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*Highlighted in yellow will be addressed in the statement. 

 

With regard to the advice from the Informal Advisory Group in CBD/SBI/3/13, Annex I, 

it is desirable that the integration of biodiversity mainstreaming into the Post-2020 GBF 

should be processed in line with the discussion on indicators and other issues in 

SBSTTA24 agenda item 3. It is also necessary and efficient to align the indicators of the 

proposed long-term strategic approach with the indicators of the Post-2020 GBF. 

 

Japan supports the general view of the IAG that the content of the proposed long-term 

strategic approach described in Annex II will be a key component to stop the decline of 

biodiversity at all levels in the next decade, and that mainstreaming biodiversity is 

important to achieve transformative changes. On the other hand, Japan has proposed to 

add new monitoring elements and indicators to the Target 13, 14, 15 and 19 since there is 

room to improve the relevance to the Post-2020 GBF. It is desirable to place equivalent 

indicators in the relevant elements of the Annex II. 

 

 

On the proposed Long-term strategic approach in CBD/SBI/3/13, Annex II, Japan is 

concerned about the elements described as "Mainstreaming biodiversity in fiscal, 

budgetary and financial instruments". 

 

We would like to propose the following textual revisions to the treatment of the "LONG-

TERM STRATEGIC APPROACH TO MAINSTREAMING BIODIVERSITY" in the 

Convention, given the nature of this Approach, which requires constant updating and 

review of the relevant information and indicators. 

Operational paragraph 2. Adopts Takes note the long-term approach to biodiversity 

mainstreaming provided in annex II to the present decision; 

 

In this regard, Japan proposes the following textual revisions to para. 6 and "Strategy and 

action areas and proposed headline actions" of "Long-Term Strategic Approach to 

Mainstreaming BIODIVERSITY" in CBD/SBI/3/13, Annex II. 

First, we suggest the following addition to para. 6 of "Annex II" to clarify that the "long 

term approach" is inherently desirable to be adopted in all areas, and that the one 

described in "Annex II" is of particular importance. 

(Operational paragraph 6.  In order to facilitate the design and implementation of 

national priority mainstreaming actions, the accompanying action plan will also 

reference useful mainstreaming guidance, tools, and good practice cases. The following 
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strategy and action areas are particularly important as areas where a long term approach 

is required, but not limited to the areas indicated. 

 

 I would like to point out that it is not appropriate to use the "OECD producer support 

estimates" for the "potentially harmful elements" listed as "indicators of success". Since 

the PSE is regarded as a complementary indicator to monitor implementation of the Post-

2020 GBF, and the number of countries covered by the PSE is less than 1/3 of the total 

number of parties to the CBD, it is considered that there is little convenience or rationality 

in using the PSE. In addition, the PSE is methodologically incapable of adequately 

capturing government expenditures because they include elements that are not within the 

scope of policy-responsible scoping,  and elements that are unrelated to biodiversity.  

 

Similarly, the "fisheries support estimate" is still in the process of development and cannot 

be regarded as an indicator of success.  

 

Therefore, Japan proposes the following textual revision to the “Indicators of success” of 

"Action area 2". 

Indicators of success:28 

 (a) Trends in potentially harmful elements of government support to agriculture 

(OECD producer support estimates) and in potentially harmful elements of 

government support to fisheries (OECD fisheries support estimates, under 

development); 

 (b) (a)Number of countries with national instruments on biodiversity-relevant 

taxes, charges and fees; on payments for ecosystem services, including REDD+ 

schemes; 

(b) and on biodiversity relevant tradable permit schemes (OECD PINE 

database, further extensions under way). 

 

In addition to above, Japan is concerned that the document refers to the matter on ongoing 

negotiations in the World Trade Organization’s in the part of "Rationales".  The 

negotiation on fisheries subsidies in the WTO are still in the process of a complex 

discussion especially on the nature of problematic subsidies. Therefore, in this long-term 

strategy, it is not appropriate to refer to discussions that may prejudice negotiations in the 

WTO, and it is preferable to refrain from describing relevant topic. 

