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Facilitating the implementation of the 
Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity 
Framework and the monitoring of its 
progress  
(Agenda item 3) 

(a) Monitoring framework for the Kunming-
Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework  

IUCN is supportive of the prioritisation of effort from 
the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group so far, including 
clarification of the “binary indicators”, the proposed 
disaggregation of existing headline indicators, and 
filling remaining gaps in the suite of headline 
indicators. IUCN emphasizes that consistency 
with indicators used in other international 
processes, especially the SDG monitoring 
framework1, remains extremely important in 
order to reduce national reporting burdens and 
avoid duplication of efforts. For example, for 
Target 6 on IAS policy response and its application 
as SDG indicator 15.8.1.  
 
IUCN notes however, that some of the headline 
indicators measure outcomes rather than actions. 
For example, there is no headline indicator in Target 
4 for the key action of “ Ensure urgent management 
actions …”. The proposed indicator (the Red List 
Index) measures an outcome (and as such is 
appropriate as a headline indicator for Goal A) and 
not the action necessary to achieve that outcome; 
one possibility to explore might be disaggregation of 
the Red List Index. IUCN and its SSC Post-2020 
Biodiversity Targets Task Force stand ready to help 
develop such an action indicator. 

(b) Mechanisms for planning, monitoring, 
reporting and review 

In decision 15/6, the Conference of the Parties 
mandated SBI to develop concrete procedures for 
conducting the global review of collective progress 
in the implementation of the Framework. In the 
same decision, SBSTTA was requested to provide 
advice on the scientific, technical and technological 
inputs that should inform the global review.  
 
Since the concrete procedures and possible 
constitutive elements of the global review are yet to 
be defined by the SBI, IUCN suggests that the 
draft SBSTTA recommendation includes the 
scientific, technical and technological inputs 

 
1 https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/indicators-list/
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including its implication for the 
programmes of work of the Convention  

IUCN welcomes the rapid analysis in 
SBSTTA/25/INF/1 and generally supports the 
proposed approach for updating in a strategic 
manner the programmes of work of the Convention.  
 
The programmes of work can play an important 
role in guiding the implementation of the GBF. 
The rapid analysis demonstrated the considerable 
number of programme areas, objectives, activities, 
COP decisions and plans adopted over the years to 
support the implementation of the Aichi Targets, 
and now the 2030 Action Targets. IUCN 
recommends that if updated the programmes of 
work establish clear objectives, aligned with the 
GBF, include concrete activities, updated 
timelines, and periodic revisions of progress 
that could be considered as sources of information 
for the global review of collective progress, and 
enhance their effectiveness. Already existing 
guidance could be considered as tools and 
resources for supporting the implementation of the 
programmes of work and the Framework.  
 
IUCN concurs that more work is needed to identify 
gaps in the programmes of work and where further 
guidance may be needed, and strongly supports 
inviting inputs from relevant international 
organisations and other stakeholders to identify 
and address these gaps, to, among other things, 
avoid duplication of work and to leverage 
synergies. IUCN stands ready to engage with 
Parties and the Executive Secretary in this 
endeavor.  
 
For instance, in the absence of a dedicated 
programme of work on species conservation and 
observing the weak progress towards Aichi Target 
12, IUCN invites Parties to use the Global 
Species Action Plan (GSAP) as key guidance to 
integrate species conservation across the GBF 
and enhance implementation of species-related 
targets. The GSAP has been developed by IUCN 
and its Members, Commissions and Partners in 
consultation with the secretariats of the biodiversity-
related conventions. The GSAP sets out key 
strategic interventions and actions required to 
achieve successful outcomes for the conservation 

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/51362
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decision 15/22 para.1, and decision 15/10 para.1, 
therefore suggests it deletion. 
 
Thematic Assessment Report on the Sustainable 
Use of Wild Species (SBSTTA/25/7): Some of the 
actions listed under paragraph 4 of the draft 
recommendation could be carried out by Parties 
and other stakeholders, but others could benefit 
from additional guidance and work under the 
Convention (for example (g), (k) and (m)). IUCN 
suggests splitting the paragraph to address on one 
hand what Parties are encouraged to do, and on the 
other 

https://www.iucn.org/resources/conservation-tool/environmental-impact-classification-alien-taxa
http://www.iucngisd.org/gisd/
https://griis.org/
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The Conference of the Parties could take note of, 
and incorporate the key messages of the IPBES-
IPCC Co-Sponsored Workshop on Biodiversity and 
Climate Change in the recommendation text, 
expressly mentioning that “the mutual reinforcing of 
climate change and biodiversity loss means that 
satisfactory resolving either issue requires 
consideration of the other” and that “the explicit 
consideration of the interactions between 
biodiversity, climate and society in policy decisions 
provid 

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/49070
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