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The draft has to be enriched with the cross cuiage of gender, gender ies anc
submissions from the gender constituencies. Gesalans to be a notable exclusion in
many paras.

18

The Aichi targets had a target date of 2020. I§¢heeed to be updated, the Secret

will have to spell out in details how much and whinember countries have achieved
targets, why the targets remained unfulfilled (/g lessons learnt and then update th
revised target based on the above findings. Thiedm§s shall have to be incorporated
in to the document while updating.
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While, it is always a good practice to align manytafse agreements and processes
developing a framework, most often with too mangeagnents and processes the goal
of the framework may get diffused, create confusiod may prove to be difficult to
achieve any result for lack of effective coordioati Therefore, this process should
include only climate change and biodiversity reledgreements, conventions and
processes. To make it more inclusive and participddNDRIP should be included. Th¢
cross cutting should be SDG 2030 agenda.
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22

It might be useful to have prior commitments froarties, and the process of review i
transparency. But, high level political engagenwening up for discussion the
commitments and the process of review and transpamay also derail and delay the
process as seen in post Paris Agreement in UNFCCC.

24

Indeed, issues relating to gender, equity and @gualiltural divergence, contributiol
and role played by indigenous and local communéies above all need to address the
implementation of the targets through appropriaggslations and governance were
missing. While SDGs can clearly take a lead orgdreder issues and that should be ¢
cutting all through the process, the issue of gmpate legislation, governance and free
prior informed consent as per the UNDRIP are a rrtushsure participation,
contribution and consultation of, from and with thdigenous and local communities
which have been seriously missing owing to the damie of the views and
deliberations of the Parties where anything attargtional level where indigenous ang
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local communities matter, goes missing and nevidvetated.




25

While accepting that the Parties being at the top optbeess, the process, in acity
needs to be a bottom up process to succeed areladhrgets while being inclusive,

transparent and participative. Having ambassadut£hampions could be symbolic bl

may lead to adding to a top heavy process.
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It will surely help if there i a thorough review of the National Biodiversity $¢&gies anc
Action Plans and the National Reportings relatedtiere they have succeeded and

where they have failed and why. Most important Wdlthe processes adopted, whether
they were adequately inclusive, transparent anticfgative and who all were left out of

the processes. There has to be some kind of asseissfithe participation and
contribution of gender groups, indigenous and lecoahmunities.

33

Merely, a national process may notd to inclusiveness in national dialogue i

ownership. Ownership by whom? Only Parties? Thimnal process should take care of

and reflect sub-national mobilisation of genderstibencies, indigenous and local
communities including financial support and capaeithancement where necessary.
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Paras 22, 24 and 35 of the draft should be aligméus case related to Pal
commitments, inclusion of indigenous and local camities, gender issues cross cultti
and resulting in a bottom up process. In an idasét¢he commitments of Parties then
become commitments nationally, owned by all sestimfithe society including
indigenous and local communities, women and gegarips.
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It is relevant here to emphasize that the Seceattiarithis casshould open up and invi
submissions from all related constituencies ineilgdivomen and gender, indigenous a
local communities and not merely from observersRadies.
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This para has to be reformulated to include stresetpenable and enhar participation,
inclusion and to be comprehensive and transpa®abal conferences and workshops
without proper financial support and logistics rémaut of bounds for many indigenou
and local communities and grassroot women’s grajpsilarly, internet based
discussions remain out of bounds for many amoimgssame above groups due to
connectivity and accessibility problems. A bottomprocess should engage these
communities and groups from the sub-national tbaltevel with appropriate and
culturally appropriate medium of consultationsragusive as they can be in as many
languages as possible and with financial and liegisupport for comprehensive
participation. The supporting and back up documsintsild be translated not only in U
official languages but in the recognised languaddke countries represented as
Members of Parties to CBD.
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For a bottom up process documentation, updatiordasgémination through website
internet editions are seriously restrictive. Nepdrapriate communication methods su
as print editions, CDs, memory sticks to make tlee@ss comprehensive and reaching
out to more and all sections of the society.
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Table ¢

The budget is too little for a comprehensive outhe&hould include financial sport to
Parties, especially from the South and the ThirdlM@r conducting consultations at
national and sub national levels. Also two regiamisultations for continents like Asig
Africa and Latin America are too little. Should lesat least three consultations each
depending on regional blocs in the continents.
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Additional rows can be added to this table by salg¢Table” followed by “insert” anc
“rows below”
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