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	Specific comments

	Page 
	Paragraph
	Comment

	5
	12
	Amend as follows: The conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity is also important in areas beyond “natural” ecosystems including in agricultural and urban environments. Such “managed” ecosystems (those whose biotic composition is the result of deliberate manipulation by people) can provide important habitats, and can contribute to habitat connectivity, for some species, as well as  being and can be essential for ecosystem functioning and services (proposed target 9).


	4
	6
	2nd line: add “connected,” after protected…

	19
	68(d)
	End of para, add after “networks” “and other supporting measures such as OECMs and ecological corridors”.

4th line: Replace “around half of all terrestrial protected areas are considered isolated” with “that while ~40% of the terrestrial planet is intact, only 9.7% of Earth’s terrestrial protected network can be considered structurally connected” (See Ward, M., Saura, S., Williams, B. et al. Just ten percent of the global terrestrial protected area network is structurally connected via intact land. Nat Commun 11, 4563 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-18457-x)

	20
	71
	Amend first sentence as follows: Given competing demands for land and sea areas, comprehensive spatial planning across all landscapes and seascapes (i.e., marine spatial planning) will be needed to allow socioeconomic development to continue while also conserving biodiversity and maintaining ecosystem services in line with the levels of ambition suggested above, and to ensure connectivity between natural habitats will be maintained, enhanced, or restored.

	20
	71, line 7
	After “government” add “scientists, conservation practitioners, and policy makers,”

	20
	71, line 8
	Amend fourth sentence as follows: “Spatial plans can be developed using best available science and observation technology to address multiple criteria, for example threatened species, key habitats, ecological corridors, productive activities, and local priorities and conditions.

	[bookmark: _Hlk70092654]23
	79(b)
	Whole sentence. It is likely even less according to new research and methodology “Structural connectivity provided by intact lands: ConnIntact” (See aforementioned Ward, M., Saura, S., Williams, B. et al. Just ten percent of the global terrestrial protected area network is structurally connected via intact land. Nat Commun 11, 4563 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-18457-x)): “…to date, reporting is … solely considering connectivity through protected land, disregarding the condition of the wider landscape context.” […] “Here, we analyze the structural connectivity of the global terrestrial PA system using measures of both the probability that connectedness can be achieved and the contiguity of intact land (i.e. areas largely devoid of high anthropogenic pressures that significantly alter natural habitat). In this analysis, we assume species can move more freely between PAs through intact land. We determine the structural connectivity of the global network of PAs by quantifying intact continuous pathways between PAs. […] “Globally, while 41.6% of terrestrial land is intact, only 9.7% of the area under protection can be considered structurally connected through intact landscapes (Fig. 1 and Supplementary Fig. 4). This means that very few PAs have a fully continuous pathway through intact lands, connecting their demarcated edges.” […] “Our results show that while some countries and territories are meeting the areal component of global PA targets, much of this PA estate is not connected due to anthropogenically-modified habitat. This suggests that the overall strategic goal of preventing further biodiversity loss will be likely compromised without increased focus on wider land-use efforts to retain and restore natural habitats beyond PA boundaries. Any plan for maintaining and restoring ecosystem connectivity between PAs must include a clear, quantifiable focus on retention strategies for remaining ecosystems that are currently not degraded, because these places are, by definition, areas maintaining high connectivity and known to hold exceptional value. It is also well accepted that avoiding degradation of habitat (and hence loss of connectivity) is a far better strategy than attempting restoration after it is lost. This is because restoration is more costly, riskier, and unlikely to lead to the full recovery of structurally connected values.”

After first sentence, there should be something on status of connected MPAs.  According to research, there are few tangible examples of the application of MPA connectivity on the ground (See Arieanna C. Balbar, Anna Metaxas, The current application of ecological connectivity in the design of marine protected areas,
Global Ecology and Conservation, Volume 17, 2019, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2019.e00569.).

	24
	80
	Amend second sentence as follows: Consideration of  issues  related  to  connectivity including all protected areas and OECMs being connected to adjacent protected areas and OECMs as part of ecological networks for conservation and wider land use efforts to maintain, enhance, and restore remaining ecosystems that are currently not degraded beyond protected area boundaries,  ecological  representation,  and  coverage  of  areas  of  importance  for biodiversity and ecosystem services will also be needed.  

	24
	82 
	Very important – good.

	26
	88
	Amend seventh sentence as follows: “However, as with WD-OECM, further efforts are needed to develop and populate the database, including a world database on ecological corridors.

	26
	89, at end
	 Add: “and ensuring ecological connectivity of terrestrial and marine biodiversity”

	29
	106
	Target 4: This is perhaps appropriate for terrestrial species, but not at all appropriate for marine species, especially because for marine species the field is almost completely out of control with illegal and unregulated fishing and no tools on the ground to deal with this.  This target for marine is unenforceable.  If there can be a separate target for marine species focused on making a full-blown effort, using appropriate international and regional institutions, along with latest ocean tracking and sensing technology, to stop ALL illegal and unregulated fishing by the target year, perhaps it might be justified and reflective of reality.  It becomes even more infeasible when we know that scientists estimate that 91 percent of ocean species have yet to be classified, and that more than eighty percent of our ocean is unmapped, unobserved, and unexplored. (See https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/ocean-species.html (accessed 4-20-2021)   Paras. 11l and 116 reiterate the reality of this difficult situation.)


	35
	121(d)
	There may be too much credit given to MSC since it has been shown that its certifications have limited real value since they are unable to verify at the fishing or marketing levels what fish are really ‘sustainably’ caught, or more important what truly is sustainable fishing since so many fish are overfished, we don’t have good numbers of populations, and bycatch impacts.  It is probably not a good idea to give attention and power to a system that is not working. 

	40
	139(2)
	The authors might want to consider adding that land-based chemical pollution from fertilizers and pesticides also have been shown to have the effect of being endocrine disrupters in coastal marine life affecting reproduction.

	43
	147
	There is no reference here to the Law of the Sea Convention which includes the State obligation to protect and preserve the marine environment, including within their waters.  This general obligation seems important to recognize.  Moreover, the CBD and UNLOS have collaborated on producing scientific criteria for identifying ecologically or biologically significant marine areas to protect, and scientific guidance for selecting areas to establish a representative network of marine and coastal protected areas. (See CBD COP 2008 IX/20, Annex 1 and Annex II).

	55
	Fn. 335
	Suggestion that both aquaculture and tourism be edited by adding “sustainable” in front of aquaculture and changing ‘tourism’ to “sustainable ecotourism”.  

	82
	277
	In view of growing efforts of private investment institutions to come forward with commitments to fund climate change and deal with risks such as environment, social, and governance (ESG) issues, on grounds of achieving sustainability, it is important to stress that public funding is not sufficient as we learn more about the extent of the biodiversity loss and new estimates of what financing will be needed – in the hundreds of billions each year for several years.  So, the CBD program should be recognizing and welcoming partnerships between public and private investment institutions to be part of large-scale investments to finance nature and biodiversity in both the marine and terrestrial realms. 



Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int by 23 April 2021. Please note that review comments previously sent on document CBD/SBSTTA/24/3/Add.2 will be considered in the revision of this document and there is no need to resend comments already submitted.
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