
UNEDITED 

Views expressed in Plenary on potential elements of the structure and scope of the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework (item 4 of the agenda) 

 

CLUSTER 1 - THE OUTCOME-ORIENTED ELEMENTS (VISION, MISSION, GOALS, 

AND TARGETS) OF THE POST-2020 GLOBAL BIODIVERSITY FRAMEWORK 

Addressed in the afternoon of the first day of the meeting, statements were made on “Cluster 1” by the 

following Parties to the Convention: New Zealand, Chile, Norway, Republic of Korea, South Africa 

speaking on behalf of Africa, Australia, Switzerland, Equatorial Guinea, Mexico, China, Bolivia, Finland 

speaking on behalf of the European Union and its member States, Uganda, Argentina, Colombia, Iceland, 

Japan, Canada, and Saint Lucia. 

Statements were also made on “Cluster 1” by the following organizations: The World Bank and Friends 

of the Earth International. 

General matters 

Areas of convergence 

There should be clear and logical links between the 2050 Vision, the 2030 Mission and the goals and 

targets (e.g. European Union and its member States, Canada). 

Areas for further consideration 

Human rights-based approach. 

The rationale 

Areas of convergence 

The inclusion of a rationale was strongly supported by the African Parties. 

Areas of divergence 

None 

Areas proposed for amendments/refinement or requiring further development/consideration 

In addition to the recognition given to the Sustainable Development Goals, explicit references to other 

related conventions should be added. (Africa) 

The 2050 Vision for Biodiversity 

Areas of convergence 

The Conference of the Parties has already decided that the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity (“living in 

harmony with nature”) will remain an element of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework; 

General agreement with the 2050 Vision. 

Areas of divergence 

None 

Areas proposed for amendments/refinement or requiring further development/consideration 

For further defining, in concrete terms, what this Vision means in relation to the objectives of the 

Convention (how the elements of the 2050 Vision (biodiversity valued, conserved, restored and wisely 

used, maintaining ecosystem services, sustaining a healthy planet and delivering essential benefits for all 

people) could be incorporated in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework): 
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(a) There are various pathways to reach the 2050 Vision and that these require urgent action 

and significant transformational change in many spheres within economies and societies; 

(b) The development and implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework 

needs to be clearly linked to the 2050 Vision. In this sense, the post-2020 global biodiversity framework 

should identify milestones and chart the journey over the next 30 years. 

The 2030 mission 

Areas of convergence 

The Conference of the Parties has decided (decision 14/34) that the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework should have an inspirational and motivating 2030 mission as a stepping stone towards the 

2050 Vision for Biodiversity. 

There is general support for a quantifiable and achievable 2030 mission statement. 

General support that there may be a need for one or several medium- and longer-term 

milestone(s)/mission statements to 2050 (2030 and 2040). 

Areas of divergence 

Whether or not there should be an “apex target” – though most interventions were broadly supportive. 

The 2030 mission should be a measurable milestone to the 2050 Vision (e.g. European Union), versus the 

mission should not express itself as a goal related to the state of biodiversity / confusing the mission with 

an apex target. (Mexico) 

Areas proposed for amendments/refinement or requiring further development/consideration  

The Mission should describe in an ambitious and aspirational way the purpose of this new strategic 

framework, which is a guide for the implementation of the agreement for the next decade and the next 

until reaching the 2050 vision. However, the mission should not express itself as a goal related to the state 

of biodiversity, as stated in the non-paper. We believe that the Mission is being confused with the 

approach of a main goal (Mexico). Therefore, this would require attention. 

Goals and targets 

Areas of convergence 

General support for “Option 2” concerning goals and targets set out in the non-paper. 

The importance of basing targets/sub-targets on objectives that have existing indicators/data. 

The potential utility of sub-targets. 

Goals should be understandable and easy to communicate. 

Goals could build on the existing goals of the current Strategic Plan and be coherent with and supportive 

of the Sustainable Development Goals. 

Goals and targets should pay attention to direct and indirect drivers, as identified by IPBES. 

Areas of divergence 

Areas proposed for amendments/refinement or requiring further development/consideration  

Goals and targets “Option 2”: A question regarding how matters related to Article 8(j) could be better 

included under “Option 2” was proposed by some Parties (New Zealand, Australia). Therefore, this 

could be worked upon. 

[For example, an overall goal establishing a transparent, just and equitable framework, inclusive of 

indigenous peoples, local communities, women, youth and stakeholders as actors and agents of change in 
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conservation and sustainable use, as well as equitable access to biological resources and ecosystem 

services (as reflected in several opening statements (Costa Rica on behalf of GRULAC, Women, etc.)]. 

Goals and targets “Option 2”: It is not possible to see how the Protocols could be accommodated in this 

proposal (“Option 2”) (Africa). Therefore, this would need to be worked on. 

Goal(s) to ensure the Protocols are integrated into the framework. 

Need to reassess the organization of targets and avoid duplication or overlap (Canada, referring to the 

structure of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, which, in its view, remains relevant, but with slightly 

disjointed and scattered approaches). 

Different types of goals and targets need to be clarified: (a) long-term outcome-oriented (towards 2050); 

(b) short-term action-oriented (before 2030); (c) ongoing enabling conditions. These categories are 

equally important, with no hierarchy between them (European Union). 

Indicators 

Areas of convergence 

The basic proposal of the non-paper, i.e., to use: 

Indicators already identified by the CBD (including in decision XIII/28);  

Indicators used by the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem 

Services; 

Indicators used for the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. 

Several Parties noted the importance of utilizing existing indicators from other instruments/processes (e.g. 

“Regarding the indicators for the goals they should be found in the existing mechanisms and instruments 

that have been followed and applied by the Parties” (Chile). 

Areas of divergence 

Areas proposed for amendments/refinement or requiring further development/consideration 

__________ 

 


