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Submission to the peer review of SBSTTA document CBD/SBSTTA/24/3/Add.2 (Scientific and Technical Information to Support the Review of the Updated Goals and Targets, and Related Indicators and Baselines)

SBSTTA document CBD/SBSTTA/24/3/Add.2 (Scientific and Technical Information to Support the Review of the Updated Goals and Targets, and Related Indicators and Baselines) strongly emphasises that while “priority should be given to retaining existing natural ecosystems … The conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity is also important in areas beyond “natural” ecosystems including in agricultural and urban environments. Such “managed” ecosystems (those whose biotic composition is the result of deliberate manipulation by people) can provide important habitats, and contribute to habitat connectivity, for some species, as well as being essential for ecosystem functioning and services.” (Excerpts of paragraphs 19 and 21).

First, we express concern that this strong statement of the role of managed ecosystems for the conservation of biodiversity is not reflected in the text of the Goals and Targets of the Update of the Zero Draft of the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework or the proposed indicators for the monitoring approach (CBD/SBSTTA/24/3Add.1). Goal A and its targets focus exclusively on the importance of natural ecosystems for biodiversity conservation and do not give a role to managed productive agricultural landscapes for biodiversity conservation and habitat connectivity. While we fully support the utter importance of protecting natural ecosystems we feel that the CBD should also send strong policy signals that maintaining well-managed landscapes that share farming and niches for biodiversity is critical, so that those landscapes can contribute to biodiversity conservation and function as ecological corridors[footnoteRef:1]. Such policy signals are important to counter today’s incentives that in many places tend to encourage the transformation of shared landscapes to monocrops that harbour little biodiversity and often bring benefits to relatively few people. [1:  https://portals.iucn.org/library/sites/library/files/documents/PAG-030-En.pdf “Ecological corridors may consist partly or entirely of natural areas managed primarily for connectivity. Corridors can also cross highly managed areas – such as ranches or commercial forests – provided the area within the corridor is explicitly managed for connectivity. In some cases, a corridor can combine a natural area and an area managed for extraction. So long as their conservation objectives are supported, ecological corridors may include compatible human activities that practise sustainable resource use. These might include some forms of human habitation, farming, forestry, grazing, hunting, fishing and ecotourism”] 


Second, Target 1 establishes a numerical goal for spatial planning for land and sea areas, implying an intention is to cover all types of ecosystems, managed and natural. If so, the first part of Target 1 should establish a numeric goal of 100% or the totality of areas under management. This would allow the scalability of landscape planning that includes restoration and ecosystem-based approaches in managed ecosystems, in line with the rationale explained in paragraph 52, which states that ecosystem restoration as a concept may include “the rehabilitation of converted or degraded lands to improve both productivity and integrity”.

We note that agriculture is dealt with under Target 9. However this comes under Goal B (Meeting people’s needs through sustainable use and benefit-sharing). This deals with the use of agrobiodiversity for food security and sustainable practices to avoid further biodiversity loss and sustainably increase productivity, rather than the management of agricultural landscapes for all kinds of biodiversity conservation. Again, we agree with the aspirations of Goal B to meet people’s needs, but strongly advocate the importance of having a target that focuses on conservation and management of extensive mixed landscapes for the conservation of wild biodiversity and to increase ecosystem connectivity.

An unfortunate outcome of segregating conservation in wild areas under Goal A from agrobiodiversity under Goal B is that that ministerial mandates are likely to be allocated following this classification. Thus ministries of environment and forests will continue to deal with protected areas while ministries of agriculture continue to see their role as managing agricultural diversity for crop and animal production. This will perpetuate the common current situation where cross-sectoral collaboration is minimal.

To overcome the issues outlined above, the following are the minimum text changes that should be made in the Framework Document.

Goal A - The area, connectivity and integrity of natural ecosystems increased, by at least [X%] supporting healthy and resilient populations of all species while reducing the number of species that are threatened by [X%] and maintaining genetic diversity, while extensivey shared landscapes, including agricultural and urban landscapes, are managed to optimally conserve wild biodiversity and provide connectivity between natural ecosystems.

Target 1. By 2030, 50100% of land and sea areas globally are under spatial planning addressing land/sea use change, retaining most of the existing intact and wilderness areas, and allow to restore [X%] of degraded freshwater, marine and terrestrial natural ecosystems and connectivity among them.


Dr Anja Gassner, Senior Scientist, International Centre for Research in Agroforestry (ICRAF) and Science Advisor, Global Landscape Forum

Dr Philip Dobie, Senior Fellow, ICRAF

Dr Emile Frison, former Director General of Bioversity International and current member of the International Panel of Experts on Sustainable Food Systems (IPES-Food).
Start a conversation
on how trees on farms can contribute to more robust goals, targets and indicators for the Post-2020 Biodiversity Framework by reaching out to one of our focal points:
Dr. Anja Gassner, Senior Scientist, International Centre for Research in Agroforestry (ICRAF) and Science Advisor, Global Landscape Forum a.gassner@ cgiar.org 
Dr. Philip Dobie, Senior Fellow, ICRAF p.dobie@cgiar.org
Adriana Vidal, Senior Forest Policy Officer, Forest Conservation Programme, IUCN: adriana.vidal@ iucn.org 
Dr. Chetan Kumar, Senior Programme Coordinator, Forest Conservation Programme, IUCN: chetan.kumar@iucn.org
Please visit: www.treesonfarmsforbiodiversity.com
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