
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 (components the draft goals and targets), B (monitoring elements), C (indicators) and D (indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of 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:
	Maekawa

	Given Name:
	Miko

	Government (if applicable): 
	

	Organization:
	Sasakawa Peace Foundation

	Address:  
	1-15-16 Toranomon, Minato-ku, Tokyo 105-8524, Japan

	City:
	Tokyo

	Country:
	Japan

	E-mail:
	maekawa@spf.or.jp

	General Comments

	Ocean Policy Research Institute of the Sasakawa Peace Foundation (OPRI-SPF) welcomes and appreciates the tremendous efforts made in consolidating the inputs and comments from the previous Open-ended Working Group on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework and other related forums to develop the current “draft monitoring framework for the 2050 Goals and the 2030 targets”. As a think tank specialized in ocean policy, we would like to provide comments focusing on ocean-related goals, targets and indicators in order to raise the overall ambitions in recovering global biodiversity and living in harmony with nature by 2050. The ocean-related goals should be understood and developed considering that ocean and coastal eco-systems are integral parts of earth systems. In this context, integrated management is essential by connecting and addressing both landscape and seascape issues as a whole, and this inter-connectivity should be mentioned in the framework document as well. 

	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	3
	C
	29-35
	In terms of assessing the trends in conservation status of marine species and trends in marine species abundance, index such as ES50 (Hulbert index) based on the Ocean Biodiversity Information System (OBIS) should also be used. ES50 indicates “the expected number of marine species in a random sample of 50 individuals (records) as an indicator on marine biodiversity richness”. https://obis.org/indicators/documentation/ 

	1
	2
	B
	5-12
	Monitoring elements of A1 and A2 under A. components of the 2050 goal heavily focus on tropical and sub-tropical coastal marine ecosystems. Monitoring on marine ecosystems require more comprehensive geographical scopes including temperate and frigid zones. Examples of other possible elements are trends in area, fragmentation, and quality of seaweed beds or kelp forests (e.g. Wernberg et al, 2019: https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-805052-1.00003-6) and healthy rocky reefs (e.g. Amanda et al, 2018 (https://doi.org/10.1111/maec.12463); monitoring by Reef Check California Program: https://www.reefcheck.org/california-program/) in non-tropical zones which is also base for the rich biodiversity but have vulnerability to temperature change and ocean acidification.

	1
	4
	B & C
	44-45
	When assessing trends in area of marine areas conserved, the indicator of protected area (PA) coverage and coverage of other effective area-based conservation measures (OECM) should take into account the effectiveness of these conservation measures. PA and OECM should refer to not only no-take zones, but also those “areas where biodiversity and biological productivity has increased through human interaction” defined as applying “satoyama and satoumi” or land and seascape approach.  The integrated coastal management (ICM), which “addresses the governance of human activities affecting the sustainable use of goods and services generated by coastal and marine ecosystems” could also be regarded as a tool balancing sustainable use and conservation objectives.
Thus, indicator for integrated management system and holistic evaluation (ICM (http://www.pemsea.org/our-work/integrated-coastal-management) is an important reference. Details on satoumi can be found at (https://www.env.go.jp/water/heisa/satoumi/en/01_e.html), Eco health report card (https://ecoreportcard.org/report-cards/chesapeake-bay/indicators/), and state of coast (http://www.pemsea.org/our-services/advisory-and-project-services/state-of-the-coasts-reporting-system), as references for monitoring elements and indicators. Diagnosis for enclosed sea should also be developed globally. (Diagnostic report was issued for Japanese enclosed seas in 2007, in Japanese language. (https://www.spf.org/opri/news/07_9.html) Global indicator is not yet in place, but it should be developed for long term strategies. Belmont forum has initiated “COAST Card” project with an aim to establish holistic assessment systems (https://www.belmontforum.org/projects/).

	1
	5
	B&C
	Between 57 and 58
	In order to address the recent development of serious marine heat wave events and their impacts on biodiversity, monitoring element “frequency of marine heat waves” and its indicator should be newly added. (Source IPCC SROCC, Chapter 6.4, pp. 606-612, https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/3/2019/11/10_SROCC_Ch06_FINAL.pdf )

	2
	8
	B&C
	3
	OPRI welcomes inclusion of “Trends in area under integrated coastal zone management (ICZM)” in monitoring elements. It is in line with A6 target, possible indicators are coastal length covered by ICM (http://www.pemsea.org/our-work/integrated-coastal-management), satoumi (https://www.env.go.jp/water/heisa/satoumi/en/01_e.html). Furthermore, it is important to set up effective governance structure to manage the area. Thus, we also recommend to apply helictical indicator such as , Eco health report card (https://ecoreportcard.org/report-cards/chesapeake-bay/indicators/), state of coast (http://www.pemsea.org/our-services/advisory-and-project-services/state-of-the-coasts-reporting-system), Diagnosis for enclosed sea (https://www.spf.org/opri/news/07_9.html) etc., is critical although it is still under development and only used in particular regional areas, it is important that these assessment results and indicators to be used based on precautionary principle.
In addition, since ICZM can be a holistic tool box for spatial planning, we think this monitoring element should be also put under the Component T1.2.

	2
	8
	B
	4
	Marine spatial planning without consideration to biodiversity conservation does not contribute to achieving the Target 1. Therefore, “trends in area under marine spatial planning” should read “trends in area under marine spatial planning conserving existing biodiversity in the area”

	2
	9
	B
	12-20
	As mentioned previously in Page 2 of Table 1, monitoring elements of components “T1.2. prevention of reduction and fragmentation of natural habitats due to land/sea use change” heavily focus on tropical and sub-tropical marine ecosystems.

	2
	9
	C
	13-14
	OPRI suggests adding indicators for coral reefs, “Rate of change of coral reefs” includes the change in the quality and healthiness of coral reef ecosystems, but there are no indicators for the quality/degradation of coral reefs. As enlisted in the information document, some available indicators for the health of coral reef ecosystem include Hard coral genera richness, Coral reef extent and condition, Cover of key benthic group, Structural complexity, and Reef fish index, among others.

	2
	11
	C
	39-45
	In order to protect particular importance for biodiversity and achieve ecological representativeness of Protected Areas, proportion of Ecologically or Biologically Significant Marine Areas (EBSAs) that are covered by marine protected areas (MPA) or other effective area-based conservation measures (OECM) should be included as indicator, respectively under T2.2. and T2.3.

	2
	11
	C
	46
	The indicator “protected areas management effectiveness” should define the term “effectiveness” in the context of biodiversity conservation. One example is the Marine Protected Area Effectiveness Assessment Tool (MEAT), which is actively used in the Philippines. 
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/tropics/26/1/26_27/_article
Also, protected areas here should refer to not only no-take zones, but also areas that conserve ecosystems and sustainably manage resource use (“satoyama and satoumi” as mentioned above).

	2
	14
	C
	76
	With the aim of protecting the marine environment from the transfer of harmful aquatic organisms and pathogens by discharge of ballast water and sediments from ships, in line with International Convention for the Control and Management of Ships’ Ballast Water and Sediments, an indicator “percentage of number of ships of 400 gross tonnage and above, with International Ballast Water Management (BWM) certificate or appropriate BWM system” should be added. https://www.classnk.or.jp/hp/pdf/activities/statutory/ballastwater/convention_ballast.pdf  

	2
	15
	C
	81-85
	Pollution from excess nutrients causes coastal deoxygenation which seriously damages coastal ecosystems. Oxygen is fundamental for life and biogeochemical processes in the ocean. Since the mid-20th century, the oceans are estimated to have lost about 1%–2% of their oxygen inventory, and over 700 coastal systems have reported low oxygen levels (Limburg et al., 2020).

Therefore, not only Nitrogen and Phosphorus, but Dissolved Oxygen (DO) should be added.
https://ecoreportcard.org/report-cards/chesapeake-bay/indicators/dissolved-oxygen/ 

	2
	16
	B
	89-90
	To reduce the entry of plastic waste into the environment, it is essential to enhance proper waste management and especially recycling. Plastics, unless properly recycled, may ultimately end up in the marine environment. Therefore, it is important to include “proportion of recycled plastic” in the monitoring elements. The data is already available at least for some developed countries (OECD, EU, etc.). To reduce the overall amount of plastic entering the marine environment, the amount of single-use plastic consumption per se is another important indicator. Another possible monitoring element for marine plastic pollution is “the amount of the plastic waste retrieved from the environment”, as for the plastics already in the marine environment, the removal of plastic debri from the environment (such as beach cleaning activities, other innovative measures and development of debri collection technologies) is the only solution. It is also recommended to include indicators for abandoned, lost, and discarded fishing gear (ALDFG), such as estimated amount of ALDFG/amount of ALDFG recovered, because the serious negative impact of the ALDFG on biodiversity is well-documented in academic literature.

	2
	16
	C
	97-99
	Scientific findings on assessing carbon stocks in the blue carbon ecosystems have been accumulated and should be incorporated in the indicators in the near future. 

Land use change data for wetlands in GHG inventories submitted by countries under the UNFCCC may be used as an indicator.

As mangrove forests, which are one of blue carbon ecosystems, have the function of reducing damage from extreme sea-level events (e.g.  storm surges, high tides), the above indicator may also be used as indicators of “contribution to climate change adaptation/disaster risk reduction”.

	2 
	17
	B-C
	101
	This part should include indicators that are more comprehensive. All countries nationally determined contributions (NDCs), under UNFCCC, long-term strategies, national adaptation plans, strategies as reported in adaptation communications and national communications should be considered.

It is also important to examine the trend of consideration for biodiversity in domestic national policies/legal systems (e.g. marine spatial planning).

	2
	18
	B
	105-109
	For the indicators of sustainable fisheries, it is  recommended to include indicators for abandoned, lost, and discarded fishing gear (ALDFG), such as estimated amount of ALDFG/amount of ALDFG recovered (see above comment for row number 89-90).

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	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�





