based solutions are often seen as costly, not easy to implement. Therefore, such applications are often at the pilot project level, disconnected from each other and small in scale. The lack of widespread use of nature-based solutions is mainly due to the different understandings and definitions on this issue. In this context, it is believed that it would not be correct to include nature-based solutions among biodiversity targets without defining them.
It is evaluated that it would be appropriate to remove the statement about water quality and quantity in target 10.

	22
	Target 12
	It is necessary to clearly state how the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity is increased quantitatively by considering access and benefit sharing.
Therefore, MAT numbers between countries, should be clarified and benefit sharing should be measurable.


	26
	Target 16
	It is better to remove “reducing these impacts by [X]”, 

	27
	Target 19
	Traditional knowledge should only be accessible to R&D organizations in order to develop products rather than the public. Therefore, as Turkey, we do not support traditional knowledge to be accessible to the whole public. For this reason, it is appropriate to remove "public" statement from the sentence.
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