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	I am a Lead Author in the IPBES “Values” assessment (my opinions expressed here are not intended to represent those of IPBES). I applaud the draft monitoring framework’s clear intention to address the full scope of biodiversity’s values. The Draft includes important components/elements supporting the post 2020 vision for transformative change supporting better appreciation of the values of biodiversity. 

Importantly, Goal B in the Draft says that “Nature’s Contributions to People have been valued, maintained or enhanced through conservation and sustainable use…”  This commitment to cover all of Nature’s Contributions to People (NCP) is critical to addressing “biodiversity values” that include “diverse considerations from economic, cultural, social and intrinsic perspectives” (as defined in the new CBD document on terms and concepts; CBD/SBSTTA/24/INF/11). 

A strength of the Draft is the inclusion, under Goal B, of key NCP-related “components” (column A), including “B3. Nature’s non-material contributions”. Some corresponding elements and indicators are provided in columns B and C. 

Here, I point to a welcome addition to these columns, serving the intent of the Framework to address biodiversity values, and filling a gap by addressing one of Nature’s Contributions to People, “maintenance of options” (“NCP18”). 

I note that the monitoring framework’s companion draft “Indicators” document says: 
“One major gap in the indicators identified to date for the draft monitoring framework is for ‘Natures Contributions to People’ proposed goal and targets. This gap may be possible to fill through … the indicators used in the IPBES global assessment (2019),”

In IPBES assessments, the focus on Nature’s Contributions to People has helped to give much-needed attention to the value of one of biodiversity’s core benefits, “maintenance of options” (“NCP18”). This often is referred to as biodiversity “option value”. The IPBES Conceptual Framework (Diaz et al. 2015, p. 14) refers to 

“the ‘option values of biodiversity’, that is, the value of maintaining living variation in order to provide possible future uses and benefits” 

Key message 3 of the IPBES Global Assessment SPM (IPBES Global Assessments & Executive Summary for Policy Makers, 2019) refers to this critical concept of future options, and it concludes: 
“Most of nature’s contributions are not fully replaceable, yet some contributions of nature are irreplaceable (well established). Loss of diversity, such as phylogenetic and functional diversity, can permanently reduce future options …” 

The IPBES Global Assessment SPM also refers to “phylogenetic diversity” as an indicator of NCP18, following application and reporting of a phylogenetic diversity indicator in the regional and global assessments.

These efforts, and the related work of the Edge of Existence programme, not only make the case for the fundamental link between phylogenetic diversity and biodiversity option value, but also have developed appropriate indicators. The two existing phylogenetic diversity indicators, and their rationale, were described in a submission (available at: https://www.cbd.int/api/v2013/documents/6445B22E-1BA7-18B7-6D28-61A95052E841/attachments/IUCN-6.docx ) by the IUCN SSC Phylogenetic Diversity Task Force (https://www.iucn.org/commissions/ssc-groups/disciplinary-groups/phylogenetic-diversity-task-force ), in response to CBD notification 2019-108. 

Importantly, these not only fill a key gap in addressing the agreed vision to address biodiversity’s values, they also already have a “champion” and a commitment by non-state actors for reporting. Further, that submission importantly notes that effective transformative elements and indicators will be those that span Goals A and B. Thus, the two phylogenetic diversity indicators are presented as informative for reporting on both species’ extinctions and biodiversity values.

I recommend consideration of the IUCN SSC Phylogenetic Diversity Task Force submission, and the inclusion of these elements and indicators in the updated Monitoring Framework. 

Daniel P. Faith

https://danielpfaith.wordpress.com/
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