Proposals Submitted by China regarding the Targets and Indicators of the Zero Draft of Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework

China supports to develop a practical and balanced Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. Great attention shall be paid to the balance among targets, implementation support mechanisms, responsibility and transparency as well as resources mobilization. This zero-draft has adopted the elements above and successfully enhanced the balance of the text, laying a solid foundation for the OEWG-2 meeting. 

In this regard, China has four recommendations in principle:

1. The 2030 and 2050 Goals and 2030 Action Targets are，to some extent, overlapped in the content and indicators. It needs to be further discussed and clarified on the differences and relations, and how to ensure the 20 action targets can facilitate the achievement of the 5 long-term targets. 

2. The degree of the targets should take full account of  the national condition and implementation capacity of developing country parties. Meanwhile, it should be compatible with the scale of funds, capacity and technology provided by developed country parties to developing country parties, so as to promote the global consensus and adoption of the Framework . 

3. It is suggested that the Monitoring Framework be used as a flexible framework to report the implementation progress of global goals. The selection of monitoring indicators shall be based on both global and national levels as needed and as appropriate.

4. The elements including implementation support mechanisms, responsibility and transparency, enabling conditions as well as outreach, awareness and uptake are essential to the setting of the specific targets and subsequent implementation of the framework. We hope the co-chairs of OEWG and the secretariat may publish their updates in time in order to ensure the balance between the content and negotiation progress. 

Specific comments on the 2030 Mission and 2030 action targets are as follows: 

1. Regarding to the 2030 Mission, we would like to add the statement of “respect, follow and protect nature, and a shared future to all life on earth”, which shall be revised as “Respect, follow its ways and protect nature, take urgent action across society to put biodiversity on a path to recovery for a shared future to all life on earth”.
2. We suggest the 2030 action target 2 (page 9, paragraph 2) should be further clarified and revised. 

First of all, the definition of “sites of particular importance for biodiversity” should be further clarified, as well as its evaluation criteria and methods, in order to guarantee its implementation, monitoring and assessment. 

Secondly, concerning the target of the protected area of at least [30%] of sea areas, we propose the following considerations: The specific meaning of the protected area should be further clarified, in order to determine the scope of our discussion. The territorial waters of all countries only account for about 31% of the global sea area. At present, the proportion of the global marine protected areas is only about 8%, and only about 1% of the marine protected areas are under effective management. In order to prevent "Digital Protection", we should not pay too much attention to the increase of the proportion, but strengthen the effective management of the existing marine protected areas. Therefore, ambitious as the target is, we believe that the 30% is not that feasible. We would like to focus on both the proportion of the protected area and the protection effect with the targets that are reasonable and achievable.

Henceforth, we would like to advice to revise as “Protect sites of particular importance for biodiversity through protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, by 2030 covering at least [60%][X%] of such sites and covering at least [30%][X%] of terrestrial and inland water areas and [X%] of coastal and marine areas with at least [10%] under strict protection.”

3. In order to demonstrate the value of biodiversity, the ecological advantages should be translated into economic advantages, so as to promote the sustainable use of biodiversity. Therefore, we would like to suggest to add ecological industry in paragraph 13, page 9, which is expressed as " Integrate biodiversity values into national and local planning, development processes, poverty reduction strategies and accounts accounting systems, transforming ecological advantages to economic advantages, enhancing livelihood of high biodiversity areas by developing ecological industry ensuring by 2030 that biodiversity values are mainstreamed across all sectors and that biodiversity-inclusive strategic environmental assessments and environmental impact assessments are comprehensively applied."

4. China supports the framework to deal with the issues of alien invasive species. But it is difficult to set a unified target of species introduction control and eradication for all countries, as it cannot reflect the differences among national conditions. Therefore, the target for the introduction control and eradication of alien invasive species should be determined by parties according to their national conditions.

5. Due to the different national conditions, the parties are facing with different pollution challenges. The primary pollutants and their control objectives should be determined by parties accordingly. The 50% pollutant reduction target is obviously beyond the capacity of developing country parties. It is their capacities that should also be taken into consideration. Therefore, necessary financial and technical support needs to be provided to developing country parties to achieve this target. 

6. It is essential to address biodiversity issues and climate change based on the premise of respecting the mutual mandates of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). Greenhouse gas emission reduction is the core task of UNFCCC, while the contribution of Nature-based Solutions to it is just complementary. In addition, researches show that the carbon sequestration capacity of ecosystem is limited and vulnerable to climate change. Therefore, the feasibility of 30% action target needs more discussion and clarification.

7. In terms of the Action Target 12, the definition of “the most harmful subsidy” needs to be clarified. Furthermore, given the social and economic conditions of many countries, it is unrealistic to eliminate all incentives harmful to biodiversity in the following decade. Therefore, we recommend to continue to follow the expression of Aichi goal 3: “Reform incentives, eliminating the subsidies most harmful for biodiversity, ensuring by 2030, that phased out or reformed, and positive incentives for biodiversity are developed and applied, taking into account national socio economic conditions.”
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