
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 (components the draft goals and targets), B (monitoring elements), C (indicators) and D (indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of 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:
	Sterling and Pascua

	Given Name:
	(Sterling, Eleanor; and Pascua, Puaʻala)

	Government (if applicable): 
	N/A

	Organization:
	Center for Biodiversity and Conservation – American Museum of Natural History

	Address:  
	200 Central Park West

	City:
	New York, NY, 10024

	Country:
	US

	E-mail:
	biocultural@amnh.org

	General Comments

	Below are general comments submitted on behalf the Biocultural Team at the American Museum of Natural History’s Center for Biodiversity and Conservation (CBC). We thank the Secretariat for the opportunity to provide feedback.


	We would like to reiterate comments by others that the current iteration of the biodiversity framework lacks adequate understanding and focus on nature and culture connections, including the mutually supporting elements of nature and culture that are essential in global biodiversity conservation. The importance of nature and culture connections is increasingly supported by a growing body of independent academic research and publications. Concurrently, these findings have both resonated with and informed numerous multilateral biodiversity policy efforts and expert working groups, such as that of the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) and the UNESCO-SCBD Joint Programme on the Links Between Biological and Cultural Diversity.


	We encourage the Secretariat to cross reference the recently agreed Recommendation WG8J-11/3 - Options for possible elements of work aimed at an integration of nature and culture in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework.  Proposed task 2 of that work programme directly envisages consideration of updated indicators regarding traditional knowledge.


	We note that the Secretariat is still in the process of identifying indicators for several key targets, for example T11.2, T13.1, T13.2, T14.2, T19.3, T19.4, T20.1, T20.2, and T20.3. These targets, and their corresponding indicators, are critical in that they synergize with multilateral efforts to more clearly articulate and recognize the links between nature and culture (including social, cultural, and biological diversity) in biodiversity conservation. Given that there are no listed indicators, we offer the following sources for identifying appropriate indicators:

· Bergamini, N., Blasiak, R., Eyzaguirre, P., Ichikawa, K., Mijatovic, D., Fumiko, N., & Subramanian, S. M. (2013). Indicators of Resilience in Socio-ecological Production Landscapes (SEPLs). https://www.bioversityinternational.org/fileadmin/user_upload/online_library/publications/pdfs/Indicators_of_Resilience_in_Socio-ecological_Production_Landscapes__SEPLs__1676.pdf
· Department of Strategic Policy Planning and Aid Coordination (DSPPAC) (2017) Vanuatu 2030 The People’s Plan. Port Vila, Republic of Vanuatu: Department of Strategic Policy, Planning and Aid Coordination. http://www.gov.vu/attachment s/article/26/NSDP_M_E_Framework.pdf
· LOCAL BIODIVERSITY OUTLOOKS Indigenous Peoples’ and Local Communities’ Contributions to the Implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. Koninklijke Brill NV. https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_HRD-5540-2016017
· Malvatumauri National Council of Chiefs, & Vanuatu National Statistics Office. (2012). Alternative Indicators of Well-being for Melanesia. 115. http://www.christensenfund.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/11/Alternative-Indicators-Vanuatu.pdf
· New Zealand Government (2019). The Wellbeing Budget. 147 in editors. New Zealand Treasury. Wellington. http://treasury.govt.nz/publications/wellbeing-budget/wellbeing-budget-2019
· Indicators developed by UNESCO for culture and the SDGs, 5 of which relate to environment and resilience https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000371562
· Relevant indicators in other significant datasets such as the Nature-Culture Indicators and Knowledge Systems Resource Directory http://resources.cbc.amnh.org/indicators/


	In addition, we wish to draw your attention to ongoing work led by the CBC and partners, which may provide additional context on the importance of locally and culturally attuned indicators, for consideration the CBD’s negotations and discussions:
· Action Group on Knowledge Systems and Indicators of Well-being (Action Group). 2018. Meeting Overview. April 21-22, 2018. Convened at the American Museum of Natural History, New York City, USA. http://amnh.org/actiongroup
· Action Group on Knowledge Systems and Indicators of Well-being (Action Group). 2019. Meeting Summary – Indicator Gathering. April 19-20, 2019. Convened at the American Museum of Natural History, New York City, USA. http://amnh.org/indicatorgathering
· Dacks, R., Ticktin, T., Mawyer, A., Caillon, S., Claudet, J., Fabre, P., Jupiter, S. D., McCarter, J., Mejia, M., Pascua, P., Sterling, E., & Wongbusarakum, S. (2019). Developing biocultural indicators for resource management. Conservation Science and Practice, 1(6), e38. https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.38
· McCarter, J., Sterling, E. J., Jupiter, S. D., Cullman, G. D., Albert, S., Basi, M., Betley, E., Boseto, D., Bulehite, E. S., Harron, R., Holland, P. S., Horning, N., Hughes, A., Jino, N., Malone, C., Mauli, S., Pae, B., Papae, R., Rence, F., … Filardi, C. E. (2018). Biocultural approaches to developing well-being indicators in Solomon Islands. Ecology and Society, 23(1), art32. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-09867-230132
· Sterling, E. J., Pascua, P., Sigouin, A., Gazit, N., Mandle, L., Betley, E., Aini, J., Albert, S., Caillon, S., Caselle, J. E., Cheng, S. H., Claudet, J., Dacks, R., Darling, E. S., Filardi, C., Jupiter, S. D., Mawyer, A., Mejia, M., Morishige, K., … McCarter, J. (2020). Creating a space for place and multidimensional well-being: Lessons learned from localizing the SDGs. Sustainability Science, 15(4), 1129–1147. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00822-w


	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	6
	B
	68
	Regarding the monitoring element on “Learning and Inspiration”, we encourage the Secretariat to consider relevant indicators on land-based learning, for instance those developed at the sub-national scale by the First Nations with Schools Collective (Canada): https://fnwsceducation.files.wordpress.com/2019/04/2019-04-15-d2-land-based-summary-report-final.pdf


	1
	6
	B
	69
	Regarding the monitoring element on “Physical and psychological connections to place and community”, we encourage the Secretariat to consider reframing this element around the recognition of nature’s connections to culture in terms of the attachment of people (individually or collectively) to a particular place.  See: Sterling et al - Sustainability Science (2020) 15:1129–1147 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00822-w for the importance of this and lack of current attention in SDG frameworks.


	1
	6
	B
	70
	Regarding the monitoring element on “Supporting identities”, we suggest a modification to “Supporting cultural identities”. Supporting information and potential indicators from which to draw inspiration have been developed by UNESCO and are available at https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000371562


	1
	6
	B
	71
	Regarding the monitoring element on “Maintainence of cultural values”, we encourage the Secretariat to expand this description to “Maintenance of cultural values and practices” given the inextricable links between cultural practices and cultural values. 

	2
	22
	A
	133 - 139
	Regarding 11.2. Contributions of biodiversity to human health and well-being, we encourage the Secretariat to consider including indicators that acknowledge multidimensional measures of well-being, for instance taking into account social, cultural, spiritual, environmental, and economic factors that contribute to well-being.

	2
	25
	A
	152 - 156
	Regarding Target 13.1. Biodiversity reflected in planning at all levels, we encourage the Secretariat to include indicators that acknowledge sub-national and local community level planning.

	2
	26
	A
	157 - 158
	T13.2. Biodiversity reflected in national and other accounts, we encourage the Secretariat to include indicators that acknowledge sub-national and local community level accounts.

	2
	28
	A
	167 - 176
	Regarding Target 14.2. Sustainable production practices, including circular economy and waste management, we encourage the Secretariat to include indicators that focus on environmental safeguards and protection used in tandem with indicators focused on expanding sustainable production. We also encourage the Secretariat to consider indicators that relate to traditional or customary occupations and economies, for example subsistence fishing and farming and customary exchange practices.

	2
	37
	A
	234 - 235
	Regarding Target 19.3. Promotion of biodiversity in education, we encourage the Secretariat to include indicators that extend beyond the current focus on global citizenship education and sustainable development, to also include the importance of Indigenous and local knowledge and practices, as they relate to biodiversity conservation.

	2
	38
	A
	236 - 238
	Regarding Target 19.4. Availability of research and knowledge, including traditional knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous peoples and local communities with their free, prior and informed consent, we encourage the Secretariat to consider revising “traditional knowledge” to instead reflect “Indigenous and local knowledge” and also encourage the Secretariat to capitalize [I]ndigenous [P]eoples.

	2
	38
	A
	239 - 243
	Regarding Target 20.1. Equitable participation of IPLCs in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources, we encourage the Secretariat to identify indicators that relate to the factors that enable participation, for instance encompassing financial support to attend global policy convenings.


	2
	39
	A
	244 - 246
	Regarding Target 20.2. Equitable participation of women and girls in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources, we encourage the Secretariat to identify indicators that relate to the factors that enable participation, for instance encompassing financial support to attend global policy convenings.

	2
	40
	A
	247 - 248
	Regarding Target 20.3. Equitable participation of youth in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources, we encourage the Secretariat to identify indicators that relate to the factors that enable participation, for instance encompassing financial support to attend global policy convenings.

	
	
	
	
	


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�





