
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 (monitoring elements), B (indicators) and C (Indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of the 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:
	Yap 

	Given Name:
	Jeremy 

	Government (if applicable): 
	Singapore Government

	Organization:
	National Parks Board

	Address:  
	Singapore Botanic Gardens, 1 Cluny Road, Singapore 259569 

	City:
	Singapore

	Country:
	Singapore

	E-mail:
	Jeremy_YAP@nparks.gov.sg

	General Comments

	There should be more consideration given to setting goals for urban biodiversity conservation and consequently, monitoring elements and indicators that help to monitor these efforts. Singapore would like to suggest incorporating relevant indicators from the City Biodiversity Index (CBI) into the monitoring framework. Please refer to Annex A as well for comments specific to the CBI indicators.

Singapore notes the extension of the consultation period to 15 August as informed by CBD Secretariat, and will provide further updates to our comments if deemed necessary.

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	2
	C
	15
	Measuring the extent of fragmentation can be done using Professor Jochen Jaeger’s coherence measure currently used in the City Biodiversity Index.
The indicator under the CBI can be scaled up to calculate fragmentation for forest ecosystems on a national scale.



	1
	2
	B
	16
	This monitoring element should be optional given that not all countries have a significant agriculture sector with large extents of agriculture land.

	1
	3
	C
	23,26,28
	Species indicators would be more appropriately classified under A3/A4.

	1
	5
	B-C
	51-53
	There seems to be some overlap for monitoring element B1 “Trends in habitat creation and maintenance” with A1 “Increased extent of natural ecosystems (terrestrial, freshwater and marine ecosystems”. May just want to stick with A1’s list of monitoring elements and indicators.

	1
	5
	C
	<propose using the “climate regulation – benefits of trees and greenery” indicators in the  CBI as an indicator under the monitoring element “Trends in regulation  of climate”. To insert this after row 56.>
	For countries that do not have swathes of forest area, it might be worth looking at overall tree canopy cover.
Managed tree canopy such as settlement trees for example, can provide shade and mitigate surface and ambient temperatures.

	2
	10
	C
	< propose using the coherence measure found in the CBI as an indicator under monitoring element “Trends in habitat connectivity”. To insert this after row 34.>
	Measuring the extent of fragmentation/connectivity in terrestrial ecosystems can be done using Professor Jochen Jaeger’s coherence measure currently used in the City Biodiversity Index.

The indicator under the CBI can be scaled up to calculate fragmentation for forest ecosystems on a national scale.



	2
	21
	C
	<propose using the indicator found in the CBI measuring extent of effective impervious areas OR extent of permeable areas as indicators to monitoring element “Trends in natural freshwater ecosystems providing good ambient water”. To insert this after row 131.>
	For urban areas, the extent of effective impermeable areas has a strong negative correlation with the quality and quantity of water collected.
This indicator will help to measure the regulation of freshwater quantity and quality in urban areas where >50% of the population resides.

	2
	21/22
	C
	<Propose using the indicator found in the CBI measuring proximity/accessibility to parks/green space to monitoring element “Trends in access to green/blue spaces”. To insert this after row 132.>
	This indicator ensures that there is equitable distribution of green spaces across neighbourhoods.

	2
	33
	C
	<Propose using the indicator found in the CBI measuring “Policy and/or incentives for green infrastructure and nature-based solutions” to monitoring element “Trends in development and application of private incentives that promote biodiversity conservation and sustainable use”. To insert this after row 207.>
	This indicator can be amended to measure number of countries with incentives to promote urban biodiversity conservation in the form of green infrastructure and nature-based solutions among land/building developers.

	2
	37
	C
	<Propose using the indicator found in the CBI measuring “Awareness” to monitoring element “Trends in awareness of biodiversity values”. To insert this after row 233.>
	This indicator measures efforts made to raise awareness by looking at number of biodiversity outreach events held per 1,000,000 persons.

	2
	37
	C
	<Propose using the indicator found in the CBI measuring “Education” in a qualitative manner to monitoring element “Trends in the integration of biodiversity into academic curricula”. To insert this after row 235.>
	This indicator measures the extent to which biodiversity curriculum has been entrenched into the education system.


Annex A

We wish to share that Singapore’s National Parks Board has recently worked on a revised version of our City Biodiversity Index (CBI) – also known as the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity. The CBI is a quantitative, science-based, self-assessment tool which allows cities to monitor their urban biodiversity conservation efforts over time. This version of the CBI is updated to the latest science and takes into account the recent trends in biodiversity conservation. In short, the revised version is a more holistic monitoring tool for cities.

In light of this, Singapore’s National Parks Board would like to propose that of the revised CBI’s indicators be incorporated into the monitoring framework, noting that these have been designed for cities and we would have to scale these indicators up to the national level. A summary of the 7 indicators and their corresponding monitoring element in the framework is appended below for your consideration.
	Table Number (page number)
	Monitoring Element
	Comments and suggested CBI indicator to incorporate into the framework

	1 (2), 2 (10)
	Trends in fragmentation and quality of

forest ecosystems.

AND

Trends in habitat connectivity.


	Measuring the extent of fragmentation/connectivity can be done using Professor Jochen Jaeger’s coherence measure currently used in the City Biodiversity Index.
The indicator “Connectivity measures or ecological networks to counter fragmentation” under the CBI could be scaled up to calculate fragmentation for forest ecosystems at the national level.



	1 (5)
	Trends in regulation of climate.
	For countries that do not have swathes of forest area, it might be worth looking at overall tree canopy cover. Managed tree canopy such as settlement trees for example, can provide shade and mitigate surface and ambient temperatures.
The indicator “Climate regulation – benefits of trees and greenery” under the CBI could be incorporated into the monitoring framework to track climate regulation in urban areas.



	2 (21)
	Trends in natural freshwater ecosystems providing good ambient water.
	For urban areas, the extent of effective impermeable areas has a strong negative correlation with the quality and quantity of water collected. This indicator will help to measure the regulation of freshwater quantity and quality in urban areas where >50% of the population resides.
The indicator “Regulation of quantity of water” under the CBI which measures extent of effective impervious areas OR permeable areas in urban areas could be incorporated into the monitoring framework to track regulation of water in urban areas.



	2 (21/22)
	Trends in access to green/blue spaces.
	The indicator “Urban green and health – proximity/accessibility to parks” under the CBI not only measures provision of green spaces but helps to ensure that the parks are equitably distributed across neighbourhoods. Hence, it should be incorporated into the monitoring framework to monitor equity of green space provision


	2 (33)
	Trends in development and application of

private incentives that promote biodiversity

conservation and sustainable use.
	With the rising number percentage of people dwelling in urban areas, incentives that promote urban biodiversity conservation should be looked into.
The indicator “Policy and/or incentives for green infrastructure and nature-based solutions” could be amended and incorporated into the framework to measure the number of countries with incentives to promote green infrastructure and nature-based solutions among land developers.



	2 (37)
	Trends in awareness of biodiversity values.
	This indicator “Awareness” measures efforts made to raise awareness by looking at number of biodiversity outreach events held per 1,000,000 persons which norrmalises for population size. This indicator can be scaled up to look at country-wide effort in raising awareness on biodiversity.


	2 (37)
	Trends in the integration of biodiversity into academic curricula.
	This indicator measures the extent to which biodiversity curriculum has been incorporated into the education system. 



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�





