
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:
	Bull

	Given Name:
	Joseph William

	Government (if applicable): 
	n/a

	Organization:
	University of Kent, University of Oxford

	Address:  
	St Giles Way

	City:
	Canterbury

	Country:
	UK

	E-mail:
	j.w.bull@kent.ac.uk

	General Comments

	As a conservation scientist working in this space (global biodiversity conservation and associated policies), I think there is much that is promising about the draft monitoring framework. However, I was extremely disappointed to see the language of ‘net outcomes’ (e.g. no net loss, net gain, etc.) being dropped from the high-level targets subsequent to its inclusion in the ‘zero draft’ of the post-2020 strategy. ‘Net outcomes’ is developing rapidly as a promising approach for decoupling economic development activities and biodiversity loss. There is extensive research on the topic, and a few decades of experience which is culminating in increasing convergence on good practice. Further, combining a net outcomes objective with a ‘mitigation hierarchy’ provides a framework that is often intuitive and practical to industry. Based on existing and emerging research, I think it would be a mistake not to include the language of ‘no net loss’ or ‘net gain’ in the final set of targets. This is the motivation for my specific comments below.

	

	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	2
	A
	1
	Replace “Increased extent” with “Net gain in extent” for component A1. A ‘net outcomes’ approach like this reflects current scientific thinking on a promising way towards achieving largescale increases in habitat extent (see e.g. Bull et al., Maron et al., Milner-Gulland et al.).

	1
	2
	B
	1 - 12
	Replace “Trends in area of” with “Trends in area and condition of”. Area is not a sufficiently strong indicator of biodiversity value in itself, a point that is well understood in the conservation literature.

	1
	3
	C
	32 - 33
	Include “IUCN Green Status of Species” as an indicator. The Green Status will define species recovery goals, and is therefore a critical guide to ‘improving conservation status’ (i.e. component A3). See Akcakaya et al.

	1
	4
	B
	42 - 48
	Replace “Trends in areas of” with “Trends in areas and condition of”. Area is not a sufficiently strong indicator of biodiversity value in itself, a point that is well understood in the conservation literature.

	2
	10
	B
	35 - 37
	Change “Trend in extent of” to “Trend in extent and condition of”. It is well-established that protected areas will only improve biodiversity if they are effectively managed and implemented (alongside an increase in area): see e.g. Geldmann et al., Gill et al.

	2
	26
	C
	154
	Suggest that indicators are built on (a) proportion of eligible developments that feature a chapter on biodiversity in the relevant Environmental Impact Assessment, and (b) number of countries that include a mandatory ‘no net loss’ or ‘net gain’ biodiversity principle into development processes. For the latter, GIBOP provides a good starting point for monitoring.

	2
	27
	B
	159 - 161
	Instead of the “number of policies and regulations” here, would recommend the “proportion of development projects”. The former depends too much on how this number is counted in practice (which may vary), and gives very little information about effectiveness – whereas the latter provides a measure of the effectiveness with which these policies/regulations are translated into application.

	2
	29
	C
	177-179
	Recommend that indicators in these rows include “the proportion of known biodiversity risks in supply chains that are managed or otherwise addressed by specific policy”. This would give an indication of to what extent specific biodiversity risks (which are well known, in general, by sector) are acknowledged and mitigated. Indicators based on FSC and MSC are useful, but far from sufficient in isolation (see Addison et al.).

	2
	31
	C
	187, 193
	“Awareness of the Conservation Hierarchy”, or a variation, could provide an indicator here. The Conservation Hierarchy is adaptable for individual behaviours via the ‘four steps for the earth” (see website here, and Milner-Gulland et al.).


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�





