
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 (monitoring elements), B (indicators) and C (Indicator baseline year and frequency of updates) of the 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:
	Soulard

	Given Name:
	François

	Government (if applicable): 
	Canada

	Organization:
	Statistics Canada

	Address:  
	

	City:
	

	Country:
	

	E-mail:
	francois.soulard@canada.ca

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The following comments are very limited in scope. They only represent a superficial review of the indicators, and not so much of the framework itself. However, the absence of any references to SEEA in the indicators document for the framework is noted, and is surprising given the role of SEEA in producing official national statistics. 

	0
	0
	0
	0
	General comments :

· This is a very interesting list of indicators. Many are relevant to the Canadian context. 
· They would be even more relevant if they were directly associated to the U.N. System of Environmental-Economic Accounting (SEEA) framework. There is an obvious correspondence for the trained eye. This would be particularly useful if it is expected to have the national statistical offices contribute. 
· With more time it would be possible to prioritize the indicators. There are so many that there is bound to be indicators that contradict each other; which indicators matter most? Some indicators have multiple framework usages, and could be weighted accordingly. 
· In terms of national strategies and processes, linking to the SEEA would help governments work more horizontally to produce integrated indicators. It would promote inter-departmental collaboration.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Suggest replacing “natural ecosystems” with “natural/semi-natural” or simply “ecosystems”. Mostly difficult to tell the truly “natural” from any other. 

	1
	1
	A
	1-14
	Important to measure individual ecosystems in terms of distances between each other (avg distance between patches of e.g. natural-semi-natural ecosystems), but also their average size and circumference. And changes thereof over time. 

	1
	1
	C
	14
	The last time we reviewed both the methodology and recommended data source, we concluded that their application to the Canadian context was limited and could lead to erroneous conclusions. 

	1
	1
	C
	1
	Forest area is misleading. This represents a land use categorization. We should be measuring treed area.

	1
	1
	C
	6
	The last time we reviewed both the methodology and recommended data source, we concluded that their application to the Canadian context was limited and could lead to erroneous conclusions..

	2
	9
	C
	24
	It is debatable whether large countries can actually track this indicator in a significant way. 

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	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�





