
Guidelines and template for the review of the draft monitoring framework for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework
Background
1. The second meeting of the Open-ended Working Group
 on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework invited the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice at its twenty-fourth meeting to, among other things, carry out a scientific and technical review of the updated goals and targets, and related indicators and baselines, of the draft global biodiversity framework. Under agenda item 3 the Subsidiary Body will consider this issue. 

2. Tables 1 and 2, presents a draft monitoring framework for the 2050 Goals and the 2030 targets respectively. These tables are being made available for the purposes of peer review. In both tables’ interim formulations of the proposed 2050 goals and milestones and the 2030 targets are provided for context. Review comments are not being sought on these parts of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework at this time. Column A of the tables provides draft components of the goals and targets. Columns B and C of the tables provide draft monitoring elements and indicators to be used at the global level to monitor progress in the implementation of the post-2020 global biodiversity framework. Further column D provides information on the period baseline data is available for the indicator and on the frequency that the indicator is updated where known. Review comments are being sought on columns A, B, C and D only. 
II. Submitting Comments
1. To ensure that your comments are given due consideration, please send them by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int, at your earliest convenience but no later than 25 July 2020
2.   When submitting comments, please adhere to the following guidelines as much as possible:

a. Please provide all comments in writing and in an MS Word or similar document format using the table provided below. 

b. Please provide full contact information for the individual/Government/organization submitting the comments. 

c. Please avoid commenting on issues related to grammar, spelling, or punctuation, unless it affects the overall meaning of the text, as the document will be edited as the final draft is prepared. 

d. To facilitate the revision process please be as specific as possible in your comments. In areas where you feel additional or alternative text or information is required, please suggest, if possible, what this text may look like or what should be included.

e. If you refer to additional sources of information, please include these with your comments when possible or provide a complete reference or hyperlink.  

f. Please focus your comments on columns A (components the draft goals and targets), B (monitoring elements), C (indicators) and D (indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of tables 1 and 2. 

g. If you are suggestion the inclusion of additional indicators please provide information on if the indicator is currently operational, the organization supporting its development, its baseline (i.e. the year data is first available) and how frequently the indicator is updated (i.e. monthly, yearly, every two years etc.). 

h. All review comments will be posted on the webpage
 for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework in the interests of transparency

3. Should you have any questions regarding the review process, please contact secretariat@cbd.int.  
III. Template for Comments
4. Please use the review template below when providing comments. 

5. The complete draft of the monitoring framework has been released in a portable document format (PDF). For tables 1, 2 and 3 column letters and row numbers have been provided as well as page numbers. Please use these as a reference as illustrated in the table below. General comments can be included in the table by referring to Page 0 and Line 0.

TEMPLATE FOR COMMENTS

	Review comments on the draft monitoring framework for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework

	Contact information

	Surname:
	Hirvelä

	Given Name:
	Ville-Veikko

	Government (if applicable): 
	

	Organization:
	Emmaus Aurinkotehdas ry

	Address:  
	Emmaus Aurinkotehdas ry, Laakantie 25, 34870 Visuvesi, Finland

	City:
	Visuvesi (not a city but a village)

	Country:
	Finland

	E-mail:
	emmausaurinkotehdasry@gmail.com

	General Comments

	1. To save bioiversity GBF has to regulate global over-consumption which drives the acceleration of global biodiversity loss 
The accelerating global biodiversity loss is in many ways driven by growing global over-consumption of ours who have money to buy other things than what is needed to fulfill equally our human rights.

As this our global over-consumption of lands. waters, forests, etc. has been identified in many international forums where states are involved, including under the CBD, regarding this kind of drivers and impacts thus identified, then:

When states thus "Identify processes and categories of activities which have or are likely to have significant adverse impacts on the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity", states have to "monitor their effects" under CBD (article 7 (c)) as obliged to "regulate or manage the relevant processes and categories of activities"  "where a significant adverse effect on biological diversity has been determined" (article 8 (l)) "regardless of where their effects occur", "whether within  or outside protected areas" and whether within or "beyond the limits of national jurisdiction". 

As these CBD obligations to regulate and manage processes and activities which set the global over-consumption volume to grow and whose regulation would be thus crucial for preventing the acceleration of global biodiversity loss the measures to implement them would be crucial for the post-2020 GBF monitoring to duly implement CBD and many of its obligations connected to these.
Each state is obliged to "rehabilitate and restore degraded ecosystems" and "provide the conditions needed for compatibility between present uses and the conservation" and sustainable use (CBD articles 8 (f) & (i)), to "regulate  or  manage  biological  resources  important  for  the conservation  of biological diversity whether within  or outside protected areas, with a view to ensuring  their conservation  and sustainable use" (CBD articles  8 (c) & (i)) also "beyond the limits of national jurisdiction" (CBD articles 3, 4 and 8 (c)) so that activities "carried out under its jurisdiction or control" shall not be allowed to cause adverse impacts on global biodiversity. (CBD articles 8 (k) & (l)) 

CBD obliges thus each state to monitor, regulate and manage the processes and activities of over-consumption  "where a significant adverse effect on biological diversity" by  activities "carried out under its jurisdiction or control" has been identified anywhere in world, "paying  particular  attention  to" such biodiversity components that are "requiring  urgent  conservation measures and  those which  offer  the greatest potential for sustainable use" (CBD article 7b) and "species and communities which are: threatened" or are of some specific  value or "cultural importance" etc. (CBD Annex 1) and to correct the  processes and activities which have adverse impacts.
States are thus obliged  to monitor and regulate any activities of over-consumption which drive biodiversity loss so as to prevent biodiversity loss and degradation by any legal measures also regarding  the implementation of commercial righs and obligations approved under other international agreements  insofar as "those rights and obligations would cause a serious damage or threat to biological diversity".  (CBD article 22) 

But while states are thus under the CBD obliged  to monitor the over-consumption so that they can regulate it and thus prevent it from causing accelerating global biodiversity loss, the proposed post-2020 GBF monitoring would however neglect these CBD obligations which would be crucial to implement if one aims to stop the acceleration of global biodiversity loss:

To "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns" (Target 15) the proposed GBF does not identify or set any  activities which would in practice actually "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns". 
On what it sets to be done in practice it says only that different "trends in use of renewable natural resources", "biological resources" or "non-renewable natural resources" and "in ecological limits"etc. would be monitored to make statistics on them - without any measures explicated  to regulate and manage the consumption so that that would "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns" 
So it makes a commitment that for the next 10 years we will document and publish statistics on how our over-consumption continues in an accelerating way to destroy diversity of Earth's life , even in respects to "trends in ecological limits reached or surpassed" - without commitment to act in ways which would in practice prevent this. 
Similarly to "achieve reduction of at least [50%] in negative impacts on biodiversity by ensuring production practices and supply chains are sustainable" (Target 14) the measures consist of updating statistics on negative impacts and of what indicators  could indicate sustainable production practices, including circular economy, waste management or sustainable supply chains, etc.. But it is not said what kind of action would in practice be taken to reach those aims, except voluntary self-monitoring and certification by corporations and financing institutions or abstract formal legality which all have expanded for decades in correllation with the acceleration and expansion of global biodiversity loss.
The proposed GBF does not set any measures which would in practice prevent that acceleration of our growing global over-consumption, which drives the acceleration of growing global biodiversity loss, land erosion and degradation, climate change, water crisis, etc. , but continues the expansion of the same activities, whose vast expansion during the earlier decades has not prevented the global biodiversity loss growing rapidly and continuously.

Thus if the world's activity on biodiversity for the next 10 years will continue to follow this same agenda, like the draft post-2020 GBF proposes, then the global biodiversity loss continues to accelerate and expand along with the  expansion of the same type of measures for biodiversity during whose decades of expansion the biodiversity loss has only continued to expand. This is the case for example with the measures proposed for "reducing threats to biodiversity" under Targets 1,2,3.4, 6 and 7
2.  GBF has to take into account the differences in practical sustainabilty of different ways of understanding life's diversity  
And GBF proposes to further expand the prevailing modern ways of perceiving and conceptualising  the environment and diversity of life on Earth and of subordinating the Earth under the corresponding spatial planning also by many of the "tools and solutions for implementation and mainstreaming". (Targets 13-19) 
Proposed GBF appears to assume that securing "availability of reliable and up-to-date" mainstreamed modern scientific "quality information", research and education on biodiversity (Target 19) and "ensuring people everywhere understand and appreciate the value of biodiversity" would get people to "make responsible choices" in consumption with a "new vision" and "responsibility for their choices".  (Target 15)  But the empirical reality is rather the opposite because:

- Much more biodiversity loss per person is caused by the consumption of people who have available more natural science based education, research and information on biology than by the consumption of world's poor majority, who does not have so much research based information or education on 'biological diversity' available
- Even the findings of WAZA, which is in the draft GBF proposed as indicator for the "Promotion of awareness of values of biodiversity" verify that "there is a relatively weak link between biodiversity‐related knowledge and self‐reported proconservation behavior". There has been "our naivety in assuming that the two [...] would essentially be complementary" so that due to advanced "understanding biodiversity as a concept [...] respondents would be interested in, and have knowledge of, the actions that would help protect it". (https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/conl.12233)

- During the last 4 centuries of development of modern biology, the more people around the globe have learned to understand the diversity of Earth's life in terms of biology, the more they have lived in a way which has caused global biodiversity loss.
Under earlier/other life-heritages, which have understood plants, animals and the diversity of life on Earth in other senses than as 'biological diversity' in sense of modern biology, people have caused much less global loss of Earth's diversity of life.

The proposed plans on GBF 2030 Targets and monitoring follow the corresponding thoughts and models of management, which has caused the problems, which would need to be corrected. But there is no reason to assume that the biodiversity loss could become suddenly stopped by the same form of knowledge, management and conservation models which have prevailed during the last decades of accelerating biodiversity loss.
The assumption that acceleration of global biodiversity loss could become prevented by expanding the education of modern natural science or biology in the world is thus highly misleading while also escaping the responsibility to prevent in practice the growing over-consumption which maintains accelerating growth of global biodiversity loss. 

Particularly so when the same commercial control and management of areas which is designed to satisfy the demands of over-consumption by those who have most money to consume and which has so far driven the global biodiversity loss, continues to have the strongest rights that are provided for using and governing/controlling most of the lands, waters, forests and diversity of life, which grows in them.

3.  How rights on using  plants, animals and other living beings have to be respected and regulated
Growing global biodiversity loss can not be stopped as long as states continue to allow  the strongest implementation  - as best resourced rights - to the commercial rights to buy, invest in and consume whatever one can get from lands, waters, forests and their diverse life by the highest purchasing power - over-consuming thus biodiverse ecosystems and their capacity to regenerate.
Such rights drive the acceleration of global biodiversity loss and remain currently better resourced and more strongly implemented than rights to use lands, waters and forests to secure food, health, housing etc. in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate - even though CBD obliges states to ensure such opposite order of rights that:
- CBD obliges states to monitor and secure "the conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable use of its components and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits [...] taking into account all rights over" (7) any "actual or potential value" of use of "any material of  plant, animal" or other living origin (CBD articles 1-2) in terms of "food, health and other needs" such as "poverty eradication" belonging to "overriding priorities" in poor countries. (8)

- States are thus obliged to monitor and secure that biodiversity is treated respecting all rights which people have to use plants, animals or other living beings for food, health, livelihoods or other basic needs of life and CBD implementation  "shall not affect the rights and obligations [...] deriving from any existing international agreement, except where the exercise of those rights and obligations would cause a serious damage or threat to biological diversity". (CBD article 22) 
As states shall thus ensure that the ways biodiversity is treated can not violate the UN Charter based totality of rights, which widely depend on regeneration of Earth's diversity of life, to carry out and monitor CBD implementation states are thus obliged:
-  to prevent implementation of rights to activities which "would cause a serious damage or threat" to this Earth's diversity of life, on which most rights depend. (CBD article 22)  
- to respect otherwise all people's rights to use plants, animals or other living beings for food, health, basic livelihood as integral to people's rights to self-determined use of natural wealth for their own means of  subsistence to sustain their life by regenerating plants and animals.
As accelerating global biodiversity loss is in many ways driven and boosted by such commercial types of rights over the use of biodiverse lands, forests and waters, which in many ways "cause a serious damage or threat" to biodiversity, under CBD articles 3,4, 8 (c) & (l) , 18.4 and 22 - states are thus obliged to correct such rights of over-consuming commercial activity by regulating their such use and implementation in ways which prevent the damage and threat which they cause to biodiversity globally
GBF has also to be thus corrected to respect the totality of rights according to how they can be  fulfilled  in conformity with preventing  "processes and  [...] activities which have  or are  likely to have  significant adverse  impacts on the  conservation  and sustainable  use". (CBD article 7 (c)) 
If states are to prevent accelerating  loss of global biodiversity on which the totality of people's rights depend, states can not continue to secure for such commercial activities, which drive the rapid global biodiversity loss, such rights which are better resourced and more strongly implemented than any other rights which they would thus violate and undermine. 
So, to comply with the CBD obligations and to prevent the acceleration of global biodiversity loss driven by demands of commercial over-consumption, GBF would have to strengthen people's rights to use and manage lands, waters, forests sustainably (allowing their biodiversity to regenerate) to become implemented as stronger than the prevailing commercial rights to use all according to the commercial consumption demands of those who have most money to buy and consume things for other needs even after their basic needs and human rights have been fulfilled.
Thus for "meeting people’s needs through sustainable use and benefit-sharing" (proposed GBF targets 8-12), most crucial to prevent loss of biodiversity, on which our needs depend, is to ensure the stronger rights on lands, waters and forests to people for such uses by which people fulfill rights to life, food, health etc. by regenerating  biodiverse ecosystems, which become sustained when upheld by people primarily as source to fulfill their such human rights.
4. Rights of indigenous peoples and local communities are violated if subordinated to depend on 'national circumstances'
People's ways of understanding how their life depends on biodiversity regeneration are also ways of understanding how people can adapt to live sustainably in local ecosystems allowing them to regenerate as life's diversity on which our life and rights depend.
"Recognizing the close and traditional dependence of many indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles on biological resources" (preamble) as "relevant for the conservation and sustainable use", states have thus  to "respect, preserve and maintain knowledge, innovations and  practices of" such communities (8 j) in customary sustainable use and conservation of land, water and forest, by whose biodiversity regeneration they have lived so that:

-  As such communities  thus "depend directly on biodiversity and its customary sustainable use and management for their livelihoods, resilience and cultures and are therefore well placed [...] to efficiently and economically manage ecosystems", states are obliged to respect and protect such cultures of economy  by which communities can "efficiently and economically manage ecosystems". (CBD Customary Sustainable Use Plan of Action UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/12, B, Annex, paragraph 6 b) 
- Also ecosystem approach requires in "management of land, water and living resources", that "rights [...] should be recognized" for "communities living on the land" compliant to how "the closer management is to the ecosystem, the greater the responsibility, ownership, accountability, participation, and use of local knowledge". (CBD Ecosystem Principles 1-2)
- States shall "protect аnd encourage customary use of biological resources in accordance with traditional cultural practices that are compatible with conservation or sustainable use requirements"  (10 c) which include also  "promoting alternative non-consumptive uses of these resources" in terms of"non-monetary values". (CBD Addis Ababa Principles and Guidelines for Sustainable use of Biodiversity, principle 12 & operational guidelines) 
- As states' first CBD obligation is "the conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable use of its components and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits [...] taking into account all rights over" (7) any "actual or potential value" of use of "any material of  plant, animal" or other living origin (CBD articles 1-2), states have also to "ensure rights over relevant resources of indigenous peoples and local communities" on "traditional cultural practices [...] compatible with conservation or sustainable use" as indicated by "trends in the practice of traditional occupations (decision X/43)" and "in land-use change and land tenure in the traditional territories of indigenous and local communities (decision X/43)".
- As such their rights regarding their customary land use and tenure and on their traditional occupations include rights internationally recognised under UN human rights treaties, ILO Convention 111 on non-discrimination in employment and occupation, FAO Plant Treaty, UNESCO conventions, ILO 169, under UNDRIP and many UN General Assembly resolutions, etc., it would violate the concerned international treaties and commitments if rights recognised in them would become conditioned by other "national circumstances" -  as the draft GBF target 20 proposed in a way that can lead to violations of those treaties.
States have to respect these communities' local biodiversity regeneration adapted ways of knowing, using and treating plants, animals and other life and their rights related to "indigenous and community conserved areas and territories, community-based management, customary sustainable use and community governance of biodiversity"  like CBD states parties have already committed  to do "taking into account international instruments and law related to human rights" (UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/5, Biodiversity for poverty eradication and sustainable development, paragraph 11) 
Communities' life-heritages have to be secured such bio-cultural rights on their community governance of biodiversity, which allows them to continue to decide how the area has to be used, treated, managed and governed  in ways,which are most adapted to live the life of the area by and with the  regeneration of its life's diversity. 
As human ability to live in balance with local ecosystems requires people's rights to use the area to sustain their life as adapted to the regeneration of local ecosystem by traditional occupation and customary land tenure and as internationally approved rights on traditional occupations and customary sustainable land use/ tenure become easily violated if they are subordinated under 'national circumstances', therefore:
When in proposed GBF Target 20 states have to "ensure rights over relevant resources of indigenous peoples and local communities" in terms of their traditional occupations, land use and tenures, this shall fully comply with what states have recognised in their international ILO and UN human rights treaties and can not be conditioned or compromised by adding the phrase "in accordance with national circumstances" (proposed GBF target 20) which must be thus deleted or revised to respect those international treaties as revised in our proposal for Target 20 component.
(See for example ILO Conventions' monitoring body (CEACR) statements on equal rights to traditional occupations under articles 1.1, 1.3 and 2 of the ILO Convention 111  and  ICESCR articles 1.2, 2, 11 and 15 and UN Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights' General comments 4, 7, 20, 21 and 24 , UNDRIP articles 10, 20, 25-28 and 32, FAO Plant Treaty article 9, etc.)

As CBD implementation measures "shall not affect the rights and obligations [...] deriving from any existing international agreement, except where the exercise of those rights and obligations would cause a serious damage or threat to biological diversity" (CBD article 22), thus also the proposed GBF goals, targets and monitoring have be corrected to duly comply with rights and obligations set by other treaties  on various matters as far as these do not "cause a serious damage or threat to biological diversity" to respect the international law and to comply with it.
5. Post-2020 GBF's proposed 'results-based management'-approach resembling structure neglects CBD implementation 
When states have to implement treaties, they can not choose to implement only some of treaty's obligations in one case and some other of its obligation in another case because that would violate their treaty obligations if they do not comply with the totality of those obligations in all their activities. 

States also can not thus implement treaty obligations by starting instead to adopt a series of diverse separate non-binding goals from which they can cherry-pick which of those goals they can most easily voluntary highlight in one activity and which ones in an other activity.  

Treaty like CBD becomes implemented only as far as states comply with all its obligations, by monitoring  that they do not violate any of the treaty obligations in any of their activities. And in CBD implementation states have also to respect human rights related to use of biodiversity and diverse rights recognised by various treaties. Such  required monitoring is not adequately realised in the proposed  post-2020 GBF monitoring.

As human rights are indivisible whole and also SDGs are totality "with 169 associated targets which are integrated and indivisible" also in their implementation where they among other aims "seek to realize the human rights of all" (A/RES/70/1, UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, preamble and paragraphs 13,71), still in however in the SDG monitoring practice and structure the indivisibility of both SDGs and human rights have been neglected. 

Even where the overall impact of activities to the totality of many separate voluntary goals or targets could be highly negative, still when each state/actor in practice can cherry-pick which goals or targets it monitors and communicates in respect to which activities, each can easily monitor and make public  only just what they can show as some kind of positive achievement and leave non-monitored all bad impacts. 

When states are to monitor their obligations under their UN system based international treaties, they may like to shift the focus to monitoring and implementing each only such voluntary non-binding goals and targets from which they can in each case select whatever they like and neglect others and use that in advertising their commitment to fulfill their international commitments.

States and other actors can also take resources away from such other sectors or issues, which they leave non-monitored and transfer such resources to activities which they can then highlight as having reached advance. Such 'results-based monitoring' is thus structured in a manner which suits particularly well for producing  publicity by illiusions and for leaving the real problems without being addressed or corrected.

The result of such voluntary agendas of goals and targets can be that people get to know publicly only how on each of the goals or targets some positive steps have been taken - as if there were efforts going on in right direction to correct the crisis, even though in reality the overall impact of the activities may only deepen the crisis  by giving a wrong confidence as if the needed corrective measures had been taken and were in process.     

Such use of voluntary targets has already contributed to watering down the implementation of various such treaty obligations which would have been crucial for protecting the future of Earth's life and its diversity.

	Here below in Table 2 we provide our proposal on the components of 2030 Targets in bold  and usually after them in blue our  description of the more specific  reasons for our proposed amendments on Target components, Monitoring elements and Indicators 

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	Table 2 -  Interim formulation of 2030 targets and components and associated monitoring elements and indicators

	2
	8
	A
	1-5
	T1.1. Increase in area of ecosystems under such planning that sets people's life to relate to all areas which it affects so that it allows their diversity of life to regenerate with human life sustained as integral to that diversity

	
	
	
	
	What is crucial for conservation and sustainable use is not whether an area is under spatial planning, but under what kind planning and use - sustainable or unsustainable - an area is.  So far the situation is that the more the Earth had become under modern planning during the last 500 years, the more its biodiversity has been lost.
(It is also strange and interesting that all the indicators which the draft proposed in relation to "increase in area of terrestrial" or water ecosystems and for the "area under spatial land-use plans" concern only water ecosystems related  planning.)

	2
	8
	B
	1
	How far areas which are affected  by human plans are under plans of human life which is adapted to allow Earth's diversity of life to regenerate in all areas which it affects, sustaining human life as integral to that diversity 

	2
	8
	C
	1
	Proportion under managed areas of areas managed by human life that is adapted to allow Earth's diversity of life to regenerate in all areas which it uses for human life 

	2
	8-9
	A
	6-22
	T1.2. Reduction in such natural habitats' loss and fragmentation which is caused  by such use of land or sea which prevent regeneration of biodiversity which would otherwise regenerate in those areas

	
	
	
	
	Since biodiversity would start to return to regenerate gradually not only in areas from which recent land use change has displaced biodiversity  but also in most of the  areas which have been under continuous industrial, agribusiness, urban, etc. land use for longer time without any recent 'land use change' , therefore:
In order to conserve and restore biodiversity and sustainable use, what is crucial are the impacts of different kinds of land use, including also more continuous land use -  not only impacts of land use change. Measures, monitoring  or indicators that ignore how most global biodiversity loss /degradation during the last centuries have been - and continue to be - caused and maintained  by quite continuous unsustainable land use, serve thus to justify the growing global biodiversity degradation.

	2
	8
	B
	6-7
	Trends in  extent and rate of human activity preventing regeneration of biodiverse forest ecosystems in areas where they would otherwise  gradually regenerate 

	2
	8
	C
	6
	The extent to which the forest biodiversity regeneration on Earth is not prevented by human activity  (to be explicated with identification of the practices which enable it)

	2
	9
	B
	21-22
	Trends in  extent and rate of human activity preventing regeneration of biodiverse ecosystems in forest or cultivation areas where they would otherwise  gradually regenerate 

	2
	9
	C
	21
	The extent to which the regeneration of cultivated  biodiversity on Earth is not prevented by other human activity (to be explicated with identification of the practices which enable such biodiversity)

	2
	9
	C
	22
	The extent to which the forest biodiversity regeneration on Earth is not prevented by human activity  (to be explicated with identification of the practices which enable it)

	2
	9
	A
	23
	T1.3. Priority retention of such wilderness in all areas of Earth that its biodiversity can continue to regenerate mostly by itself

	
	
	
	
	Crucial for the health of Earth's biodiversity is to what extent it can regenerate by itself and to what extent it is displaced by something set up or planted into its place

	2
	9
	B
	23
	Trends in extent to which the ecosystems can continue to regenerate by themselves with their characteristic biodiversity and life-heritages  

	2
	9
	C
	23
	Degree to which the ecosystems can continue to regenerate by themselves with their characteristic biodiversity and life-heritages  

	2
	9
	A
	24-29
	T1.4. Restoration of degraded ecosystems as far as it turns the extent of Earth's overall ecosystem degradation  to start reducing 

	
	
	
	
	If "restoration of degraded ecosystems" could be monitored in terms of "the area of degraded terrestrial ecosystems restored", that could be misused to count the   channeling  of degrading impacts from one area  to another as "restoration".

	2
	9
	B
	24
	Trends in restoration of Earth's terrestrial ecosystems as overall reduction of the degree of the degradation of terrestrial ecosystems 

	
	
	
	
	In rows 24-29 the indicators in column C are better formulated than monitoring elements and can thus help to correct the problems of the monitoring elements

	2
	10-11
	A
	35-38
	T2.1. Area of terrestrial, freshwater and marine ecosystem under such protection or conservation whose overall impacts advance world's biodiversity regeneration

	
	
	
	
	We need to monitor how the global biodiversity can become treated and managed in better compliance with in-situ conservation obligations than with such current measures of conservation areas expansion during/under which the global biodiversity  loss has continued and continues to accelerate.
To get global biodiversity conserved compliant to the in-situ conservation obligations of CBD article 8, what is crucial is not the extent of such areas which happen to be named/declared/registered as 'protected' or 'conserved areas' by the states.
What is crucial is the extent of areas "designated or regulated  and managed to achieve specific conservation objectives" (2) set by the totality of in-situ obligations under the CBD article 8  "where  special measures need to be taken  to conserve  biological diversity" so that their overall impacts advance world's biodiversity regeneration - no matter whether such areas are named "protected areas" or not.   
Under CBD article 8 states have to take different measures of protection needed in different areas according to how the global impacts of such measures in such areas advance world's in-situ biodiversity regeneration, including how states are obliged to :
- "regulate  or  manage  biological  resources  important  for  the conservation  of biological diversity whether within  or outside protected areas with a view to ensuring their conservation and sustainable use ", "maintenance of viable populations of species in natural surroundings" , etc. 

- "provide the conditions needed for compatibility between present uses and the conservation of biological diversity and the sustainable use of its components"  

- "rehabilitate and restore degraded ecosystems" 

- "regulate or manage the relevant processes and categories of activities" "where a significant adverse effect on biological diversity has been determined"
- "maintain knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles  relevant for the conservation and  sustainable use of biological diversity and promote their wider application" 

- etc.
As protected areas have to respect and fulfill these in-situ conservation obligations, as far as what are currently called "protected areas", are however not designed  to fulfill  this qualitative scale/extent of states' CBD in-situ conservation obligations, states would have to implement them by other areas of such needed special conservation measures. But as states are not even building such other areas which would fulfill these obligations, thus post-2020 GBF draft-proposed monitoring of the extent of "protected areas" and "extent of areas under other area-based conservation measures" which, does not adequately monitor the implementation of states' in-situ conservation obligations of CBD article 8.   
The proposed post-2020 GBF monitoring s encourages states to continue to neglect and violate their in-situ conservation obligations by guiding states to focus on continuing to expand such current types of  'protected areas' and other areas of specific measures, which are both qualitatively inadequate for fulfilling the diverse in-situ obligations set by CBD article 8.  


	2
	10
	B
	35-37
	Trends in extent of areas whose management's overall global impacts are duly verified to advance world's biodiversity regeneration and not biodiversity loss

	2
	10
	C
	35
	Coverage of areas whose management's overall global impacts are duly verified to advance world's biodiversity regeneration and reduce global biodiversity loss.

	2
	10
	C
	36
	Coverage/proportion of marine areas whose management's overall global impacts advance world's biodiversity regeneration & reduce global biodiversity loss.

	2
	10
	C
	37
	Coverage of mountain areas whose management's overall global impacts advance global biodiversity regeneration and reduce global biodiversity loss.

	2
	11
	B
	38
	Trends in extent of areas which are under area-based conservation measures but are not called, declared or registered as 'protected areas'

	2
	11
	C
	38
	Coverage of areas not registered as 'protected areas' but whose management's overall global impacts advance world's biodiversity regeneration and reduce global biodiversity loss.

	2
	11
	A
	39-42
	T2.2. Areas whose management's overall global impacts most crucial way advance world's biodiversity regeneration compliant to the totality of in-situ conservation obligations under the CBD article 8 are protected/conserved as priority accordingly

	
	
	
	
	The global impacts through which each 'protected area' management or other conservation measures' management of an area can have to world's biodiversity need to be monitored  compliant to the CBD obligations. 
States are responsible to secure such protected areas or other areas which would be protected compliant to what would fulfill  the totality of in-situ conservation obligations  under the CBD article 8 (j). 

What we need now to stop the growth of global biodiversity loss, is to learn what different measures can be taken in different areas to ensure how we can live in each area without increasing global biodiversity loss - rather than transferring the biodiversity loss from some areas to others in the name of conservation.

	2
	11
	B
	39
	Trends in proportion in which the areas whose management's overall global impacts can crucially advance world's biodiversity regeneration get protected/ conserved

	2
	11
	C
	39
	Protection coverage of areas whose management's overall global impacts can most  crucially protect and improve world's biodiversity regeneration

	2
	11-12
	A
	46-48
	T2.4. Effective management and equitable governance of the system of effective area based conservation measures

	
	
	
	
	What is most crucial for effective management and equitable governance of area based conservation measures is that:
a)  the areas whose biodiversity is most (rather than least) affected  by degrading impacts of human life become protected
b) the areas where consumption and other activities require or cause most degrading global impacts for Earth's in-situ biodiversity regeneration around the world need such area specific restrictions  on consumption, production, etc. which prevent that.
In respect to both these area specific needs of measures to protect biodiversity the management of areas by indigenous and local communities  have been shown to be relatively effective in terms of sustainable use and conservation of biodiversity when compared to what has been practiced in government managed areas. Thus the areas managed sustainably by IPLCs or legally recognised tenure of IPLCs should be more prominently present in the indicators than what the post 2020 GBF draft proposed.

Areas managed by indigenous peoples host biodiversity as effectively, or slightly more effectively than protected areas, according to an extensive study by Schuster et al (2019). (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.07.002) And in terms of how some 80% of world's biodiversity can be found also in indigenous managed areas which are some 25 % of  world’s land surface, the areas inhabited and managed by indigenous peoples are more effectively protected than the areas inhabited and managed by others.
Garnett et al. (2018) note that:

“Indigenous Peoples manage or have tenure rights over at least ~38 million km2 in 87 countries or politically distinct areas on all inhabited continents. This represents over a quarter of the world’s land surface, and intersects about 40% of all terrestrial protected areas and ecologically intact landscapes (for example, boreal and tropical primary forests, savannas and marshes). Our results add to growing evidence that recognizing Indigenous Peoples’ rights to land, benefit sharing and institutions is essential to meeting local and global conservation goals.”

(https://www.nature.com/articles/s41893-018-0100-6)

CoP has also recognised  that:
- "the closer management is to the ecosystem, the greater the responsibility, ownership, accountability, participation, and use of local knowledge". (CBD Ecosystem Principles 1-2) 
- Indigenous and  local communities "depend directly on biodiversity and its customary sustainable use and management for their livelihoods, resilience and cultures and are therefore well placed [...] to efficiently and economically manage ecosystems" (CBD Customary Sustainable Use Plan of Action UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/12, B, Annex, paragraph 6 b) 
Taking all this into consideration, it is surprising how little weight indigenous managed areas have in the framework of indicators. Legally recognized areas managed sustainably by indigenous peoples and local communities should have their own indicator. The draft monitoring framework makes a suggestion towards this in context of  T20.1.  (Equitable participation of IPLCs in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources): Trends in land-use change and land tenure in the traditional territories of indigenous and local communities (decision X/43)

 As in the indicators document draft T2.4. involves an indicator: “Number and area of PA/CAs in each of the four governance types with community governance subdivided into self-proclaimed ICCAs and other”, this is good, but it would be better if other indigenous managed, and legally recognized indigenous tenure would be added as well. These are most likely to be effectively and equitably managed areas for biodiversity conservation, even when they are not recognized as “protected areas”.


	2
	11-12
	B
	46-47
	Trends in management effectiveness regarding the overall global biodiversity impacts of local management of areas also in terms of “land-use change and land tenure in the traditional territories of indigenous and local communities (decision X/43)”

	2
	11
	C
	46
	To what extents have the different management and tenure forms helped  people to adapt to live in such relation to local environment that the global impacts of their life   do not accelerate global biodiversity loss  

	2
	12
	C
	47
	Management's closeness to the ecosystem managed as adapted to its regeneration 

	2
	12
	B
	48
	Trends in proportion of protected areas and other effective area based conservation measures under various governance regimes in respect to the size of the area where indigenous or locally inherited biodiversity can continue to regenerate

	2
	12
	C
	48
	Rates and areas in which characteristic  local biodiversity survives/regenerates  in government managed forests or conservation areas, in certified forests/areas and in ICCAs and other forests/areas managed by indigenous and local community tenures

	2
	12
	A
	51
	T2.6. Increased protection and conservation effectiveness through the global impacts of local management  

	
	
	
	
	While protection and conservation measures tend often to target and monitor only the local and national impacts on conservation even though activities  affect  in-situ conservation around the world also through global impacts, the protection and conservation effectiveness requires that we have to take into account activities' overall global impacts to in-situ conservation around the world.
It is also more effective conservation for us to prevent our practices which undermine most biodiversity that would otherwise regenerate than for us to focus to conserve the areas where the biodiversity is still less threatened  by our industries and our other activities which most severely undermine biodiversity. 
And as far as in order to save biodiversity from disappearing it is crucial to learn to live in ways which do not continue to displace or undermine more and more biodiversity, we would need to learn that from indigenous and local communities which are best adapted to live like that  so that  "the closer management is to the ecosystem, the greater the responsibility, ownership, accountability, participation, and use of local knowledge". (CBD Ecosystem Principles 1-2) 
As "indigenous and  local communities depend directly on biodiversity and its customary sustainable use and management for their livelihoods, resilience and cultures and are therefore well placed [...] to efficiently and economically manage ecosystems" (UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/12, B, Annex, paragraph 6 b)  states shall "promote [...] wider application" of their respective "knowledge, innovations and practices [...]  relevant for the conservation and sustainable use" with their "approval and involvement" (CBD article 8 (j))

	2
	12
	B
	51
	Trends in conservation effectiveness of wider application of the ways how indigenous and local communities' life & management are closer to the ecosystem regeneration 

	2
	12
	C
	51
	Management's effectiveness in terms of overall global impacts of community's management of life to life's diversity

	2
	12
	A
	55
	T3.2. Reduced causes for human wildlife conflicts and improved understanding and management of such causes and conflicts

	
	
	
	
	As Earth's wildlife is destroyed, attacked, suffered and thus conflicted in becoming displaced  from its habitats by expansion of modern industrial and commercial activities, like agribusiness, plantations, mining, dams, etc., thus human wildlife  conflicts continue in different forms as far as people continue to live in ways which do not allow wildlife  to regenerate in such areas which wildlife would have used - and used still 100 or 200 years ago but are now taken over  by expansion of modern industrial and commercial activities, like agribusiness, plantations, mining, dams, etc.,
When wildlife  gets thus continuously attacked and threatened by expansion of modern industrial and commercial activities, like agribusiness, plantations, mining, dams, etc., which keep  it displaced from its earlier habitats, the people who will most suffer from this conflict are often those who have themselves least displaced or violated the wildlife  and have most allowed the wildlife to live where it has lived. As indigenous and local communities allow wild life to live most near, they get also  most affected and violated by such disturbance of wildlife,which has been created by others who have displaced the wildlife.

	2
	12
	B
	55
	Trends in human-wildlife conflicts and in their causes and prevention

	2
	12
	C
	55
	How wildlife disturbance is driven by modern industrial and commercial expansion and how the resulting conflicts can be reduced/ healed 

	2
	12-13
	A
	56-60
	T4.1. Harvest, in terms of its global impacts, is  sustainable , safe for human health and biodiversity and legal also in terms of international human rights law 

	
	
	
	
	Biodiversity has often been saved better in areas not controlled by modern practices of law and business.  To  force such biodiversity by laws under globalised commercial control of those who have most money to overconsume  may easily futher de-legitimise sustainable locally adapted informal, indigenous use.
As national laws may allow as explicitly 'sustainable' and 'legal' such activities whose global impacts violate international human rights law, t is not adequate to ensure only the legality and sustainability of harvest, trade or use under the national laws but the global impacts have to be addressed also in  terms of internationally recognised  human rights taking into account also the rights of indigenous peoples and local communities.

	2
	12
	B
	56
	Trends in proportion of biological resources harvested legally in ways whose global impacts duly and fully comply with international law on human rights & environment 

	2
	13
	B
	59
	Trends in proportion of biological resources harvested through practices which are most sustainable in terms of their global impacts as best adapted to regeneration of local biocultural diversity and ecosystems in compliance to ecosystem principles 1-2 

	2
	13
	A
	61-63
	T4.2. Trade in terms of its global impacts, is  sustainable , safe for human health and biodiversity and legal also in terms of international human rights law 

	2
	13
	B
	61
	Trends in proportion of biological resources traded legally in ways whose global impacts duly and fully comply with international law on human rights & environment 

	2
	13
	B
	63
	Trends in proportion of biological resources traded through practices which best respect and secure human rights and environmental sustainability in compliance with  international law realising fair and equitable access and sharing of benefits

	2
	13
	A
	64-66
	T4.3. Use  in terms of its global impacts, is  sustainable, safe for human health and biodiversity and legal also in terms of international human rights law

	2
	13
	A
	64
	Trends in proportion of biological resources used legally in ways whose global impacts duly and fully comply with international law on human rights & environment 

	2
	13
	A
	66
	Trends in proportion of biological resources used through practices which are most sustainable, realising  fair and equitable access and sharing of benefits in terms of their global impacts as best adapted to regeneration of local biocultural diversity and ecosystems in compliance to ecosystem principles 1-2, 

	2
	15
	A
	81-85
	T6.1. Reduction of polluting global impacts of excess nutrients use required by people's consumption or other activity

	
	
	
	
	As currently the daily consumption and other activity in industrialised countries  require continuous polluting impact in developing countries , thus :
Regarding the reduction of any pollution, it is crucial that states have to monitor and address the global polluting impacts of any measures taken under their jurisdiction compliant to how each state is obliged to ensure that "processes  and activities [...] carried  out  under its jurisdiction  or  control" do not cause such pollution "regardless of  where their  effects occur" including "beyond  the  limits  of national jurisdiction." (CBD articles 3-4)

	2
	15
	B
	81-84
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of nitrogen use caused/required by consumption and other measures/activities taken under state's jurisdiction

	2
	15
	B
	85
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts caused of phosphorus use caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state 

	2
	15
	A
	86-88
	T6.2 Reduction of polluting global impacts from biocides use required by people's consumption or other activity

	2
	15
	B
	86
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of pesticides use caused/required around the globe by consumption/ other measures/activities taken  in a state 

	2
	16
	B
	87
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of herbicides caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken  in a state 

	2
	16
	B
	88
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of biocides use caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state 

	2
	16
	A
	89-90
	T6.3 Reduction of polluting global impacts from plastic  required by people's consumption or other activity 

	2
	16
	B
	89
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of marine plastic caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	90
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of plastic in  terrestrial and fresh water ecosystems as caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	A
	91-96
	T6.4 Reduction of polluting global impacts from other sources required by people's consumption or other activity

	2
	16
	B
	91
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of organic waste caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	92
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of lead caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	93
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of noise caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	94
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of artificial light caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	95
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of sediments caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16
	B
	96
	Trends in levels of polluting global impacts of hazardous waste caused/required around the globe by consumption and other measures/activities taken in a state

	2
	16-17
	A
	97-100
	T7.1. Control of the increasing problematic biodiversity-related global impact of our life to climate change mitigation, adaptation and disaster risk reduction 

	
	
	
	
	As our daily life, its globalised consumption and activities affect crucially around the world on that how much biodiverse ecosystems bind carbon and thus further impact on climate change, all these impacts have to be monitored compliant to CBD monitoring  obligations.
As the production and use of increasing amounts of money tend to cause also diverse  negative impacts on biodiversity, on climate, on erosion,  on water, etc., the ways how such additional money has been set to determine the current climate, biodiversity, etc. measures without taking into account the biodiversity impacts of the activities, from which such additional money comes, will affect biodiversity in highly problematic ways. Such negative biodiversity impacts also would need to be monitored and controlled. 

	2
	17
	B
	97
	Trends in global impacts of our daily life/consumption to carbon stocks in different ecosystems around the world

	2
	17
	A
	101-102
	T7.2. Minimised negative impacts on biodiversity from any mitigation, adaptation and disaster risk reduction measures

	
	
	
	
	As countless projects or activities which monitor and measure such climate impacts which they highlight as their positive impact can do this by cost of leaving globally around the world non-monitored their such various other negative biodiversity impacts which will additionally have also long-term negative impacts on biodiverse self-regenerating carbon stocks, it is crucial to ensure independent monitoring of such global negative biodiversity impacts which are caused by plantations and other projects taken in the name of climate   

	2
	17
	B
	101
	Trends in integration of independent biodiversity monitoring on projects' global impacts in design of mitigation, adaptation and disaster risk reduction projects

	2
	17
	B
	102
	Trends in independent assessments of the overall global environmental and human rights impacts of the mitigation, adaptation and disaster risk reduction projects

	2
	21-22
	A
	132
	T11.1. Equitable access to green/blue spaces in respect to sustenance of such spaces and rights related to them 

	
	
	
	
	As the proposed  target 11 aims to increase access to "green/blue spaces" "especially for urban dwellers" (22) who may have most widely  undermined  such spaces by their daily life-practises both where they live and also around the world where they have captured such spaces away also from other areas' (rural, forest, mountain or river) communities who have better sustained such spaces? 
As such urban/industrial consumption has already destroyed, displaced or degraded biodiversity may be more than any other needs, there is a need for independent monitoring to secure that can be prevented from expanding the capture of biodiverse areas for the luxury needs of over-consuming modern 'urban dwellers'. 

	2
	21-22
	B
	132
	Trends in securing such access to green/blue spaces which is equitable in respect to how people sustain regeneration of such spaces, taking also into account all the rights recognised  for people on lands, forests and waters which they need to live

	2
	22-23
	A
	140-145
	T12.1. Access to any "actual or potential value" of "any material of  plant, animal,  microbial or other" living origin, ("origin containing  functional units of heredity" (genetic resources)

	
	
	
	
	CBD defines "genetic resources" as any "actual or potential value" of "any material of  plant, animal,  microbial or other origin containing  functional units of heredity". (art. 2)
As states' first main obligation in respect to genetic resources under CBD and CBD based monitoring is thus to advance "the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of" any "actual or potential value" of what people may get from "plant, animal,  microbial or other" living origin "including by appropriate access [...] taking into account all rights over those resources" (CBD articles 1-2) therefore:
Peoples' have such rights over those resources that "all peoples may, for their own ends, freely dispose of their natural wealth and resources" with such self-determined permanent sovereignty over them that  "in no case may a people be deprived of its own means of subsistence ".(article 1.2 of ICCPR & ICESCR, main UN human rights treaties) 
As far as "actual or potential value" of natural wealth what people get from "plant, animal,  microbial or other" living origin  belong  to peoples' own means of subsistence  by which they live , people may in no case be deprived of such self-determined regenerating access to and use of plants, animals and other living entities. (CBD art. 22) 
As people  have this right over such access to and subsistence use of plants, animals and other living beings of the area as self-determined also where people do not categorise such wealth from living beings as 'genetic resources' this right must be respected accordingly.
Therefore what should be monitored  is access to any "actual or potential value" of use of "any material of  plant, animal,  microbial or other" living origin as self-determined by people who live by that in compliance with their  traditional knowledge.  (One may guess that hardly 0,00001 % of the people who have lived in sustainable relation to biodiversity have used or needed for that concepts like "genetic resources' or knowledge on them or permits "granted for access" to them.)

	2
	22-23
	B
	140
	Trends in access to "actual or potential value" of "any material of  plant, animal,  microbial or other" living origin being secured compliant to people's rights, so that in no case may a people be deprived of its own means of subsistence. 

	2
	22-23
	C
	141
	Plants, animals and other living beings secured to be accessed and used freely by people to whose own means of subsistence they belong in the area where people live.   

	2
	24-25
	A
	150-151
	T12.3. Benefits resulting from use of traditional knowledge associated with
any actual or potential value of any use of  plants, animals or other living beings 

	2
	24
	B
	150
	Trends in people's rights and ability to use and manage plants, animals and ecosystems in which these and other livings regenerate compliant to their  traditional knowledge and understanding which are adapted  to sustain such regeneration 

	2
	24
	C
	150
	Rights to traditional occupations and customary land use/tenure respected in compliance with UN human rights treaties and ILO Convention 111 monitoring 

	2
	25
	B
	151
	Trends in benefits generated and equitably shared from the use of traditional knowledge associated with  values of use of plants, animals and ecosystems in which these and other livings regenerate

	2
	25
	C
	151
	Rights to benefits  from values of traditional  locally adapted  customary sustainable use of plants, animals and their ecosystems as traditionally understood get respected  

	2
	25-26
	A
	152-156
	T13.1. Biodiversity reflected in policies and planning at all levels in ways which are shown to better sustain its regeneration in practice.

	
	
	
	
	Why would GBF target 13 monitoring require biodiversity values to be integrated as "ecosystem service values into planning processes", policies or regulations on biodiversity, indicated by "System of Environmental-Economic Accounting" (25)?
Self-regenerating ecosystems and whatever they provide in respect to food, water, air, climate, etc. have survived much better among peoples, cultures and communities, who have had no concept of 'ecosystem services', than among those who use such concept for managing ecosystems. 
Peoples, cultures and communities who value biodiversity by living with it most sustainably have not needed or used economic accounting of the area as "ecosystem services" for living sustainably with the area and its biodiversity.
Other world would need to learn from them how to view, understand, use and treat environment accordingly in more sustainable ways, taking into account also that Indigenous and  local communities "depend directly on biodiversity and its customary sustainable use and management for their livelihoods, resilience and cultures and are therefore well placed [...] to efficiently and economically manage ecosystems" (CBD Customary Sustainable Use Plan of Action UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/12, B, Annex, paragraph 6 b) 

	2
	25
	B
	152
	Trends in how such ways of understanding, valuing, using and treating Earth and its life's diversity, which have in practice best allowed and sustained the regeneration of such life's diversity,  are integrated into planning processes to direct them 

	2
	25
	C
	152
	The ways of understanding, valuing, using and treating Earth, its life's diversity, which have best sustained  the regeneration of the diversity of life  on Earth among overall impacts of human life of each area get recognised and set to direct the planning 

	2
	26
	B
	154
	Trends in how such understanding, valuing, using and treating Earth and its diversity of  life which have in practice best allowed and sustained the regeneration of such diverse life, are integrated to direct development processes' use of land , water and forest

	2
	26
	B
	155
	Trends in how such understanding, valuing, using and treating Earth and its diversity of  life which have in practice best allowed and sustained the regeneration of such diverse life, are integrated to direct poverty reduction strategies

	2
	26
	B
	156
	Trends in how such understanding, valuing, using and treating Earth and its diversity of  life which have in practice best allowed and sustained the regeneration of such diverse life, are integrated to direct into sectoral plans

	2
	26
	A
	157
	T13.2. Sustenance of life in its diversity in ways which best fulfil economic human rights - by using least money to anything else - reflected in economy as what is most economic in most sustainable way 

	
	
	
	
	As economy is needed primarily to sustain life in dignified way it is most economic to use as little money as possible for anything else than for sustaining life on Earth in its diversity in ways which fully respect and realise economic human rights. 
The rights of economic activity has to be determined thus as rights to activity which sustains life in its diversity in ways which fulfill economic human rights as equal for all without wasting money to other purposes. 
The economic value of things  has to be measured correspondingly as what sustains life on Earth in its diversity in ways which fulfill economic human rights as equal for all and economy has to be governed accordingly, keeping in mind that:
Indigenous and  local communities "depend directly on biodiversity and its customary sustainable use and management for their livelihoods, resilience and cultures and are therefore well placed [...] to efficiently and economically manage ecosystems" (CBD Customary Sustainable Use Plan of Action UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XII/12, B, Annex, paragraph 6 b) 

	2
	26
	B
	157
	Trends in determining the rights of economic activity as rights to activity which sustains life in its diversity on Earth in ways which fulfill economic human rights as equal for all without wasting money to other purposes. 

	2
	26
	B
	158
	Trends in measuring and governing  the economy, economic value and activity and its rights in all levels as what sustains life in its diversity on Earth in ways which fulfill economic human rights as equal for all without wasting money to other purposes. 

	2
	26
	A
	159-161
	T13.3. Values and rights of sustenance of Earth's life in its diversity while respecting human rights are reflected in laws, policies, regulations and biodiversity inclusive environmental impact assessments and strategic environmental assessments

	
	
	
	
	The proposed approach of monitoring the "number of policies and regulations which incorporate biodiversity considerations" does not help as states and others can easily add many new policies which say something about biodiversity without having any impact on decisions on how  land,water,forest,air and life's diversity in them are used.

	2
	27
	B
	159
	Trends in how far the policies and regulations which determine how land, water, forest and air are used and treated incorporate values and rights of sustenance of Earth's life in its diversity to guide decisions in ways that fully respect human rights 

	2
	27
	B
	160
	Trends in how far policies and regulations on environmental impact assessment incorporate values and rights of sustenance of Earth's life in its diversity to guide decisions in ways which fully respect human rights 

	2
	27
	B
	161
	Trends in how far the policies and regulations which determine how land, water, forest and air are used and treated require the use of strategic environmental impact assessment which incorporate biodiversity considerations

	2
	27
	A
	162-166
	T14.1. Reduction of at least [50%] in negative global impacts on biodiversity as independently monitored and verified

	
	
	
	
	While proposed Target 14 component on "Reduction of at least [50%] in negative impacts on biodiversity" is otherwise good,  the problem remains how to get it duly monitored in ways which ensure that this will really happen.
It is thus good to secure this by independent monitoring and verification of each country's global impacts because otherwise it is quite easy for states and other actors under their jurisdiction to leave much of the overall global impacts of their production and consumption non-monitored and non-counted.
And what is needed is not only monitoring of diverse "trends" but monitoring of the implementation of states' CBD obligations: 
- " to "regulate and manage" any such "processes and [...] activities which have or are likely to have significant adverse impacts" and are "carried out under its jurisdiction or control" "regardless of where their effects occur" so that state  can be "ensuring [...] conservation and sustainable use" of  biological resources also "beyond the limits of national jurisdiction" (CBD articles 4 and 8 (c) and (l))
-  to "provide the conditions needed for compatibility between present uses and the conservation" and sustainable use and  to "rehabilitate and restore degraded ecosystems" (CBD articles 8 (f) & (i)) "paying  particular  attention  to" such biodiversity components that are "requiring  urgent  conservation measures and  those which  offer  the greatest potential for sustainable use" (CBD article 7b)
-"In the case of imminent or grave  danger or damage, originating under its jurisdiction  or control,  to biological  diversity within  the area  under jurisdiction of other States", state has to "notify  immediately the potentially affected States of such  danger  or damage,  as  well  as initiate  action  to prevent  or minimize such danger or damage". (CBD article 14.1 (d)) and provide the needed  "resources to enable developing country Parties to meet the agreed full incremental costs to them of implementing measures which fulfill the obligations of this Convention and to benefit from its provisions" (CBD articles 20.2 and 20.4) as far as poor countries' biodiversity is affected
-  As accelerating global biodiversity loss and  such commercial types of rights over the use of biodiverse lands, forests and waters which drive or boost that biodiversity loss "cause a serious damage or threat to biological diversity"  or "imminent or grave  danger", the CBD states parties are thus under CBD article 22 - and articles 3,4, 8 (c) & (l), 14.1 and  18.4 - obliged to correct those rights or their implementation in ways which prevent such damage and threat.
 In respect to such conditions like the prevailing ones how biodiversity in other countries around the world is crucially affected and driven by processes and  activities of commercial/industrial over-consumption in rich countries, the CBD "Conference of the Parties shall examine [....] liability and redress, including restoration and compensation, for damage to biological diversity". (CBD article  14.2)
Regarding issues like on-going acceleration of global biodiversity loss, the  CBD obliges its CoP to "consider and adopt, as required, protocols" or annexes to the CBD and/or "amendments to this Convention and its annexes" or to its protocols or their annexes or "undertake any additional action that may be required for the achievement of the purposes of this Convention in the light of experience gained in its operation." (CBD article 23.4 c-f and (i))

	2
	27
	B
	162-166
	Trends in ecological limits reached/surpassed as monitored by independent verification and prevented by laws and regulation in both home and host countries of corporations responsible for the production 

	2
	27
	C
	162
	Laws and regulations adopted in home and host countries of corporations and at the   international level as adopted through CBD implementation process negotiations and preventing ecological limits to be surpassed in terms of Ecological Footprint monitored

	2
	28
	A
	167-174
	T14.2. Sustainable production practices, including circular economy and waste management and sustainable supply chains at national and international levels as independently monitored and verified

	
	
	
	
	Independent monitoring and verification of global impacts is crucial here to prevent commercial interests of selective advertising  of impacts and policies from continuing to give distorted picture on global impacts.  Such distortions could easily take place for example if under the proposed GBF target 14 the component "trends in sustainable production  in sectors" would become monitored also by such indicators like the "number of companies publishing sustainability reports".
That could allow the business itself in practice to select, determine and finance according to its commercial interests and wealth what is publicly recognised under CBD implementation as sustainability monitoring of production. This would allow private profit interests to distort what becomes publicly meant by "sustainable production" according to amounts of money invested in reporting and advertising.

	2
	28
	B
	167-174
	Trends in sustainable production in sectors in terms of their overall global impacts as determined by binding laws and rules and independently monitored and verified  

	2
	28
	C
	167
	Legally binding rights for people to keep lands, waters and forests in more sustainable use - as adopted and enforced in national, regional and international law and justice  

	2
	28
	C
	168
	CO2 emissions caused globally in production and consumption chains per unit of value added as independently monitored and verified

	2
	29
	C
	173
	Percentage of businesses whose  global impacts are independently monitored, verified and sanctioned for violations compliant to what  is required according to CESCR General Comment 24 on State obligations under the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in the context of business activities

	2
	29-30
	A
	177-179
	T14.3. Sustainability of supply chains independently monitored at national and international levels

	2
	29
	B
	177
	Trends in legally binding independent monitoring of supply chains' impacts and in people's rights on saving from such impacts the biodiversity o which they depend 

	2
	29
	C
	177
	Extent to which the impacts of supply chains to biodiversity and rights of local people who depend  on such biodiversity become independently monitored and rights bindingly enforced against such impacts

	2
	29-30
	B
	178
	How independently financial sector is monitored in developing & applying biodiversity risk assessment, in demonstrating decreasing negative ecosystem/biodiversity impacts  in their portfolios and in developing tools for biodiversity financing

	2
	30-31
	A
	180-189
	T15.1. Rights to sustainable consumption made in such a way stronger that they prevent unsustainable  consumption of the same things

	
	
	
	
	While the proposed GBF Target 15 declares as its first aim to "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns" in its components or monitoring it does not however identify an activity which would actually "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns".
On what it sets to be done in practice regarding "sustainable consumption patterns" it says only that different "trends in use of renewable natural resources", "biological resources" and "non-renewable natural resources" as well as "trends in ecological limits reached or surpassed"would be statistically monitored.
So it makes a commitment that for the next 10 years we will document and publish statistics on how our over-consumption continues in an accelerating way to destroy diversity of Earth's life , "trends in ecological limits reached or surpassed" - but  no commitment on action which would in practice prevent this.
Thus states would only document the rapid biodiversity destruction caused by our over-consumption but would do nothing to prevent that but only further statistics on "trends in public engagement and attitudes towards biodiversity" or  "in demand for more environmentally friendly products".
It just aims "ensuring people everywhere understand and appreciate the value of biodiversity, make responsible choices" by highlighting a "new vision" and "peoples’

responsibility for their choices" without commitments to prevent in practice our growing over-consumption from causing accelerating global biodiversity loss.
This neglects states' CBD obligations to "regulate and manage" any such "processes and [...] activities which have or are likely to have significant adverse impacts" and are "carried out under its jurisdiction or control" "regardless of where their effects occur" so that state  can be "ensuring [...] conservation and sustainable use" of  biological resources also "beyond the limits of national jurisdiction" (CBD articles 4 and 8 (c) & (l))

	2
	30
	B
	180
	Trends in capacity to prevent over-consumption of non-renewable natural resources

	2
	30
	C
	180
	People's rights to use lands, waters and forests primarily by customary sustainable ways empowered to prevent their non-renewable over-consumption in terms of material footprint per capita/GDP

	2
	31
	B
	188
	Trends in capacity to prevent ecological limits reached or surpassed

	2
	31
	C
	188
	People's rights to customary sustainable use of biodiverse ecosystems strengthened to prevent ecological limits surpassed in terms of material consumption per capita /GDP

	2
	34
	A
	212-218
	T18.2. Increase in such international biodiversity financing resources, which have not been created by biodiversity loss causing measures  

	
	
	
	
	For using money to conserve biodiversity one needs to take into account how much the activities, by which such money has been produced may affect biodiversity negatively. 
The challenge in biodiversity financing is thus not only whether and how the funds can be used in ways which help to sustain biodiversity but also whether the needed money as commercial wealth has been produced in ways which do not displace biodiversity. 
So when one tries to monitor and assess biodiversity saved by money one has to include to such calculation the loss how much biodiversity was harmed  by the various  commercial activities from which such money as additional commercial wealth has originated.
As the monetary commercial wealth tends to be produced  in ways which displace, degrade, pollute, over-consume or undermine biodiversity regeneration more than such subsistence use of land, water and forest which sustains people's life in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate, thus the more the subsistence economy gets transferred into money producing economy, the more it tends to harm biodiversity.

Therefore  as far as biodiversity regeneration can be supported rather by rights of practices which sustain human life by biodiversity regeneration without displacing, degrading, over-consuming or polluting or undermining it like  commercial money producing activities tend to do , that would be better for biodiversity. 
Often best way in which money could be used to save biodiversity is  if money can be used to strengthen the rights of living with as little money as possible or to reduce  the power of money and commercial control of economic sustenance of human life , transferring land, water, forest or other resources of life away from the commercial control of money to be ruled  by communities' subsistence economy.  
Where under target 18 however, "new, additional and effective financial resources" for what is to be recognised as biodiversity conservation could come also further "from private sector" without presenting how would the impacts of the activity from which that money comes affect biodiversity and how could the use of that money affect what is publicly meant by 'conservation of biodiversity'.

	2
	34
	B
	212
	Trends in the mobilization of such public resources for international biodiversity financing,whose overall impacts to save biodiversity remain as sustainably positive as possible after all negative  biodiversity impacts of the activities  from which such money has originated  or has been acquired, have been monitored and verified  

	2
	34
	B
	217
	Trends in the mobilization  from private sector such financial resources, from which it  has been independently and transparently monitored and verified  that:
a) their use  does not affect the content of what is publicly informed  or communicated  to be biodiversity conservation  - in way that benefits the concerned private interests  
b) overall global biodiversity impact of such money remains sustainable after all negative biodiversity impacts of the activities  from which such money has originated  get independently and transparently monitored and verified  

	2 
	36
	A
	226-231
	T19.1. Availability of such understanding and rights on biodiversity which enable people to stop over-consumption which drives global biodiversity loss and to live in practice in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate

	
	
	
	
	Proposed GBF Target 19 assumes that "availability of biodiversity related information" as "reliable and up-to-date" awareness on biodiversity and values of biodiversity provided by education based on modern science, would conserve  biodiversity.
But if people do not have even rights to control the use of land, water or forest in ways which could enable them to live sustainably, the "availability of biodiversity related information" and statistics does not much help to save biodiversity even if it could be reliable and up-to-date when  rights over lands, waters and forests are determined by commercial control - and thus by demands of those who have most money to buy  and consume, the biodiversity remains under threat.
And as huge expansion of such forms of information, education, knowledge and statistics based on science of nature has however  formed, guided and informed  with its scientific authority the way how we have understood and treated the Earth and its life's diversity also in biological terms throughout the centuries, which have however under these efforts and conditions brought unprecedentedly rapid and massive acceleration of global biodiversity loss , which we could not have created without such our scientific knowledge on nature, we  would  need to reply:
As so far the ways how we have treated the Earth and its life with our expanding scientific information, education and knowledge on nature have strongly correlated to accelerating global biodiversity loss and degradation, what evidence is there to assume on Target 19 on the contrary that availability of such expanding information and knowledge on nature for decision makers and public could serve such "effective management of biodiversity" (under Target 19), which would protect biodiversity ?
How and why would scientific validity of "quality information" on nature be likely to help to protect biodiversity as so far the exponential growth of biodiversity loss around the globe could not have happened without effective validity of such knowledge ? 
Why and based on what evidence is it assumed, that in future the corresponding increase of the use of valid and effective knowledge on nature would start to influence to the opposite direction ?
And how can one assume that authentic quality information also on "traditional knowledge, is available [...] through promoting [...] education and research" even though traditional knowledge has rarely been born or become available "through [...] education and research" ? Have not the expansion of modern education and research rather contributed oppositely to undermine traditional knowledge ?
Like proposed  target 15 assumed  that "ensuring people everywhere understand and appreciate the value of biodiversity" would "eliminate unsustainable consumption patterns", also proposed target 19 monitoring assumes a new vision of sustainable life, "new social norms for sustainability" and better public engagement to protect biodiversity would follow from better education and quality information as indicated by "Biodiversity Barometer 2009, WAZA bio-literacy survey 2012-2015", which have gathered interviews on that, what modern consumers and zoos and aquariums visitors know the modern biology's concept 'biodiversity" to mean and what they think on that.
Barometer shows how branding fashions use biodiversity in advertising  to make consumers to buy and how "corporate communication on biodiversity by beauty, food, and beverage companies continues to rise year-on-year. It is becoming industry practice, though the information provided is often superficial." (http://www.biodiversitybarometer.org/#uebt-biodiversity-barometer-2018) 

But barometer and WAZA have not found or presented much evidence for that how growing knowledge on biodiversity would make huge difference to consumers' will or ability to protect biodiversity or how it would make global consumption to cause less biodiversity loss.
According to WAZA's findings "there is a relatively weak link between biodiversity‐related knowledge and self‐reported proconservation behavior".  And there has been "our naivety in assuming that the two strands of knowledge regarding biodiversity (essentially, what it is and how you protect it) would essentially be complementary" so that "by understanding biodiversity as a concept [...] respondents would be interested in, and have knowledge of, the actions that would help protect it". These were "only relatively weakly linked with" each other. https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/conl.12233
So what would here indicate that the condition where "people everywhere understand and appreciate the value of biodiversity" would eliminate "unsustainable consumption patterns" and promote "responsible choices" (as T15 assumes)? WAZA says that "our analysis shows the importance of nonknowledge factors such as cultural differences across world regions." (https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/conl.12233)  Is not the situation indeed rather that:
- the consumption of the relatively highly educated people in Global North, and among the elites in China, India etc. who have more education on biology than the poor majority in the world, causes much more biodiversity loss around the globe than the consumption of the poor majority, who does not have so much education on 'biodiversity'.
- during the last 4 centuries of birth and development of modern biology, the more people around the globe have learned to understand the diversity of Earth's life in terms of biology as 'biodiversity', the more they have lived in a way which has caused global biodiversity loss.

And even among those involved in consuming the ways in which the modernity provides them Earth's diversity of life to be accessed, observed and understood, "people will often cite society‐level causes for environmental problems

(such as capitalism), but only be able to quote individual‐level behaviors to attempt redress. This can leave individuals with a sense of powerlessness and pessimism over the perceived benefits of such behaviors."  And "individualizing problems that have their roots in much larger social structures may create a situation in which pro-conservation campaigns have localized success, while failing to contribute to changes needed at the society level" like noted by WAZA. (https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/conl.12233)
Under earlier/other life-heritages, which have understood plants, animals and the diversity of life on Earth in other senses than 'biodiversity', people have caused much less global loss of Earth's diversity of life.
"The international community has recognized the close and traditional dependence of many indigenous and local communities on biological resources, notably in the preamble to the Convention on Biological Diversity" with "a broad recognition of the contribution that traditional knowledge can make to both the conservation and the sustainable use" by that how "Indigenous peoples’ traditional lifestyles are a source of their resiliency".(https://www.cbd.int/article/international-day-worlds-indigenous-peoples-2020) 
Thus indigenous and locally adapted knowledge, skills and techniques on how people's life depends on biodiversity are also ways of understanding how people can adapt to live sustainably in local ecosystems allowing them to regenerate as life's diversiy on which our life depends.
Indigenous peoples'  "knowledge, skills and techniques are a source of valuable information for the global community, and provide critical guidance in developing biodiversity policies that will allow the world to achieve the vision of by 2050 living in harmony with nature." (https://www.cbd.int/article/international-day-worlds-indigenous-peoples-2020) 
"Local, traditional and indigenous knowledge, especially regarding nature, species (flora, fauna, seeds) and their properties, are precious and have an important role to play in the global scientific dialogue. States must take measures to protect such knowledge" like the UN Committee on Economic,Social and Cultural Rights has noted in its recent General Comment 25 on science and human rights saying that:
"Indigenous peoples and local communities all over the globe should participate in a global intercultural dialogue for scientific progress, as their inputs are precious and science should not be used as an instrument of cultural imposition. States parties must provide indigenous peoples, with due respect for their self-determination, to both the educational and technological means to participate in this dialogue." 
States "must also take all measures to respect and protect the rights of indigenous peoples, particularly their land, their identity and the protection of the moral and material interests resulting from their knowledge, of which they are authors, individually or collectively. Genuine consultation in order to obtain free, prior and informed consent is necessary whenever the State party or non-State actors conduct research, take decisions or create policies relating to science that have an impact on indigenous peoples" (CESCR, E/C.12/GC/25, General Comment 25 (2020) on science and economic, social and cultural rights, paragraphs 39-40)
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	36
	B
	226
	Trends in the availability of such understanding and rights on biodiversity which enable people to stop over-consumption which drives global biodiversity loss and to live in practice in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate
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	37
	A
	232-233
	T19.2. Promotion of awareness of such values of biodiversity, which drive people  to live in practice in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate

	2
	37
	B
	232-233
	Trends in awareness of such biodiversity values which drive people  to live in practice in ways which allow biodiversity to regenerate
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	37
	A
	234-235
	T19.3. Learning ways how people have been able to live  in practice by biodiverse ecosystems without displacing their regeneration  or undermining it

	2
	37
	B
	234-235
	Trends in learning how people can in practice  live  by biodiverse  ecosystems without displacing or undermining  their  regeneration  by global impacts of our life 

	2
	38
	A
	236-238
	T19.4. Availability of understanding for decision makers and all how we can live by biodiversity regeneration without displacing or undermining it - like can be done through indigenous peoples' and local communities'  traditional knowledge, innovations and practices with their free, prior and informed consent

	2
	38
	B
	236
	Trends in the development of understanding and learning  how to live by biodiversity without displacing or undermining its regeneration

	2
	38
	B
	237
	Trends in access to understanding  of biodiversity and how to live by it allowing it to regenerate like also  indigenous peoples and local communities have done

	2
	38
	B
	237
	Trends in documentation and use of traditional knowledge, innovations and practices with their free, prior and informed consent

	2
	38-39
	A
	239-243
	T20.1. Equitable participation of IPLCs in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources ensured in accordance with all UN obligations and commitments on these and national circumstances in compliance with the UN obligations and commitments

	
	
	
	
	While Target 20 says "equitable participation in decision-making related to biodiversity" and "rights over relevant resources" are to be ensured "in accordance with national circumstances", still:
The proposed components, monitoring and indicators do not address how "national circumstances" could or could not define, restrict, affect or remove "equitable participation" or resource rights - including those approved internationally by the UN treaty obligations and commitments
This would leave thus obscure and non-transparent in proposed components, monitoring and indicators what would the phrase "in accordance with national circumstances" mean in respect to implementation and monitoring. 
It is thus necessary to clarify that rights approved by international human rights or environmental treaties in respect to "equitable participation" and "rights over relevant resources" can not be made to depend from "national circumstances" by GBF monitoring system commitments.
Thus the full scale of Target 20 components and monitoring and their compliance with the relevant obligations of UN treaties on internationally recognised rights related to resources and participation have to be made explicit and transparent - including in respect to how the international treaties also oblige states to take into account "national circumstances" to better ensure the rights and participation 
The Target 20 components T 20.1, T20.2 and T20.3 have thus to be each amended by a phrase "in accordance with all UN obligations and commitments on these and national circumstances in compliance with the UN obligations and commitments".
Also in monitoring elements concerning the "trends in the participation" and "recognition of rights over relevant resources" of indigenous peoples and local communities, of women and girls and youth, it must be ensured that:
What the international UN obligations under many UN treaties require on these groups' equitable participation, resource rights and observation of "national circumstances" regarding these, have to be respected. 
Also regarding indicators on recognition of rights over relevant resources, it must be ensured that rights related to traditional occupations and customary land use and tenure are respected and fulfilled  compliant to how the UN, ILO, FAO (etc.) treaties on these rights require also in  terms of "national circumstances"
States have thus  to take into account, observe, treat and address national circumstances according to what these treaties require in respect to these rights.

(also regarding to when and how, in which respects and to what extents, "national circumstances" can and need to be taken into account, treated, observed or addressed in respect to these rights)

Thus for example under ILO Convention 111, States are obliged to respect and advance "equality of opportunity and treatment in respect of employment and occupation, with a view to eliminating any discrimination in respect thereof ", also regarding "access [...] to particular occupations, and terms and conditions of" such access - including also  to traditional occupations of indigenous and local communities. 
States are obliged also "to enact such legislation" which can secure such elimination of any "preference made on the basis of [...] social origin" of occupational access or  elimination of any"other distinction, exclusion or preference which has the effect of nullifying or impairing equality of opportunity or treatment" in respect to "access [...] to particular occupations". (ILO Convention 111, articles 1-2 and 3 b)
“Equality  in  respect  of  access  to  particular  occupations  implies  that  nobody  should be  excluded  from exercising  the  occupation  of  their  choice  on  discriminatory grounds.  Where indigenous peoples pursue their traditional occupations, they should enjoy [...]  an  equal  footing  with  other" population, "equal  opportunity  in  providing  the  skills,  assets and resources on an equal basis” (ILO: Eliminating discrimination against indigenous and tribal peoples in employment and occupation: A guide to ILO Convention No. 111 (Geneva, 2007, page 14)
Thus where these communities face "lack of recognition of their rights to land, territories and resources, undermining their right to engage in traditional occupations" states have "to ensure equality of opportunity and treatment of indigenous peoples in employment and occupation, including their right to engage without discrimination in their traditional occupations and livelihoods. Recognition of the ownership and possession of the lands they traditionally occupy and access to their communal lands and natural resources for traditional activities is essential." 
But "whether they are pastoralists, hunter-gatherers, forest dwellers, workers in the informal economy [...] indigenous  peoples continue  to  face  high  levels  of  discrimination" and "their  traditional occupations  are  often  disregarded  as  outdated  or  unproductive.".  (ILO, Giving  globalization  a human face, International Labour Conference, 101st Session, 2012, ILC.101/III/1B, paragraphs 767--768) Thus "the ILO CEACR and the UN treaty bodies have raised concerns about discrimination suffered by indigenous peoples as a result of property disputes and transmigration", noting that under the treaty obligations:
"The right of indigenous and tribal peoples to earn their living with respect to the exercise of their traditional occupations" has to be upheld "safeguarding indigenous and tribal control over natural and environmental resources in their areas of traditional habitation" as a condition integral to their right to traditional occupations. (28) "The  negative  impacts  that  the  granting  of concessions on land traditionally occupied by them has on their traditional occupations and employment   constitute   discrimination   on   the   grounds   of   ethnicity.   Discrimination   in occupation  is  manifested  in  loss  of  community  land  and  community  forests,  and  stress  on water  and  other  natural  resources  indispensable  for  the  [...] traditional  occupations (228) (ILO Regional Office for Asia and the Pacific: Equality and non-discrimination at work in Cambodia: Manual Equality and non-discrimination at work in Cambodia: Manual)
"Unsecure  land tenure  and  biased  approaches  towards  the  traditional  occupations engaged  in  by  certain  ethnic  groups" violate their rights "to  engage  in  the  occupation  of  their  choice  [...]   which  are  often  perceived  as outdated, unproductive or environmentally harmful" due to discrimination, continuing "to pose serious  challenges  to the  enjoyment  of  equality  of  opportunity  and treatment in respect of occupation" . ILO Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations  (CEACR, General observation (2019) on Discrimination (Employment and Occupation) Convention, 1958 (No. 111) page 6)
States have thus "to ensure that indigenous peoples have access to land and resources to allow them to engage in their traditional occupations [...] without discrimination." ()  Direct Request (CEACR) - adopted 2019, published 109th ILC session (2020), Congo) - "valuing and recognizing traditional knowledge and skills that may be relevant both to accessing and advancing in employment and to engaging in an occupation" for which  states have to take "concrete steps, such as laws, policies" also for "recognition of their traditional occupations."  

(CEACR, General observation (2019) on Discrimination (Employment and Occupation) Convention, 1958 (No. 111) page 5 and Observation (CEACR) - adopted 2019, published 109th ILC session (2020) regarding Australia and Direct Requests (CEACR) - adopted 2019, published 109th ILC session (2020) on Congo, Guatemala and Costa Rica)
Indigenous and local communities "traditional livelihoods have come under pressure due to various factors, including loss of their lands" as "the increasing over-exploitation of their lands by extractive activities or deforestation accelerates the degradation of their natural environment".  Facing "restrictions on accessing natural resources or lands that they traditionally occupied" they are forced to seek "income from wage work (casual  and  seasonal),  on  farms  and  plantations  or  in  mines, which is where several global supply chains begin" increasing "serious threat to indigenous peoples’ institutions, cultures and traditional knowledge [...] that are fundamental to both combating climate change and enhancing sustainable agricultural practices, as  well  as  the  sustainable  use  and  management  of  natural resources". "The situation also undermines traditional knowledge and livelihood practices" and "with increasing livelihood insecurity" people become "often exposed to violations of fundamental rights at work and unacceptable forms of work" ( ILO: Decent Work for Indigenous andTribal Peoples in the Rural Economy, 2019, pages 3-6)
"Indigenous peoples constitute about 5 per cent of the world's population [...] but they account for nearly15 per cent of the world's poor." and "yet they care for an estimated 22 per cent of the Earth's surface" and "nearly 80 per cent of remaining biodiversity on the planet" can be found also in their areas as long as they are allowed to live there.

"Indigenous peoples’ traditional knowledge regarding agriculture, forestry and the management of natural resources needs to be recognized" as basis for sustainable locally adapted management of the areas where they live.( ILO: Decent Work for Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in the Rural Economy, 2019, pages 8 and 12 )
Indigenous and local communities' traditional occupations and their customary land tenures “originate from generations of experience of caring for and using their lands” (ILO Newsletter 2008 Indigenous and Tribal Peoples, pages 3 & 19) as adapted to the local biodiversity and its regeneration cycles.”right to practise a traditional occupation as part of the culture that identifies the indigenous peoples who practise it” (CBD/SBI/2/L.4, preface) in their characteristic  biodiverse habitats. They have thus also cultural rights to such their characteristic  culture of economy of their traditional occupations which carry their identity compliant to how ”indigenous peoples’ cultures, governance institutions and knowledge systems are often closely related to” and “identified by their traditional occupations". (ILO Eliminating discrimination against indigenous and tribal peoples in employment and occupation, A Guide to ILO Convention No.111, 2007, paragraph 4)

	2
	38-39
	B
	239-240
	Trends in the participation of indigenous peoples and local communities in decision making complying with the UN obligations on that and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed in that. 

	2
	39
	B
	241-243
	Trends in the recognition of rights of indigenous peoples and local communities over relevant resources compliant to the UN obligations on those rights and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed. 

	2
	39
	C
	241
	Trends in the practice of traditional occupations (decision X/43) managed fully respecting states' obligations  on indigenous peoples' and local communities' rights on traditional occupations under the ILO C 111 articles 2 and 3 and UN human rights treaties (C 241)

	2
	39
	C
	242
	Trends in land-use change and land tenure in the traditional territories of

indigenous and local communities (decision X/43) managed  respecting states' obligations on these communities' rights on land-use and tenure under the UN human rights treaties and FAO Plant Treaty articles 6 and 9

	2
	39-40
	A
	244-246
	T20.2. Equitable participation of women and girls in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources in accordance with all UN obligations and commitments on these and national circumstances in compliance with the UN obligations and commitments 

	2
	39
	B
	244-245
	Trends in the participation of women and girls in decision making complying with what the UN obligations on that and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed in that. 

	2
	40
	B
	246
	Trends in the recognition of rights of women and girls over relevant resources compliant to the UN obligations on those rights and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed. 

	2
	40
	A
	247-248
	T20.3. Equitable participation of youth in decision-making related to biodiversity and rights over relevant resources in accordance with all UN obligations and commitments on these and national circumstances in compliance with the UN obligations and commitments 

	2
	40
	B
	247
	Trends in the participation of youth in decision making complying with the UN obligations on that and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed in that. 

	2
	40
	B
	248
	Trends in the recognition of rights of youth over relevant resources compliant to the UN obligations on those rights and on how the national circumstances are to be treated and addressed. 


Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int 
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