
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:
	Acevedo and Burgeff

	Given Name:
	Francisca and Caroline

	Government (if applicable): 
	CONABIO

	Organization:
	CONABIO

	Address:  
	Liga Periférico-Insurgentes Sur 4903, Col. Parques del Pedregal, CP 14010, Alcaldía de Tlalpan, Ciudad de México

	City:
	Mexico City

	Country:
	Mexico

	E-mail:
	facevedo@conabio.gob.mx    cburgeff@conabio.gob.mx 

	General Comments

	This is an example of a general comment

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	Specific Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	1
	4
	A
	23
	This is an example of a specific comment on Table 1, Page 4, columns A and line 23

	2
	12
	C
	38
	This is an example of a specific comment on Table 2, Page 12, columns C and line 38

	1
	2
	B
	16
	Farmland biodiversity should be defined, does it include all “agrobiodiversity”? Could it be better identified as “agroecosystems”? Does it include the crop wild relatives (CWR) when present? Where? In agricultural lands and in other territories, p.e. wild? It is suggested that the trend includes here or otherwise a new monitoring element that specifically touches on CWR in all territories, not only on farmlands. See example in the results of our Darwin Initiative project on Mesoamerican CWR. See at https://www.darwininitiative.org.uk/documents/23007/24541/23-007%20FR%20edited.pdf for final report and products at: https://www.biodiversidad.gob.mx/diversidad/proyectos/psmesoamerica and http://bioteca.biodiversidad.gob.mx/janium/Documentos/14954.pdf 

	1
	4
	B
	37
	“Comprehensiveness of conservation….” seems too ambiguous. A clearer indicator should be used. It is not clear if conservation relates to in situ and/or ex situ efforts and if these refer to such species that are relevant to food and agriculture.
A monitoring element should be the livelihood of small scale farmers and their traditional agricultural systems, taking into account that these type of farmers, their farming practices and their agroecosystems are mostly responsible for the maintenance in time of the genetic diversity present in cultivated plants, farmed and domesticated animals (besides that which is present in the CWR in their natural habitats that is). See Bellon et al_2018 in https://www.researchgate.net/publication/327289523_Evolutionary_and_food_supply_implications_of_ongoing_maize_domestication_by_Mexican_campesinos as an example of the role smallscale farmers have related both to providing evolutionary services related to the ongoing process of genetic diversity as well as food supply.
A TEEB study on maize production was also performed and has sections on genetic diversity valuation, see at https://www.biodiversidad.gob.mx/genes/valoracion-maices 

Special attention is needed in those parts of the world where agriculture was invented, where domestication processes have occurred and where evolution under domestication still is an ongoing process, for example in several of the GHIAS recognized by FAO.

	1
	4
	B
	41
	“Comprehensiveness of conservation….” seems too ambiguous. A clearer indicator should be used. It is not clear if conservation relates to in situ and/or ex situ efforts and if these refer to such CWR species that are relevant to food and agriculture.

	1
	5,6
	A
	51-71
	Even though the goal calls upon value, no valuation processes are signaled in columns A, B or C

	2
	9
	B
	21
	Is there a baseline? Why 10%? At what scale?

	2
	10
	B
	29
	Why 10%? At what scale?

	2
	16
	B
	98
	A relation to genetic diversity maintenance and enhancement should be included here, especially considering that genetic diversity is key for adaptation under change, including that which relates directly or indirectly to climate

	2
	19
	C
	114
	Only ex situ? What about also including an in situ indicator?

	2
	19
	C
	115
	It might be necessary to include other indicators that help identifying a positive trend in relation to small scale farming and sustainable management of wild species for food and medicine. For example, what about number of small scale farmers/food producers? 

	2
	19
	C
	116
	Productivity related to their agroecosystems? Need to identify key measures to correctly measure their production capacities per labour unit….

	2
	20
	C
	118
	Traditional agricultural lands, where the generation of local landraces by small scale farmers usually take place, should be made explicit as well

	2
	20
	C
	122
	What about taking in situ conservation also into account? An encompassing approach towards maintaining the processes that foster genetic diversity alive? See comments above on genetic diversity drives. This also implies knowledge generation related to genetic diversity to start with.

	2
	22
	B
	133
	Does this imply and include what feeds us and nurtures us as well?

	2
	36
	A
	226-231
	These should not only include the “species level of Biodiversity” but also ecosystem and gene level to be all encompassing in relation to information

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	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�





