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	General comments

	

	Note! in addition to our previous comments, especially to CBD/SBSTTA/24/3/Add.2, which should be fully considered in connection to this peer-review, Finland hereby sends the following additional comments, Helsinki 23 April 2021.

	

	

	

	

	

	

	Specific comments

	Page 
	Paragraph
	Comment

	2
	Goal A
	To achieve the goal, it is not sufficient to focus on natural ecosystems only but also semi-natural ecosystems such as grasslands etc. need to be considered. This has especially high impact on both ecosystems and species diversity. In this context, also recurring management of ecosystems needs to be taken into account.

	2
	3
	Effects of climate change need to be taken into account in spatial targeting of increased connectivity of ecosystems.

	3
	4 (e)
	Suggestion to add a quote from IPCC SP 1.5 which says that a global temperature increase of 2°C is beyond the viable limit for coral reefs (the 1.5 report says that under these circumstances more than 99% of corals will be gone).  See also Figure SPM 2 https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/graphics/  The IPCC Special Report on Ocean and Cryosphere confirmed this.  Coral reefs are amongst the unique system where irreversible tipping points will be passed within the next 10 years if current trends continue.  To avoid this scenario, we need high and aligned biodiversity and climate ambition.  

	4
	10
	The sentence “The areas covered by such a network is as, if not more, important than the total area of land or sea covered” is difficult to understand. The point seems to be that it is important where the protected areas and OECMs are located which of course is a very important and needs to be stated clearly. Ecological representativeness is a key issue. PAs and OECMs need to cover sufficient ecological representation in order to safeguard biodiversity.

	4
	11
	The spatial targeting must be done with special care, so that not only easy targets are included, but also more demanding environments such as the oceans.

	5
	14
	Information on the natural extent of environment in the sea, is hard to reach via RS/EO, at least within the benthic realm. In-situ observations/measurements are still needed.

	5
	14
	The definition of integrity and how it will be measured, needs to be clarified and agreed upon.

	8
	25
	Monitoring methods need to be thought carefully. This is because e.g. in the northern parts of the world climate change is likely to result in invasion of southern species and result in higher species abundance but at the same time, the “original” species continue getting more and more threatened.

	17
	67
	Open access data is one of the key issues concerning spatial planning.

	18
	68a
	The use of ICZM might be somewhat outdated in some contexts. Maritime Spatial Planning, could be more relevant to investigate.

	18
	68c
	Many restored ecosystems (e.g. forest plantations) are remarkably less diverse compared to natural ecosystems.

	18
	68 a and 71
	Target 1 “By 2030, [50%] of land and sea areas globally are under spatial planning…” is ref. to in the analysis (Para 68 a): “It is not currently possible to accurately measure what proportion of the earth is considered under spatial planning, partly because there is no standard definition of what constitutes
a spatial plan and a range of approaches and tools for planning are used at different scales. ” and (Para 71) “…spatial planning
is practiced variously and unevenly among countries.” - Thus, the essential analysis is that the Target 1 is challenging in terms of implementation as well as monitoring and measurement. What’s considered as spatial planning? Countries are different, and for monitoring and measuring this for instance through e.g headline indicator worldwide is not possible without a standardized approach and understanding. 

	22
	Target 2
	Should it be specified, how the 30 percent should be implemented (or divided) between land and sea?

	22
	75
	It is not enough to monitor the existence of spatial planning, but it is also important to monitor their enforcement as well as their impact on biodiversity.

	22
	77
	OECMs should be viewed as complementary and supporting, not as equal to PAs, as this seems to indicate.

	23
	79c
	Is there a common understanding within the CBD on what is “effective management”?

	27
	95
	Habitat management/restoration activities should also be mentioned as one means of intervention in species diversity conservation, as well as management of invasive alien species.

	
	
	

	34
	121 d)
	Is it possible to make estimates and assessments of how well a state/country is doing on the basis of, MSC-labeled fish catches for a biodiversity target in the GBF?  Why has MSC been chosen as an indicator when there are at least 40 other indicators to measure fishing. The focus on “catch” raises questions: the FAO collects “fisheries landings” data from different countries on an annual basis (FAO fisheries landings data). To our knowledge, the only global data set at hand measures landings. FAO statistics apply only to commercial catches. There seem not to be any robust statistics on other catches in place than FAO’s.

	38
	136
	Referring to Target 5 and the priority sites, there is still no common understanding what is meant with this concept. The analysis on this issue in Para 136 is essential: “….information on the eradication of invasive alien species from priority sites would require the identification of these sites as well as information on the eradication and control efforts ongoing in them. While some information is available for some areas, such as island ecosystems, the comprehensiveness of this information would need to be determined.”

	40
	139
	On page 40 para 139 c. states that demand and sales of all chemicals are increasing. However, Target 6 concerns biocides and their reduction, but para 139 c) deals with numerical values of all chemicals. So what is the share of biocides in all chemicals? What are the disadvantages of biocides? The analysis therefore does not show the reasons why the target measures and restrictions apply to biocides and the need to be reduced.
 
The paragraph also does not take into account the risks posed by the use of different biocides and the reduction of risks posed by the use, which would be more important than reducing the amount of use. 
In addition, it should be clarified whether the necessary data on the use of biocides are available in different parts of the world, as regular data only on sales are available in EU, and data on the use of biocides available only every five year.


	
	
	

	44
	150
	Replace ‘interlinked’ with interdependent’  and add in the footnote 258 :  IPCC Special Report 1.5 (2018) https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/  and IPCC Special Report on Ocean and Cryossphere under a changing climate (2019) https://www.ipcc.ch/srocc/

	44
	150
	Include after  … in the second half of the century. Climate change interacts and often exacerbates the other drivers of biodiversity loss

	44
	150
	Include after … and adapt to climate change.  At the moment terrestrial and marine ecosystems roughly absorb half of the anthropogenic CO2 emissions.

	44
	152
	Replace ‘or’ with ‘and’   :  nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches   Rationale:  the word ‘or’ gives the false impression that nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches are different approaches. However, both are umbrella terms for working with nature delivering multiple benefits including for biodiversity.

	45
	153
	Replace ‘or’ with ‘and’  :  nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches

	46
	154
	Replace ‘or’ with ‘and’  :  nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches

	46
	156
	Delete ‘different types of’    rationale there are no ‘different types of nature-based solutions.  There are measures currently wrongly branded as nature-based solutions

	47
	157
	Suggestion to delete or rewrite the first part of this paragraph.  It includes several misleading statements. Monoculture plantations are not nature-based solutions.    The part starting with ‘Further to ensure fairness … is right.

	52
	174 a)
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Para 139a and 174a are also inconsistent in content, as Para 139a pn page 40 states “…generally the global demand for chemical based products continues to rise… ”while Para 174a states that “While the use of fertilizers and pesticides has stabilized globally,… ”.

	53
	174 b)
	Target 9 is an important target because it includes important sectors in addition to agriculture, ie. forests and aquaculture. Our concern is that the target focus (in writing) does not clearly state what “managed ecosystems” means / includes; other sectors should also be included (written out) in some way in the target or its content. The diversity of ecosystems needs to be reflected in the GBF, and is also part of the biodiversity mainstreaming into different sectors. Sustainable use is also part of this target, it should have a much clearer role: it is largely missing from the analysis of other “managed ecosystems”. We think it would be essential, that a clear target focus on different sectors such as agriculture, forests, aquaculture and fisheries (maybe as sub-targets & sustainable use). Thus, this would be important for mainstreaming as well as for implementing the GBF.

	56
	182
	“Assessing progress in reducing productivity gaps” is certainly suitable for agriculture, but it is not suitable for monitoring other managed ecosystems. This shows that the target needs to be redrafted, i.e. extended to other managed ecosystems, and emphasizes the role of conservation and sustainable use of these other ecosystems. In that case, for instance fishing would also fit under this target.

	57
	186
	Replace ‘or’ with ‘and’  :  nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches

	58
	190
	Replace ‘or’ with ‘and’  :  nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches

	58
	191
	Delete the first part of the paragraph, as it includes several misleading statements, which are factually wrong. Keep the last sentence (underlined in yellow) for your ease it is copied below. While nature-based solutions are increasingly used around the world, information on the extent of their use and the number of people currently benefiting from them is incomplete. While nature-based solutions or ecosystem-ecosystem based approaches often have co-benefits for biodiversity and help to create incentives for their use and their mainstreaming into decision making and planning processes, these cobenefits are not always guaranteed. Furthermore, in most cases nature-based solutions or ecosystem-based approaches will not be sufficient on their own to fully meet objectives for water and air quality or to completely prevent or mitigate extreme events and hazards. As such the use of nature-based solutions and ecosystem-based approaches should not detract from efforts to address the direct and indirect pressures on biodiversity and the other pressures which contribute to these hazards.

	86
	294
	It is not clear what is meant by the sentence “…and that these lands cover more than 10% of the range of an estimated 2,175 species…”.



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.

