
Guidelines and template for the review of the draft monitoring framework for the post-2020 global biodiversity framework
I. 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:
	Aymerich

	Given Name:
	Miguel

	Government (if applicable): 
	SPAIN

	Organization:
	Ministry for the Ecological Transition and the Demographic Challenge

	Address:  
	Plaza San Juan de la Cruz s/n

	City:
	Madrid

	Country:
	Spain

	E-mail:
	maymerich@miteco.es

	General Comments

	A) We can keep the framework simple an easy to communicate, but we can have a second layer of sub-targets, when it results necessary, to ensure that targets are SMART. Components and elements in the monitoring framework are not enough and currently, we do not have complete SMART action targets in most of the cases of the draft post 2020 monitoring framework.

SMART targets are crucial to be successful in the implementation of post 2020 global biodiversity framework.
B) The Spanish Business and Biodiversity Initiative (IEEB) is run by Fundación Biodiversidad for the Ministry for the Ecological Transition and the Demographical Challenge as a means to engage the Spanish business sector in the sustainable use of biodiversity and contribute to the CBD targets. Businesses at the IEEB search to find effective ways to support the CBD targets. They are keen to align with objectives set in the post 2020 framework and contribute to the targets set. The better these targets consider the private sector contribution, the better will the post 2020 framework be inclusive, finding chances for effective contribution of game changers in business but also enhancement of best practices of the private sector as a whole.

We understand that businesses need harmonized standards and clear targets and metrics (some of which are currently under development). Further work is needed in our view, to better reflect the private sector in the indicator framework. 
C) The wording of Target 16 is not clear and could lead to confusion and difficulties to apply. Particularly “reducing these impacts by (X)”. We suggest deleting this part of the wording. It is not necessary since the target is to prevent, manage and control potential adverse impacts of biotechnology on biodiversity and human health which already would involve a reduction or even removal/elimination of those potential impacts. 

It could be also difficult to make a clear distinction between components of the target 16, monitoring elements and indicators. For example, risk assessment measures could be also related to prevention, the detection and identification of products of biotechnology can be part of the control measures.

	

	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	2
	B-C
	1 and 3
	There are other C rich ecosystems that should be included in this monitoring in order to better coordinate goal A and target 9: other carbon-rich ecosystems are peatlands and grasslands (it is important that each Country can monitor their own C rich ecosystem. As the typologies of these C rich ecosystem may vary among countries, each country should be able to monitor: forests, other C rich terrestrial ecosystems, other terrestrial ecosystems)

	1
	2
	C
	15
	We propose: Fragmentation of natural and semi-natural areas (EEA indicator, since 2000). This indicator shows the proportion of and trends in natural and semi natural areas, on the basis of land cover maps produced by the photo-interpretation of satellite imagery). Same for target 1.2


	1
	3
	B-C
	34-35
	Related to the trends in species abundance, we propose to add a new indicator: Common Bird Population Index

This indicator is used by the European Environmental Agency, using data from European Bird Census Council and BirdLife International.

https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/external/trends-of-common-birds-in-3
There are long series of data available for Europe and North America, and as much as common birds are easy to detect, the index could be used more widely in other regions.

	1
	4
	B-C
	36
	Related to genetic diversity, firstly there is a lack of 2030 milestone, so we propose:

“By 2030, genetic erosion of all wild and domesticated species is halted”.

For genetic diversity of wild species, no indicators are so far proposed in the draft. We believe that further consideration should be given to genetic diversity of wild species. We suggest considering the following possible indicators, proposed by expert scientists (Hoban et al.): 
“The number of populations within species with an effective population size > 500 compared to the number < 500”;

“The proportion of (sub)populations [or

geographic range] maintained within

species”;
“The number of species and populations in which genetic diversity is being monitored using DNA-based methods”.



	2
	10
	B-C
	34-35
	Related to ecological connectivity, we propose the following indicators:

- Trends in national laws, regulations, policies or implementing frameworks for ecological connectivity. 

- Trends in density of national transport infrastructure and trends in de-fragmentation solutions.

	2
	12
	A
	55
	We propose to add to the component: T3.2. Reduced human- wildlife conflicts trough solutions that safeguard biodiversity. 
The component should focus always on solutions that are not detrimental for biodiversity ensuring conservation and sustainable use at the same time.

	2
	12
	B-C
	55
	Related to the trends in human-wildlife conflicts, we propose to use these indicators:
- Number (trend) of individuals of wildlife species that are causing damages that are killed illegally.

- Population (trend) of carnivore species (Order Carnivora) and diurnal raptors (Order Falconiformes).

- Investment aimed to avoid conflicts between socioeconomic uses and wildlife by different ways:

1) Management measures of exploitation and good practices applied on preventing damages.

2) Compensation of damages due to wildlife species.

- Number of Parties with legislation that ban poaching on native species and massive and indiscriminate capture practices

	1
	5
	C
	56
	We propose instead C storage quantification (according to LULUCF methodologies of IPCC) of C rich ecosystems: such as forests, peatlands, grasslands, wetlands, mangroves and seagrass meadows (also for row 97, table 2)

	1
	5
	C
	61
	We propose calculation of a Desertification risk and consideration of one or several indexes for drought/soil fertility/pollutants measurements (also for row 120, table 2). It would be convenient to review the work of FAO´s Global Soil Partnership (GSP) 


	1
	5
	B-C
	60
	In addition to “Trends in regulation of coastal water Quality”, it should be also monitored the coastal ecosystems capacity to mitigate the impact of extreme events (by dunes, wetlands..). One way of monitoring all these together would be to monitor the degree of naturalization of the coast: % of urbanized coast

	1
	6
	B2
	64-67
	These indicators need to be carefully evaluated. Activities using natural resources may not be sustainable.

	1
	6
	A
	64
	Adding ‘raw materials’ to the drafting makes the statement more inclusive for companies. Suggestion:
Nature’s material contributions to food, water, raw materials and others

	1
	6
	C
	68-69
	Number of visits to National Parks; ratings of these visits by visitors; visits to Environmental Education Centers in those areas

	2
	16
	B-C
	92
	Related to the trends in levels of pollution of lead we propose to use the following indicators:

 - Number of countries that have banned hunting lead ammunition and lead gear for fishing

- Decrease in mortality of waterbirds and vultures due to lead poisoning.

- Decrease in lead levels in several birds and mammal’s species.

- % of hunters that have changed from lead ammunition to alternative ammunition.

	2
	22
	B-C
	133-139
	Instead, it would be preferable to match on going work for ecosystems accounts of SEEA EEA

	2
	29
	C
	177
	Certification of supply chains is here limited to FSC and PEFC (line 177) and MSC (line 179), but other certification schemes could be included such as RSPO, Rainforest Alliance, Bird Friendly Coffee and others that are internationally accepted. 

	2
	33
	A
	205
	Target 17.1 could include positive incentives for private companies by public administrations:
-Biodiversity friendly procurement

-Condition of net impact on biodiversity for certain public contracts.

-Tax incentives for positive impact on biodiversity.

	2
	36
	B-C
	226-231
	Among these indicators, it should be included whether countries have open public data that can be reused in official webs from countries or national agencies. Also it would be interesting to include as indicator the number of visits to those webs.



	2
	
36
	C
	227
	Please provide methodological information. Without it we cannot evaluate this indicator

	2
	
36
	C
	232
	Please provide methodological information. Without it we cannot evaluate this indicator

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Additional rows can be added to this table by selecting “Table” followed by “insert” and “rows below”


Comments should be sent by e-mail to secretariat@cbd.int no later than 25 July 2020.
� � HYPERLINK "https://www.cbd.int/doc/recommendations/wg2020-02/wg2020-02-rec-01-en.pdf" ��CBD/WG2020/REC/2/1�


� � HYPERLINK "https://www.cbd.int/conferences/post2020" �https://www.cbd.int/conferences/post2020�





