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	Biodiversity conservation is a global issue, so establishing an international framework is of critical importance. This time, the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) Secretariat released the draft monitoring framework for the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. Despite the fact that the CBD-COP15, which was planned for this October, was postponed due to COVID-19, the drafting process has steadily taken place toward the adoption of the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. We highly appreciate this effort.


	2
	0


	C
	0
	While it is necessary to review whether it is appropriate to use SDG indicators, which are indicators focused on the relation to SDGs, as biodiversity-related indicators, we can evaluate this new attempt to link the international community’s efforts to realize a sustainable society with the achievement of the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity aiming for a world of living in harmony with nature.

In fact, targets shown in the draft should be compatible with SDG goals such as poverty eradication and inclusive and sustainable economic growth. It should be noted that there must be a balance among the 17 goals to achieve the SDGs, in particular related to Target 14 on production and supply chain.
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	Some indicators proposed are not sophisticated enough to measure the progress towards meeting targets, so it should be made clear that indicators are just references for measuring progress towards meeting targets and that the purpose is not to make progress on the indicators per se. Another point that should be included is that a review will be conducted as necessary to adopt and maintain more appropriate indicators.
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	In adopting monitoring elements and indicators to measure the achievement of targets, it is effective to refer to and utilize agreements already in effect at international meetings of world leaders and ministers to gain the understanding of many countries and regions. For example, at the G20 Ministerial Meeting on Energy Transitions and Global Environment for Sustainable Growth in 2019, the G20 members adopted the G20 Action Agenda on Adaptation and Resilient Infrastructure, which outlines actions, initiatives, and good practices that G20 members wish to highlight and share with other countries. In this Action Agenda, the Japanese government introduced the implementation of the SATOYAMA Initiative.
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	One significant challenge is to set numerical targets with a results-based approach, reflecting on the experience of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. However, setting numerical values may not be appropriate for all targets. Factors that are related to biodiversity are complex and contain many unknowns, so quantification and economic evaluation are extremely difficult. Each country and region takes biodiversity measures addressing specific issues and characteristics unique to that area, so even if global numerical targets are proposed, it will not be clear how these local measures will relate or contribute to the global targets. As a result, such numerical targets are not likely to promote respective local measures.  

Setting targets that do not invite understanding of diverse stakeholders including Parties and non-state actors, and using them to measure progress toward achievement run the risk of ultimately discouraging the international community as a whole from undertaking biodiversity measures.
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	Regarding on reducing excess nutrients, biocides, and plastic waste, the range that is deemed harmless to biodiversity differs depending on the local circumstances including absolute amounts before target-setting. Thus, the inclusion of numerical values is not appropriate.
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	In monitoring trends in levels of pollution with marine plastic, setting country-specific targets to reduce additional leaching of plastic waste into the ocean through proper collection and disposal on land should be the initial indicator. This is based on the principle of the Osaka Blue Ocean Vision shared at the G20 Osaka Summit (which aims to reduce additional pollution by marine plastic litter to zero by 2050). An additional consideration should be the contribution of innovation such as the utilization of innovative alternative technology to plastic.
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	The indicator in Row number 96 is in terms of hazardous waste per capita; however, it is generally thought that the impacts on biodiversity should be shown in absolute amounts. Therefore, measuring per capita values is inappropriate as an indicator.
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	The relationship between natural capital and the benefits received from ecosystem services created by natural capital (water and food supply, climate mitigation, flood prevention, recreation, etc.) is extremely complex. Attempts have been made by sectors and countries to measure the economic value of natural capital; however, no acceptable conclusion has been reached between the many stakeholders involved. Given that it is unclear whether appropriate data for monitoring exist, integration into the GDP at this stage is not desirable.
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	Monitoring the trends in the number of regulations could lead to a competition in the number of regulations, rather than the effectiveness of policies; therefore, this is inappropriate.
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	As for reducing the impacts of economic activities, it is considered difficult in any case to grasp the negative impacts of economic activities on biodiversity in a quantitative manner. Moreover, the ideal reduction rate will differ depending on local circumstances, including the absolute amounts before target-setting and the status of measures that have been implemented up to this point. Above all, making the reduction of impacts of economic activities itself a target is likely to discourage business entities and disincentivize them from take measures, and also may interfere with other SDGs or the harmonization between environment and economy.
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	Regarding economic activities, instead of including a specific numerical value to the target, it is better to adopt indicators to show the progress such as: (a) the number of companies that have incorporated biodiversity into management policies or environmental policies (the total number of employees and sales); (b) the number of companies whose management understand biodiversity (same metrics as above); (c) the number of companies that are disclosing information related to biodiversity (same metrics as above); (d) the number of companies creating internal guidelines or conducting trainings for employees related to biodiversity (same metrics as above); (e) the number of best practices shared between different companies; and (f) the number of grants for practical activities related to biodiversity and their total amounts.
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	The indicator set seems to suggest that only material recycling is a solution to ensure sustainable production and consumption. However, the importance of chemical recycling should also be noted.
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	Keidanren and the Keidanren Committee on Nature Conservation will continue to proactively work toward achieving the 2030 targets looking to realize a world of living in harmony with nature by 2050.

We strongly hope that the Secretariat of the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity will put together a Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework that gains a shared understanding from both developing and developed countries.


	
	
	
	
	


Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int no later than 25 July 2020.