 



Statement by Japan 
SBI-3 Informal Session  
Agenda Item 11 “Mainstreaming of biodiversity within and across sectors and other 

strategic actions to enhance implementation” 
 

We also propose the following textual modification to "Rationale" in "Action area 2" of 

"Strategy and action areas and proposed headline actions". 

Rationale: Fiscal tools and positive incentive measures can attribute the true costs of 

biodiversity-harmful activities and reward activities that are biodiversity-friendly. Ending 

or reforming incentives, including subsidies, that are harmful to biodiversity is a critical 

component of incentive alignment and thus a key plank in biodiversity mainstreaming and 

achieving the goals of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Removing 

biodiversity-harmful subsidies can also liberate scarce financial resources. This target 

would not imply a need for developing countries to remove subsidies that are necessary 

for poverty reduction programmes. Current negotiations under the Doha Trade Round 

aim to clarify and improve World Trade Organization (WTO) disciplines on fisheries and 

in trade-distorting agricultural subsidies, and these negotiations have the potential to 

generate synergies with this target, in addition to countries or regional groups taking 

their own initiatives to phase out and/or reform environmentally harmful subsidies. A 

more effective use of strategic environmental assessment could be one mechanism to help 

avoid harmful incentives emanating from new, proposed policies. 

 

In addition, the following two indicators are proposed to be added to the “indicator of 

success” in “Action area 3” of “Strategy Area II”. 

(e) Negative and positive impacts on biodiversity from private sector; 

(f) Trends in sales and market share of products and services that have been produced in 

a biodiversity-friendly manner. 

 

We then propose the following addition to indicator (a) in "Action area 5" of "Strategy 

Area III". 

（a）Extent to which (i) human rights are respected in environmental policy; (ii) global 

citizenship and environmental education and (iii) education for sustainable development 

are mainstreamed in (a) national education policies; (b) curricula; (c) teacher education; 

(d) student assessment; and (e) manager and employee education in private companies. 

 

Japan would also like to propose the following textural revisions to CBD/SBI/13/Add1. 

 

First, Japan would like to propose the following addition to the text of "Action area 3", 

"Action 3.1" and "Proposed activities 3.1.1". 

3.1.1 Develop and use existing biodiversity metrics for business to assess and value their 

negative and positive impacts and dependencies on nature, biodiversity and ecosystem 

functions and services, sales and market share of products and services that have been 
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produced in a biodiversity-friendly manner and include the values of nature into business 

decision-making. 

 

Furthermore, if “Action area 3” calls for the involvement of all economic sectors, the 

areas for subsidy reform in Action 2 should not be limited to "key economic sectors," but 

all sectors should be included from the perspective of resource mobilization. Similarly, in 

"Action 2.1" and "2.1.2" of SBI/3/13/Addd.1, the word "key" in "in key economic 

sectors" should be deleted. We propose these amendments as follows. 

 

Action 2.1: Prohibit, in key economic sectors, forms of incentives, including subsidies, 

that are harmful for biodiversity, including by redirecting them to biodiversity-positive 

activities, eliminate subsidies that contribute to illegal biodiversity-harmful activities, 

and refrain from introducing new such subsidies, taking into account national 

socioeconomic conditions, and consistent and in harmony with the Convention and other 

international obligations. 

 

2.1.2 Eliminate/redirect incentives harmful for nature and biodiversity in key economic 

sectors, including harmful subsidies, taking into account national socioeconomic 

conditions, divesting, as much as possible and as appropriate, investments from 

subsectors that are intrinsically damaging to the environment, and ensuring that time-

bound policy plans are in place to take action on remaining harmful incentives, including 

subsidies. 

 

I hope that these views will be incorporated in future revisions of the document.  


