
Considering Section C in the monitoring framework

The GBF  is to be understood, acted upon, implemented, reported and 
evaluated, consistent with: 

1. Contributions and rights of indigenous 

peoples and local communities (IPLCs)

2. Different value systems

3. Whole-of-government and whole-of-

society approach

4. National circumstances, priorities and 

capabilities

5. Collective effort towards the targets

6. Right to development

7. Human rights-based approach

8. Gender

9. Fulfilment of the three objectives of the   

Convention and it  Protocols and their 

balanced implementation

10. Consistency with international 

agreements or instruments

11. Principles of the Rio Declaration

12. Science and innovation

13. Ecosystem approach

14.  Intergenerational equity

15.  Formal and informal education

16. Access to financial resources

17. Cooperation and synergies

18.  Biodiversity and health
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Guidance on monitoring Section C

• How can we use the GBF’s Monitoring Framework, with its indicators and 
disaggregation, to assess our global progress on considerations in Section C?

• How can we assess alignment of (national) implementation of the 
Framework with Section C?

Elements of Section C are referred in some of indicators. Appendix 2 of 

SBSTTA/26/2 notes where related reporting may be possible by 2026, including 
through:

• Disaggregation of the headline indicators 

• Use of binary, component and complementary indicators
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Annex 2

Table 2 

Issues in section C 

related to 

monitoring 

framework
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Annex 1

Disaggregation of 

the headline 

indicators
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What does Section C mean for implementing the monitoring framework?

• How can we monitor in a way that aligns with the considerations of 
Section C?

By:

• Stronger and more efficient monitoring processes and systems 

• Monitoring framework and process can include indicators that are 
important and pertinent for people in relation to biodiversity.
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• Participatory processes

• Inclusive design and implementation of monitoring

• Community Based Monitoring and Information 

Systems (CBMIS)

• Sharing information well:

• FPIC Free and Prior Informed Consent

• FAIR Principles

• CARE Principles

• Human-Rights-Based Approach to Data

• Broad range of information sources

Stronger monitoring processes 

https://www.cbd.int/
https://www.giz.de/en/downloads/giz2013-en-assessing-free-and-prior-informed-consent-fpic-phillipinen.pdf
https://www.go-fair.org/fair-principles/
https://www.gida-global.org/care
https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Issues/HRIndicators/GuidanceNoteonApproachtoData.pdf
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/HRIndicators/GuidanceNoteonApproachtoData.pdf
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Use of specific indicators (7-Human rights-based approach)

Human rights in the KMGBF?  Binary indicator Target 22

• SDG indicator 16.10.1 as basis for a component indicator on attacks against 

environmental HRDs which complements the binary indicator under Target 

22

https://www.cbd.int/


Indicators important for people in relation to biodiversity

Include the four traditional knowledge indicators*important and 
pertinent for IPLCs 

Developed under the Article 8j process and as part of the Joint 

Programme of Work on the Links Between Biological and Cultural 
Diversity

Use of specific indicators (1. Contributions and rights of indigenous peoples 

and local communities (IPLCs)
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Use of specific indicators (13. Ecosystem approach)

Ecosystem-related headline 

indicators

A.1 Red List of Ecosystems      

A.2 Extent of natural ecosystems 

B.1 Services provided by ecosystems

2.1 Area under restoration

3.1 Coverage of protected areas 
and OECM

If we report all the indicators consistently 
by ecosystem type, we could have holistic 

view of the same ecosystem.

A.1 Is it threatened? 

A.2 How much of it still exists? 

B.1 What services does it provide and are 
they increasing or decreasing?

2.1 How much of it is being restored?

3.1 How much of it is protected?

What are the impacts of invasive species, 

pollution and climate change?

How threatened are its species (A.3 Red 

list Index)?
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Over time, we can link progress in the 
targets with progress in outcomes (goals): 
Theory of change! 
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Disaggregation by ecosystem type (13. Ecosystem approach)

6. National/local 
ecosystem types

5. Global 
ecosystem types

-AHTEG recommends using ecosystem 

functional groups (level 3), allows for 
harmonised global reporting and 
comparison while still providing enough 
detail to be meaningful from a biodiversity 
perspective (av. ~20 per country) .

-National ecosystem types should be used 
for planning, action, assessment and 
accounting – not replaced by EFGs

-National classifications should be cross-
walked to ecosystem functional groups for 
reporting

-Supports development of new classification

https://www.cbd.int/
mailto:emily.nicholson@unimelb.edu.au
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IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology  http://global-ecosystems.org 

Example: different ecosystem types that all belong to the 

ecosystem functional group T4.2 pyric savannas

Brazil: ‘typical’ cerrado

Mozambique: Mueda 

Mixed Dry Miombo

Australia: Tiwi islands Eucalypt 

forested savanna

Disaggregation by ecosystem type (13. Ecosystem approach)
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Building capacity and improving data

14

-AHTEG was able to develop/update 

methodologies for all but headline 

indicator 1.1 (percent of land and sea 

covered by biodiversity-inclusive spatial 

plans) and headline indicator 9.1 

(benefits from the sustainable use of wild 

species).  

-Of the remaining 24 headline indicators:

15 are now developed, tested and ready. 

2 are in the final stages of testing.

2 still require testing 

5 are in development but with 

substantial progress.

https://www.cbd.int/


Key groups where we know we lack data:

⦁ Children and youth ⦁ People of different abilities

⦁ IPLCs ⦁ Gender

For an ecosystem based approaches Parties need ecosystem classifications and maps.

Key topics

Expression of human rights in biodiversity 

Social, economic and cultural implications of environmental change

Use of traditional knowledge

Community-based monitoring and information systems

How do we measure the progress of taking section C into the GBF?

Considerations for implementing Section C of the GBF

Slides provided by:  Ms. Tiffany Straza
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Building capacity and improving data

For all goals and targets, the AHTEG 

identify which elements are covered and 

where gaps remain to be filled, and made 

recommendations for filing the gaps.

Targets 1, 8, 9, 13, 14, 16, 17, 20, 22 and 23 

only have a binary indicator or have a 

headline in development. 

Targets aimed at implementation and 

mainstreaming, lack outcome orientated 

indicators.

https://www.cbd.int/
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Building capacity and improving data

Despite the gaps, the monitoring framework appears to be 

effective at tracking progress towards much of the GBF, 

but additional national and international resources and 

technical capacity are required to implement it in its 

current state and for future development addressing gaps. 

With the five indicator types the framework also allows a 

degree of flexibility for Parties to focus their resources on 

those aspects of higher priority for them.

Which are the priorities and opportunities for achieving 

the implementation of the GBF monitoring framework?

https://www.cbd.int/
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Building capacity and improving data

https://www.cbd.int/

	Slide 1: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 2: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 3: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 4: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 5: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 6: Stronger monitoring processes 
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9: Use of specific indicators (13. Ecosystem approach)
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13: Considering Section C in the monitoring framework
	Slide 14: Building capacity and improving data
	Slide 15: Considerations for implementing Section C of the GBF
	Slide 16
	Slide 17: Building capacity and improving data
	Slide 18: Building capacity and improving data

