
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:
	Lahiri

	Given name:
	Souparna 

	Government (if applicable)
	

	Organization:
	Global Forest Coalition

	Address:
	

	City:
	Amsterdam

	Country:
	Netherlands

	E-mail:
	souparna.lahiri@gmail.com

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	What is presented as “updated or draft goals and targets of the post-2020 GBF” to our knowledge does not have any other status besides speculation, and many of the comments of both Parties and observers to the meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-Ended Working Group2 on the GBF last February 2020 In Rome, are not reflected in these draft goals and targets. So, we feel they cannot be taken as a basis for this analysis or any SBSTTA documents in general. We urge the Secretariat to respect the inputs from both Parties and observers into the post-2020 GBF negotiations and not to pre-judge the outcome of this process. As a feminist coalition of IPOs and NGOs we are particularly concerned about the omission of a large number of suggestions to strengthen the human rights and gender dimension of the post-2020 GBF.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Lack of gender mainstreaming, and integration of rights-based approaches in general in the “new” draft targets

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The text still mentions nature-based solutions. Goal 7 mentions separately both “nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches” which would imply NBS are not ecosystem-based approaches. So what are they?

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Complete omission of a reference to harmful investments and the need to address them.

	1
	2
	C
	1
	The concept of “forest cover” proposed as indicator for Goal A and Target 1 is disputed, as many forest cover estimates include monoculture tree plantations, which implies that the expansion of forest cover can actually be associated with biodiversity decline. By using this indicator, the entire monitoring framework of the CBD is undermined. 

	1
	2
	C
	15
	Indicates lack of indicators

	1
	5
	A
	51
	if there is not a specific socio-economic breakdown of “nature’s contributions to people” (the new text of goal B), these contributions will be gender-blind, and blind in terms of recognising the distinct dependencies of rights holder groups that are marginalised due to ethnicity, religion or race, including in particular Indigenous Peoples, on biodiversity values. This will likely exacerbate existing inequities as for example the monetary value of tourism that mainly accrues to government agencies and wealthy stakeholders in the tourism sectors will be equated with the direct livelihood values of indigenous peoples and local communities, including in particular women, who depend on certain areas for their daily survival. Monetary valuation is absolutely inadequate for such equations. Simply said, one cannot compare, or compensate for that matter, the starvation of one person with the overconsumption of another person.

	1
	6
	C
	77
	Propose adding an indicator on redirection of perverse incentives, and, especially, the redirection of harmful investments.

	2
	10
	C
	35
	Other area-based conservation measures are mentioned specifically but they are not fully integrated as an indicator.

	2
	11
	B
	46
	Indicators for biodiversity governance by IPLCs should be developed to clearly distinguish such governance from other forms of governance.

	2
	12
	B
	51
	In terms of conservation effectiveness absence of the mention of free, prior, informed consent from the IPLCs.

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Additional rows can be added to this table by selecting “Table” followed by “insert” and “rows below”


� � 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�





