
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.  Columns A, B 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 C provides information on the baseline year for the indicator and on the frequency that the indicator is updated where known. Review comments are being sought on columns A, B and C 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:
	Mouat

	Given Name:
	John

	Government (if applicable): 
	Scottish Government

	Organization:
	Edinburgh Process for Subnational and Local Governments on the development of the Post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework

	Address:  
	Victoria Quay 

	City:
	Edinburgh

	Country:
	UK

	E-mail:
	john.mouat@gov.scot

	
	
	Comments

	Table
	Page
	Column letter
	Row number
	Comment

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The comments below are based on the responses to the Edinburgh Process, which is the main process gathering the views of Subnational and Local Governments as part of the OEWG process. This is not meant to be a comprehensive response to the monitoring framework peer review but captures the views expressed in the consultation responses on the Zero Draft of the post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. A separate Edinburgh Process report will be submitted to SBSTTA.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The fact that the Monitoring Framework is included as part of the Post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework from its inception is welcomed. However it was felt that it was still not yet clear how the framework would be implemented at different levels. Would one organisation be doing a global assessment?; will national reports be used to contribute data; and, how can subnational and local government contribute when they are best placed to collect the data, in line with the principles of the ecosystem approach?  Therefore additional guidance clearly setting out role of different actors and processes in the monitoring framework is required.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Despite the success of the Biodiversity Indictors partnership over the last 10 years the CBD needs to develop a more comprehensive approach to indicator development and data management to ensure progress in implementing the post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework up to 2050 can be measured. Ensuring data availability and establishing baselines, from which progress / success will be measured, will also be essential if challenging. There is also a need for the framework to address the interplay between the global indicators and regional or national indicators that are already being used in different parts of the world and clarifying how these can be used.  This could have formed a proposal for a decision on data, monitoring and reporting to sit alongside those on resource mobilisation, capacity building and mainstreaming that will be presented to SBI 3.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	A disconnect was noted between the numerical metrics in the goals and the indicators that were proposed to measure them. For example in Goal B many respondents felt there needed to be more specific indicators for the implementation of nature based solutions for a number of the monitoring elements

	0
	0
	0
	0
	Subnational governments need to have a clear role and responsibility regarding those indicators that relate to data that they are best suited to collect and provide. This could be achieved through vertical integration and the development of tools for all levels. It is also important that the resources to carry out these are adequate. The use of citizen scientists in monitoring should be encouraged to empower and engage contributing to an inclusive, participatory and a whole of society approach.

	0
	0
	0
	0
	The roles of the targets, elements, and indicators needed to be clearly set out, for example the ‘elements’ column is central in delivery of positive outcomes, but the relative weight of the different elements, in terms of that delivery, is not yet clear. Respondents felt that further guidance should be included in the monitoring framework including clear definitions for the elements to be monitored. 



	2
	8
	C
	16-18
	The marine elements of the monitoring framework in particular do not always fit with the proposed targets and goals under the Post 2020 GBF. An example for this is Target 1 where most of the elements to be monitored and indicators are land based and when there are marine indicators they are general indexes that are unlikely to give a clear answer in relation to the element to be monitored. For example the Monitoring element “Trends in the extent and rate of change of other marine and coastal ecosystems” the indicators include cumulative human impacts on marine ecosystems and the ocean health index neither of which will give answers on the extent or rate of change of ecosystems. Development of additional marine indicators is therefore required.

	2
	21
	C
	127-131
	There should be a specific outcome indicators for Target 10 on the number of nature based solutions that have been implemented to monitor ongoing effort.

	2
	21
	C
	132
	There is a need to develop additional indicators for target 11 on access to and benefits of greenspace. These should include the quality/diversity of these spaces.

	2
	22
	C
	151
	There should be an indicator on conservation of traditional knowledge under ABS (Nagoya Protocol) under Target 12

	2
	25
	C
	152
	Target 13 should include elements to integrate the subnational and local processes, particularly on the adoption of LBSAPs and nature based solutions. Despite the component T13.1 stating “Biodiversity reflected in policies and planning at all levels” the indicators only relate to the national level,  despite the fact that in some regions up to 70% of biodiversity policy being implemented is at the subnational or local level. Additional indicators on development of  biodiversity strategies and action plans at the subnational and local level should be included.

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	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�





