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POTENTIAL ELEMENTS OF THE STRUCTURE AND SCOPE OF THE POST-2020 GLOBAL 

BIODIVERSITY FRAMEWORK 

Informal note by Mr. Francis Ogwal and Mr. Basile van Havre, Co-Chairs of the Open-ended 

Working Group on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework 

I. BACKGROUND 

1. The Conference of the Parties, in decision 14/34, set out the process for developing a post-2020 

global biodiversity framework and established the Open-ended Working Group on the Post-2020 Global 

Biodiversity Framework to support this process and tasked us to serve as Co-chairs. Various consultation 

processes have been undertaken to obtain views on the possible scope and content of the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework.
1
 On the basis of these views and the views provided on a discussion paper 

developed to guide the submission,
2
 and in line with relevant decisions from the fourteenth meeting of the 

Conference of the Parties, we have prepared this informal note on the potential scope and content of the 

post-2020 global biodiversity framework. The purpose of this informal note is to facilitate discussions 

during the first meeting of the working Group. This informal note should not be considered as limiting or 

attempting to prejudge further work or prevent Parties or observers from expressing additional views. 

2. Through the consultation process conducted thus far, we have identified four general clusters of 

issues for consideration in the development of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework: 

                                                      
1 An overview of these processes is contained in document CBD/WG2020/1/2.  
2 CBD/POST2020/PREP/1/1. 

The present informal note has been prepared by the Co-Chairs of the Open-ended Working Group on the 

Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework, to support discussions on agenda item 4. It is based on the 

consultations undertaken and submissions received to date. This informal note is offered as a basis for 

further work and does not prejudge or prevent Parties or observers from expressing their views at any time. 

It is complimented by a “non-paper” providing a proposal for a possible structure of a post 2020 global 

biodiversity framework. 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-14/cop-14-dec-34-en.pdf
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(a) Cluster 1 – The outcome-oriented elements (vision, mission, goals, and targets) of the 

post-2020 global biodiversity framework; 

(b) Cluster 2 – Enabling conditions and means of implementation for the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework; 

(c) Cluster 3 – Planning and accountability modalities, mechanisms and tools (monitoring, 

reporting, review); 

(d) Cluster 4 – Cross-cutting approaches and issues. 

These clusters of issues are further discussed below. It is important to note that, in some cases, specific 

issues may be linked to several clusters. Similarly, discussions under one cluster may have implications 

for the discussions related to the others. 

II. INTRODUCTION 

A. Vision 

3. Throughout the consultation process, we have heard that the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity 

(“Living in harmony with nature”) remains relevant and should not be changed. This is also consistent 

with decision 14/2. We have also heard that Parties are not on track to reach the 2050 Vision. This 

observation is supported by a wealth of information, including the global assessment report on 

biodiversity and ecosystem services prepared by the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on 

Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services. However, we have also heard that there are possible pathways to 

reach the 2050 Vision and that these require urgent action and significant change in many spheres of 

economies and society. We have also heard that 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. 

B. Scope and content 

4. It has been suggested that the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should be developed by 

back-casting from 2050 to determine the specific goals and objectives that need to be reached and the 

actions which need to be taken over the next 30 years. This could also include setting milestones (for 

example, every 10 or 15 years) on the path to 2050. 

5. The post-2020 global biodiversity framework will need to be ambitious, innovative, realistic and 

commensurate with the challenges of bringing about the transformations required to address biodiversity 

loss and achieve the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity. This ambition can be interpreted in different ways, but 

it should include both what the post-2020 global biodiversity framework is aiming to achieve, for 

example through the formulation of goals and targets, but also how this can be accomplished, for example 

through stronger implementation and accountability mechanisms and enhanced governance and 

partnerships. 

6. Repeatedly, we have heard that the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should serve as a 

universal framework for action on biodiversity, promote coherent action and synergies with related 

processes, be based on a clear theory of change and have a clear and easily communicated conceptual 

framework. It will also require effective means of implementation, including resource mobilization, 

capacity-building, knowledge management, communication and stakeholder engagement. It will also 

require increased levels of ownership by all stakeholders and accountability for its implementation. 

7. A common theme throughout the consultation process has been that the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework should reflect the three objectives of the Convention in a fully balanced way. We 

have also heard that the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should build on the Strategic Plan for 

Biodiversity 2011-2020. Similarly, it was observed that the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity, which 

articulates the desired state of biodiversity (biodiversity is valued, conserved, wisely used and restored), 

and places an emphasis on ensuring a healthy planet and essential benefits for all people, could be 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-14/cop-14-dec-02-en.pdf
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translated into different parts of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework and provides further context 

for discussion. 

8. More broadly, the need to link or align the post-2020 global biodiversity framework with the 

Paris Agreement adopted under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change as well as 

the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development has been repeatedly emphasized. 

9. Many specific issues related to the scope of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework were 

raised during the consultations. These include: 

(a) Addressing the drivers of biodiversity loss (especially at ecosystem and species level); 

(b) Nature-based solutions; 

(c) The rights of nature (nature has the right to exist, persist, maintain and regenerate); 

(d) Access and benefit-sharing (and the related issue of digital sequence information); 

(e) Governance and political support; 

(f) Environmental justice and human rights; 

(g) The role and contributions of indigenous peoples and local communities (collective 

actions); 

(h) Addressing gender equality and women’s empowerment; 

(i) Linking biodiversity to food systems and security, disaster risk reduction and human 

health and well-being; 

(j) Expanding the use of other effective area-based conservation measures to supplement the 

impact and effect of protected areas; 

(k) Promoting ecosystem restoration; 

(l) Linking biodiversity to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development; 

(m) Addressing issues pertaining to youth, subnational governments, cities and other local 

authorities, gender, civil society and the private sector. 

10. A great deal of discussion during the consultations was also focused on voluntary commitments, 

with comparisons being drawn to the nationally determined contribution under the United Nations 

Framework Convention on Climate Change, and how such an approach would be compatible with the 

national biodiversity strategies and action plans and whether their voluntary nature could weaken action 

under the framework. We also heard from the consultations that some terms (including “voluntary 

commitment” and “mainstreaming”) may have to be defined or explained to enable all stakeholders to 

have a common understanding. 

11. During the consultations, we heard that there is a need for integration between the Convention 

and its Protocols. There appears to be a general view that this could be done by incorporating targets 

related to access and benefit-sharing and biosafety into the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. 

12. Decision CP-9/7 provides that biosafety should be reflected in the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework and sets out steps towards the preparation of the biosafety component of the post-2020 

framework. The decision also sets out a process for developing a specific Implementation Plan for the 

Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety as a follow-up to the Strategic Plan for the Cartagena Protocol on 

Biosafety for the period 2011-2020. Therefore, the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should focus 

on issues which are reflected as general commitments under the Convention, including those under 

Article 8 (in situ conservation) and Article 19 (handling of biotechnology and distribution of its benefits). 

13. Unlike for the Cartagena Protocol, and given that access and benefit-sharing is one of the three 

objectives of the Convention, Parties to the Nagoya Protocol decided to have an integrated approach 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cp-mop-09/cp-mop-09-dec-07-en.pdf
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within the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. In particular, decision NP-3/15 encourages Parties to 

undertake measures to enhance implementation of the Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit-sharing in 

the context of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. In the light of this, the Working Group may 

wish to further consider this issue. 

III. CLUSTER 1 - THE OUTCOME-ORIENTED ELEMENTS (VISION, MISSION, 

GOALS, AND TARGETS) OF THE POST-2020 GLOBAL BIODIVERSITY 

FRAMEWORK 

14. Throughout the consultation process we have heard that the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework should include several major “building blocks”. These are: 

(a) The 2050 Vision for Biodiversity – As noted above, 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. During the consultations, we heard that the 

Vision describes the desired outcome for 2050. However, we also heard that there is value in further 

defining, in concrete terms, what this Vision means in relation to the objectives of the Convention. In this 

context, the Working Group may wish to consider 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; 

(b) Mission – 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. This view was echoed throughout the consultation 

process, and we understand that there is a general desire for a mission statement which sets out the result 

the Parties want to achieve by 2030, and/or what actions Parties must take. In this context, we have heard 

that the 2030 mission could reflect or be linked to the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity and its elements. More 

generally, we have heard that the mission statement could be expressed as one or several high-level or 

apex target(s) or as an action-oriented statement encapsulating the actions needed in order for Parties to 

be on track to achieve the 2050 Vision. We have also heard that there is a need to consider developing 

other medium-term milestones, such as to 2040, to map out the entire pathway to 2050 more clearly. In 

the light of this, the Working Group may wish to further consider what the elements of an inspirational 

and motivating 2030 mission in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework could be as well as to 

explore its possible formulation. The Working Group may also wish to consider the need for one or 

several medium and longer-term milestone(s) to 2050; 

(c) Goals – During the consultation process, we have repeatedly heard that the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework needs to be easy to communicate. Many participants have suggested that 

the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should have a series of goals, similar to what is used in the 

2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the current Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. 

These goals could be used to group similar targets together under common themes or headings. 

Alternatively, we have also heard that the post-2020 global biodiversity framework could have a set of 

targets and sub-targets which may simultaneously contribute to several goals. There have also been 

different suggestions on what issues the goals in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework could 

address. One option, given the continued relevance of the 2050 Vision, is that they could be based on the 

concepts of valuing, conserving, restoring, and wisely using biodiversity, for maintaining ecosystem 

services, a healthy planet and benefits for all people, which are articulated in the Vision. A second option, 

based on the need to better articulate the three objectives of the Convention in the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework, could be to develop goals based on the three objectives of the Convention. A 

further option that has been suggested is to work from the five goals of the current Strategic Plan for 

Biodiversity 2011-2020. It has also been suggested that the goals need to reflect the status of biodiversity. 

With regard to their time frame, it has been suggested that the goals in the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework could include long-term, aspirational goals (for example until 2050) and/or shorter-term goals, 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/np-mop-03/np-mop-03-dec-15-en.pdf
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for example until 2030. The importance of goals as communication tools has also been routinely 

highlighted in the consultations. In the light of the different perspectives on possible goals for the post-

2020 global biodiversity framework, the Working Group may wish to further consider this issue; 

(d) Targets and sub-targets – Throughout the consultation, there has been a consistent call for 

developing a set of “SMART” (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Results-based, and Time-bound) 

biodiversity targets and potentially sub-targets. There has also been a consistent call to build on the 

Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets in developing future 

biodiversity targets, including by refining them. However, it has also been noted that the current targets 

have several weaknesses, including that some are not phrased as targets, some are not “SMART”, some 

do not have clear baselines, some are not quantifiable, and others are not clearly communicated. It was 

also observed that the Aichi Biodiversity Targets contain targets related to biodiversity, implementation, 

enabling conditions and accountability elements. We have also heard suggestions that the scope of the 

targets should be expanded, and we have heard a number of suggestions for new targets. However, at the 

same time, we have also heard that the number of targets should be kept small and that the development 

of sub-targets should be considered. In addition, we have heard that targets should align with biodiversity-

related targets established under other relevant intergovernmental processes and conventions, including 

the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. We also heard that countries may have to take national 

needs and priorities into account when prioritizing targets and that some targets may not be relevant in the 

country context. We further heard that targets could be implemented in a phased manner and that not all 

targets should have the same deadline. This may also mean using an iterative approach in the achievement 

of the targets up to 2050. It has also been suggested that a clearer structure for future targets, including by 

making use of goals as described above, could be considered. Considering these different views, the 

Working Group may wish to further consider these issues and begin exploring possible formulations. It 

may also wish to consider what possible themes or issues should be addressed by the targets in the post-

2020 global biodiversity framework; 

(e) Indicators – From the consultation process, there appears to be general support for 

identifying indicators, associated data sets, and baselines for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework 

while the framework is being developed. There is also general support for using the indicators identified 

in decision XIII/28 as a starting point for this. However, there is also support for further developing this 

list of indicators to consider recent advances in this field by the Intergovernmental Science-Policy 

Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services and the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership. In addition, 

there is support for using relevant indicators established in the strategies of other related conventions and 

processes, including those associated with relevant targets of the Sustainable Development Goals. The 

Working Group may wish to further consider this issue. 

15. During the consultation process, we have also heard that the different elements above should be 

organized in such a way as to make it clear how the different elements are linked and directly support and 

contribute to reaching the 2050 Vision. We have also heard that the structure of the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework should assist with communication to different audiences. In general, two types of 

approaches were suggested. One approach is having a series of goals which would then have an 

associated set of targets and/or sub-targets. Such a hierarchical approach (with a branching pattern 

between goals and targets) is similar to that used in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and 

the current Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. The second general approach identified through the 

consultations is a layered approach, whereby there would be a layer of goals and a layer of targets which 

support their achievement but would not necessarily link to a specific goal. This is because, for example, 

reaching a specific target may help to achieve more than one goal. Similarly, achieving a single goal may 

require reaching multiple targets. Various graphical representations of these approaches have been 

proposed (for example pyramid, concentric circles, and layers) and could be further considered once there 

is more clarity on the scope and content of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-13/cop-13-dec-28-en.pdf
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IV. CLUSTER 2 - ENABLING CONDITIONS AND MEANS OF IMPLEMENTATION 

FOR THE POST-2020 GLOBAL BIODIVERSITY FRAMEWORK 

16. In the consultation process, it was noted that an ambitious post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework will require appropriate, strong, innovative and equally ambitious enabling mechanisms. The 

Working Group may wish to consider translating some of these issues into targets, or reflecting them in 

other elements of the framework, treating them as cross-cutting issues or otherwise addressing them in a 

preamble to the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. The consultation process identified the 

following issues as being important to the implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework: 

(a) Resource mobilization – Throughout the consultations, we have heard that resource 

mobilization will be a critical element of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. This is consistent 

with decision 14/22, which affirms that resource mobilization will be an integral part of the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework and requests the Executive Secretary to contract a panel of experts to 

prepare reports on several issues related to the Strategy for Resource Mobilization to help inform the 

work of the Working Group, the third meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Implementation and the 

Conference of the Parties. The Executive Secretary has initiated this work, and we will provide an update 

on progress during the second meeting of the Working Group. More generally, the overall message from 

the consultation process appears to be that there is a need to increase the overall number of resources 

available to implement the Convention, to broaden the approach to resource mobilization under the 

Convention by exploring new avenues of financing and ensuring that Article 20 of the Convention is 

appropriately addressed. We also heard that there is a need to build on the assessment undertaken through 

the BIOFIN process, to develop and/or implement national biodiversity finance plans, making existing 

investment in biodiversity more efficient, to have greater involvement of the private and productive 

sectors and to phase out harmful subsidies. We also heard about the importance of domestic funding and 

that this could include repurposing, refocusing, reallocation and provision of conditional grants. The need 

for more funding specifically related to biodiversity was noted, as was the need to ensure that the funding 

for implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should respond to the urgency and 

scale of the problems being addressed. Others noted that an assessment of the costs of implementing the 

post-2020 global biodiversity framework will be needed to guide the discussions on resource 

mobilization. We also heard that a future target on resource mobilization for the post-2020 period should 

be clearer than the current target; 

(b) Financial mechanism – The Global Environment Facility (GEF) is the financial 

mechanism for the Convention and its Protocols. During the consultations, there was much discussion on 

how GEF could support early implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Decision 

14/23 requests the Executive Secretary to work with the contracted expert team to prepare a compilation 

of estimated funding and investment needs submitted by relevant Parties, building on and further fine-

tuning the methodology and the three scenarios used by the second determination of funding needs. The 

expert’s report will be presented for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Implementation at its third 

meeting and further inform the third determination of funding requirements by the Conference of the 

Parties at its fifteenth meeting, in anticipation of the eighth replenishment of the Trust Fund of the Global 

Environment Facility. We also heard suggestions to explore opportunities for establishing other funding 

windows, like the Green Climate Fund, to complement GEF. We also heard views concerning the 

timeframe for accessing funds from GEF. It was noted that GEF had improved on this issue but that more 

progress was needed to enable countries to respond in a timely manner. There was also a discussion on 

reforming GEF to be more attuned to country needs, and we heard that co-financing should not constrain 

countries from accessing GEF funds; 

(c) Capacity-building – The importance of capacity-building has been identified throughout 

the consultation process. This is consistent with decision 14/24, in which the Executive Secretary is 

requested to organize regional and stakeholder specific consultative workshops and online discussion 

forums, in conjunction with the preparatory process for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework, to 

https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-14/cop-14-dec-22-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-14/cop-14-dec-22-en.pdf
https://www.cbd.int/doc/decisions/cop-14/cop-14-dec-24-en.pdf
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contribute to the preparation of the draft long-term strategic framework for capacity-building beyond 

2020 and to submit a draft for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Implementation at its third 

meeting. The Executive Secretary has initiated this process, and we will provide an update on this issue at 

our next meeting. We also heard during the consultations that there is a need to expand or broaden 

capacity-building beyond the individual level to cover capacity development at the institutional and 

systemic levels, to develop a clear timeline for capacity-building, emphasize impact-based capacity 

building (for example capacity to process and utilize existing data and information), and that capacity-

building should be institutionalized. We heard that a specific target on capacity-building may not be 

needed for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework because it would apply to almost all targets; 

(d) Technical and scientific cooperation and technology transfer – During the consultations, 

the need to strengthen technical and scientific cooperation, technology transfer and innovation to support 

the post-2020 global biodiversity framework was highlighted. The need for the mapping and assessment 

of technologies relevant to the needs of countries, the establishment of accelerator mechanisms to 

promote the development and use of appropriate technologies and innovations at the local and national 

levels, and the promotion of partnerships and exchange programmes between countries was noted. The 

Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice at its twenty-third meeting will 

provide further advice to support the Working Group in the development of this element of the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework; 

(e) Knowledge management – During the consultations, the importance of knowledge 

management, including the identification and facilitation of easy and timely access to relevant 

information and knowledge to support planning, policy and decision-making processes, was highlighted. 

We heard that the clearing-house mechanism needs to be better designed to serve its intended purpose and 

that there is a need to carry out an assessment of its use. Another important point we heard was related to 

the need to translate scientific knowledge into practical knowledge and ensure its effective use, including 

for the formulation of targets for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework; 

(f) Communication – The importance of effective communication to the development and 

implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework was highlighted throughout the 

consultation process, including the importance of knowing the audience and tailoring the message to meet 

their needs and engaging the media. This is consistent with decision 14/34, which specifies that the 

post-2020 framework should be supported by a coherent, comprehensive and innovative communication 

strategy. The importance of ensuring that the framework can be easily communicated was also noted 

throughout the consultation process. 

17. Given that most of the issues noted above have processes under way which will entail reports to 

the Working Group in the future, we would like to suggest avoiding detailed discussions on these issues 

during the first meeting of the Working Group. However, we would, of course, welcome initial views 

from Parties on these issues and their place in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. 

V. CLUSTER 3 – PLANNING AND ACCOUNTABILITY MODALITIES, 

MECHANISMS AND TOOLS (MONITORING, REPORTING, REVIEW) 

18. Through the consultation process, the importance of transparency and accountability, including 

the importance of identifying means to ensure the effective review of implementation of the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework, was repeatedly emphasized.  In this context, several specific issues were 

noted: 

(a) National biodiversity strategies and action plans – Through the consultation process, it 

was emphasized that national biodiversity strategies and action plans should continue to be the main 

instrument for implementing the Convention at the national level. However, there were differing views on 

how these should be revised or updated in the light of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Some 

felt that changes to them should be kept to a minimum so as not to distract countries from ongoing 

implementation efforts. Others felt that they will need to be substantially revised and updated in the light 
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of the new framework. Some also pointed out the importance of linking national biodiversity strategies 

and action plans to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development; 

(b) National reports – During the consultation process, it was emphasized that the national 

reports should continue to be the main mechanisms to report on national implementation of the 

Convention. However, submissions were also consistent in calling for the reporting process to be 

strengthened. Some suggested that a compliance committee could be established, in part to ensure that 

reports are completed on time. The importance of adequate and timely financial support, including from 

GEF, to assist eligible Parties in preparing their national reports was noted. It was also suggested that the 

possibility of drawing on the national reporting processes of other relevant conventions and processes 

could also be explored; 

(c) Review process – In many of the consultations, the need for additional review processes 

was noted. Such processes should support mutual learning, accountability, and transparency, and support 

adaptive management, among other things. Suggestions for these review processes included peer review 

processes, reviewing progress through dedicated sessions at meetings of the Conference of the Parties and 

relevant intersessional meetings and requesting third parties, such as the Intergovernmental Science-

Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, to undertake reviews. The need for more 

periodic or cyclical reviews was also noted. The need to ensure that both national biodiversity strategies 

and action plans and national reports are more robust and comparable, and that reviews of these provide 

more actionable information and are undertaken in a more timely and effective way was also noted. Some 

suggested that the review mechanisms from other relevant processes could provide some lessons in this 

regard. The consultation process also noted the need for broad engagement of all stakeholders in the 

review process; 

(d) Voluntary commitments – There is general support for the promotion of voluntary 

national commitments. However, many noted that the relationship of these to existing processes, 

including the national biodiversity strategies and action plans, needs to be clarified. In addition, it was 

noted that these commitments should not replace other obligations under the Convention but compliment 

them as an additional contribution to implementation. There is general support for the promotion of 

voluntary national commitments from non-State actors. 

VI. CLUSTER 4 – CROSS-CUTTING APPROACHES AND ISSUES  

19. During the consultation process and through the submissions, a number of cross-cutting issues 

related to the development and implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework were 

highlighted. These cross-cutting approaches and issues could be addressed in various ways and would 

have implications for the general design, scope and content of the framework. The issues and approaches 

were: 

(a) Mainstreaming – Throughout the consultation process, the usefulness of the 

mainstreaming of biodiversity to the ambition and implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity 

framework has been mentioned. A consistent message through the consultations is that mainstreaming 

should be addressed as a cross-cutting issue or as a pathway to achieve transformative changes in the 

post-2020 global biodiversity framework rather than as a stand-alone target. We heard that there is a need 

to make better use of and further develop tools that can facilitate mainstreaming, including environmental 

impact assessments, strategic environmental assessments, natural capital accounting, spatial planning, 

biodiversity offsets, and ecosystem assessment and valuation. We also heard that mainstreaming should 

help in creating knowledge about the values of biodiversity and that biodiversity should be mainstreamed 

into economies and business. We further heard that the concept of the blue and green economy as well as 

environmental bonds are also possible ways and means of mainstreaming biodiversity and may also 

support resource mobilization. We further heard about the importance of simplifying scientific 

information for policymakers to facilitate the mainstreaming of biodiversity; 



CBD/WG2020/1/3 

Page 9 

 

(b) Partnerships – The importance of partnerships with relevant organizations in the 

development and implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework was raised. We heard 

that many organizations, both within and outside the United Nations system, are carrying out programmes 

at the regional and global levels to reverse the loss of biodiversity and which will help create an enabling 

environment for the implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework; 

(c) Synergies – The post-2020 global biodiversity framework should provide the global 

community with a framework for galvanizing action on biodiversity. We heard from the consultations that 

the post-2020 global biodiversity framework should build/create synergies with other biodiversity-related 

conventions. 

20. Throughout the consultation process, there has been general support for having the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework developed and implemented in a participative and inclusive manner. We 

have repeatedly heard that, indigenous peoples and local communities, women, youth, subnational and 

local authorities, civil society and the private sector need to be involved in the development and 

implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework if it is to be successful. Further, we have 

heard that these actors are already taking on-the-ground action which, if better recognized, encouraged 

and supported, could greatly enhance implementation. In this context, the enabling role that stakeholders 

can play in implementation has also been repeatedly emphasized, specifically: 

(a) Indigenous peoples and local communities – In the consultations, two general approaches 

were suggested to reflect traditional knowledge and the role of indigenous peoples and local communities 

in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. One option could be to reflect the participation and 

importance of indigenous peoples and local communities to the implementation of the post-2020 global 

biodiversity framework as an overarching principle that applies to the entirety of the framework. Another 

option could be to have one or several specific targets related to traditional knowledge and customary 

sustainable use; 

(b) Gender – In the consultation process, it was noted that gender equality and women’s 

empowerment are prerequisites for meeting global development goals and that these issues should be 

addressed in the development and implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Two 

general approaches to reflecting gender issues in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework were 

identified through the consultation process. Some suggested that gender perspectives could be reflected 

by having an overarching principle in the post-2020 global biodiversity framework on gender-

responsiveness, that applies to the entire framework. Others suggested that gender issues be integrated 

throughout the framework, through specific measures, indicators, approaches, activities and possible 

goals or targets related to gender equity and the recognition of the role, rights, contribution and 

participation of women;  

(c) Youth – Involvement of youth in the development and implementation of the post-2020 

global biodiversity framework was emphasized throughout the consultations. We heard that the current 

Strategic Plan has no explicit provision for the involvement of youth and that this should be addressed in 

the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. 

__________ 


