
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:
	Gomez

	Given Name:
	Renata

	Government (if applicable): 
	

	Organization:
	Advisory Committee on Subnational Governments and Biodiversity to the Convention on Biological Diversity

	Address:  
	Chaussée d'Alsemberg 999, 1180 Uccle

	City:
	Brussels

	Country:
	Belgium

	E-mail:
	rgomez@regions4.org

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	This is an example of an entry of a general comment

	1
	4
	A
	23
	This is an example of a specific comment on Table 1, Page 4, columns A and line 23

	2
	12
	C
	38
	This is an example of a specific comment on Table 2, Page 12, columns C and line 38

	1
	2-4
	D
	1-41
	The 2019 IPBES summary to stakeholders presented the increase in habitat loss, degradation and fragmentation based on scientific data from 1970 onwards. It would thus be logical, in order to address these issues and reverse these trends to adopt 1970 or the earliest available reference dataset after 1970 as a baseline for all monitoring elements and indicators under Components A1 to A5.

	2
	8
	D
	1-5
	The aim here is to increase the area under spatial planning that takes into account terrestrial, freshwater and marine biodiversity. If 2017 is the baseline for available data on the proportion of transboundary basin area agreements (Row No.1) and areas under integrated water resources management (Row No.5), it may be logical to use 2017 as the baseline for all five rows (Rows 1-5) under Component T1.1 (Column A), particularly if using an earlier baseline is unlikely to change the level of ambition and resulting beneficial impacts for biodiversity anyway.

	2
	8-9
	D
	6-22
	The 2019 IPBES summary to stakeholders presented the increase in habitat loss, degradation and fragmentation based on scientific data from 1970 onwards. It would thus be logical, in order to address these issues and reverse these trends to adopt 1970 or the earliest available reference dataset after 1970 as a baseline for all monitoring elements and indicators under Component T1.2, i.e. for Column D, Rows No. 6-22.

	2
	9
	D
	23
	The 2019 IPBES summary to stakeholders presented the increase in human footprint and corresponding decline in intact/wilderness ecosystems based on scientific data from 1970 onwards. It would thus be logical, in order to address these issues and reverse these trends to adopt 1970 or the earliest available reference dataset after 1970 as a baseline for the monitoring element and indicators under Component T1.3, i.e. for Column D, Row No. 23.

	2
	9-10
	D
	24-29
	The 2019 IPBES summary to stakeholders presented the increase in habitat loss and degradation based on scientific data from 1970 onwards. It would thus be logical, in order to address these issues and reverse these trends to adopt 1970 or the earliest available reference dataset after 1970 as a baseline for all monitoring elements and indicators under Component T1.4, i.e. for Column D, Rows No. 24-29.

	2.
	10
	D
	30-34
	The 2019 IPBES summary to stakeholders presented the increase in habitat fragmentation based on scientific data from 1970 onwards. It would thus be logical, in order to address these issues and reverse these trends to adopt 1970 or the earliest available reference dataset after 1970 as a baseline for the monitoring element and associated indicators under Component T1.5, i.e. for Column D, Rows No. 30-34.

	2
	10-11
	A
	35-38
	The effectiveness of Component T2.1 on the area of terrestrial, freshwater and marine ecosystem under protection and conservation will be highly dependent upon the wording of Target 2. The fact that this wording now targets 30% of the planet may not mean that 30% of terrestrial and freshwater areas and 30% of marine areas will be protected and conserved, but rather that the addition of both should reach 30% of the globe, which is very different and could be detrimental to one or the other category of ecosystems.

	2
	10-11
	A and B
	35-42
	Mixing the concepts of protection and conservation in the wording of the target and its components T2.1 and T2.2 may be confusing since the difference between the two could be difficult to grasp for some people. Protection encompassing more than conservation, we would recommend using only the term protection instead of using both protection and conservation in the Target and its components. The difference between protected areas and areas covered by other effective conservation measures (OECMs) is then made under the monitoring elements associated with T2.1.

	2
	10-11
	D
	35-38
	Updates regarding the trends in the extent of protected areas and areas under other effective conservation measures (OECMs) should be shared annually or every two years, so as to ensure Parties and other relevant stakeholders such as subnational governments, cities and other local governments do not wait until 2030 to pull all their efforts towards reaching this element of the target.

	2
	11
	B-C
	38
	Other effective area-based conservation measures, prior to being measured, first need to be well-defined and adequately suited to the reality of economic and other human uses.

	2
	11
	B-C
	39
	The definition of “an area of particular importance for biodiversity” should first be determined and shared amongst the Parties and other relevant stakeholders. Location and extent of key biodiversity areas then need to be well identified before the coverage of protected areas within them can be assessed.

	2
	11
	D
	39-42
	Here again, updates regarding the trends in the proportion of areas of particular importance for biodiversity protected and conserved should be shared annually or every two years, so as to ensure Parties and other relevant stakeholders such as subnational governments, cities and other local governments do not wait until 2030 to pull all their efforts towards reaching this element of the target.

	2
	11
	B
	43-44
	In line with the comment above (2_10-11_A and B_35-42) for the use of the term protection alone instead of protection and conservation, the monitoring element associated with T2.3 should read: “Trends in ecological representativeness of areas protected” (instead of conserved), so as to encompass all categories of protected areas as well as areas under OECMs.

	2
	11
	D
	43-44
	Here again, updates regarding the trends in the ecological representativeness of areas protected and conserved should be shared annually or every two years, so as to ensure Parties and other relevant stakeholders such as subnational governments, cities and other local governments do not wait until 2030 to pull all their efforts towards reaching this element of the target.

	2
	12
	C
	52
	The integration of the peripheral zones around protected areas and OECMs and the ecological connectivity between them in land-use planning and management tools and regulations at the level of subnational governments, cities and other local governments could be used as an indicator for the landscape context of Component T2.7 and its associated element.

	2
	12
	C
	55
	The trends in wildlife-human collisions (WHC) on roads, particularly with wildlife species already at risk or in decline, might be considered as one of the indicators to assess the trends in human-wildlife conflicts.

	2
	14
	C
	73
	The indicator should include trends for all alien invasive species and not just vertebrates. Although data for vertebrate alien species may be more readily available at the time of writing, there is no reason why they should be the only group of invasive alien species considered here.

	2
	15
	B-C
	81
	The associated indicator for the monitoring element “Trends in levels of pollution from nitrogen” should indeed include “(a) Index of coastal eutrophication” but the second part of the indicator (“(b) plastic debris density”) is unrelated to nitrogen pollution.

	2
	16
	B-C
	89
	The associated indicator for the monitoring element “Trends in levels of pollution with marine plastic” should indeed include “(b) plastic debris density” but the first part of the indicator (“(a) Index of coastal eutrophication”) is unrelated to plastic pollution.

	2
	16
	B-C
	91
	Trends in levels of pollution from other sources may also need to include antibiotics, hormone-mimicking substances and by-products of medicinal drugs and other pharmaceutical substances not specifically covered here.

	2
	16-17
	B
	97-102
	In the monitoring elements associated with Target 7, there may be value in including the extent of created green infrastructures/nature-based solutions and of restored ecosystems providing climate resilience? Or the trends in the extent of green vs. grey infrastructures aimed to improve climate resilience?

	2
	17-18
	C
	103-105
	The term “biologically sustainable levels” should be well-defined and agreed amongst Parties and relevant stakeholders.

	2
	18
	C
	110
	The indicator should include trends for all bycatch species and not just albatrosses and large petrels. Although data for albatrosses and large petrels may be more readily available at the time of writing, there is no reason why they should be the only group of species considered here. The indicator should encompass all species concerned.

	2
	21
	B
	128
	In the monitoring elements associated with Target 10, there may be value in including the extent of created green infrastructures/nature-based solutions and of restored ecosystems providing regulation of hazards and extreme events? Or the trends in the extent of green vs. grey infrastructures aimed to improve regulation of hazards and extreme events?

	2
	21
	C
	128
	It is rather difficult to grasp how such an indicator can reflect how conserving biodiversity has improved the regulation of hazards and extreme events. The type of disasters that will be recognized as directly influenced by nature conservation measures should at least be listed. Or maybe adding “natural disasters” could help linking the indicator with target component T10.2?

	2
	21
	B
	131
	In the monitoring elements associated with Target 10, there may be value in including the extent of created green infrastructures/nature-based solutions and of restored ecosystems providing ambient water? Or the trends in the extent of green vs. grey infrastructures aimed to improve water quality?

	2
	25
	C
	152
	It may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented strategies and actions plans for biodiversity, and that are regularly reporting on associated results to fulfil their commitments and reach their goals/targets?

	2
	25
	C
	153
	It may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented strategies, actions plans, and policies for sustainable development, and that are regularly reporting on associated results to fulfil their commitments and reach their goals/targets?

	2
	26
	C
	158
	It would be interesting to consider indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented strategies and actions plans for biodiversity, and that are regularly reporting on associated results to fulfil their commitments and reach their goals/targets.

	2
	27
	C
	159
	It would be interesting to consider indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented laws, regulations, by-laws and other policies for biodiversity, and that are regularly reporting on results associated with their implementation.

	2
	27-28
	C
	162-166
	In 2020, ISO has initiated collaborative work to establish new standards for biodiversity, and those should be ready in 2024. The number of countries, subnational governments, cities and other local governments, as well as companies from the private sector adopting and promoting the use of these new standards could be a good indicator for Target 14.

	2
	28
	C
	167 and 172
	Indicators at lines 167 and 172 seem to be duplicates. This being said, in addition to the number of countries mentioned, it may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented strategies, actions plans, and policies for sustainable consumption and production, and that are regularly reporting on results associated with their implementation?

	2
	29
	C
	181
	In addition to the number of countries mentioned, it may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented strategies, actions plans, and policies for sustainable consumption and production, and that are regularly reporting on results associated with their implementation?

	2
	33-34
	C
	205-207
	In addition to the number of countries mentioned, it may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that have adopted and implemented biodiversity-relevant taxes, charges, fees and permit schemes, and that are regularly reporting on results associated with their implementation?

	2
	34
	B
	211
	In addition to the number of countries which have assessed funding needs, it may also be interesting to add monitoring elements for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that completed similar assessments. 

	2
	34
	C
	211
	In addition to the number of countries which have assessed values of biodiversity, it may also be interesting to add indicators for the number of subnational governments, cities and other local governments that identified and reported funding needs, gaps and priorities, developed financial plans for biodiversity, and have been provided with the necessary funding and capacity building to undertake the above activities.

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


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�





