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Goal A:  
 
 

Option 1 
 
The integrity, connectivity and 
resilience of [all] [vulnerable and 
threatened natural] ecosystems are 
maintained, restored or enhanced, 
increasing [or maintaining] [by at 
least 5 per cent by 2030 and [15] 
[20] per cent by 2050] the area, 
connectivity and integrity of the full 
range of natural ecosystems [taking 
into account a natural state 
baseline] [and the risk of collapse of 
ecosystems is reduced by [--] per 
cent]. 
 
[Beginning now,] the human-
induced extinction of [all] [known] 
[threatened] species is halted [by 
2030] [by 2050], [[and] extinction 
risk is reduced [by at least [10] [20] 
[25] per cent] by 2030 and 
[eliminated] [reduced [to a 
minimum] [by 50 per cent]] [halved] 
by 2050,] and the [conservation 
status] [average population] 
[abundance] [and distribution] of 
[depleted populations of] all [wild 
and domesticated] [native] 
[threatened] species is [increased 
[or maintained] by at least [10] [20] 
per cent by 2030 and] [increased to 

 
 
Option 1 
 
The integrity, connectivity and 
resilience of [all] [vulnerable and 
threatened natural] ecosystems are 
maintained, restored or enhanced, 
increasing [or maintaining] [by at 
least 5 per cent by 2030 and [15] 
[20] per cent by 2050] the area, 
connectivity and integrity of the full 
range of natural ecosystems [taking 
into account a natural state 
baseline] [and the risk of collapse of 
ecosystems is reduced by [--] per 
cent]. 
 
The human-induced extinction of 
[all] [known] [threatened] species is 
halted [by 2030] [by 2050], [[and] 
extinction risk is reduced [by at 
least [10] [20] [25] per cent] by 
2030 and [eliminated] [reduced [to 
a minimum] [by 50 per cent]] 
[halved] by 2050,] and the 
[conservation status]/[average 
population]/[abundance and 
distribution] of [depleted 
populations of] all [native] [wild and 
domesticated] [threatened] species 
is [increased [or maintained] by at 
least [10] [20] per cent by 2030 
and] [increased to healthy and 
resilient levels by 2050]. 

 
 
Option 1 
 
The integrity, connectivity, and 
resilience of all ecosystems, 
particularly vulnerable natural 
ecosystems, are maintained or 
restored[, increasing by at least 5 
percent by 2030, and 20 percent by 
2050, the area, connectivity and 
integrity [alt: the area of ecosystems 
with high ecological integrity, 
connectivity, and resilience] and 
reducing the overall risk of 
ecosystem collapse by [--] percent]. 
  
 
The human-induced extinction of 
known, threatened species is 
halted, [overall] extinction risk is 
reduced by at least 20 percent by 
2030 and eliminated by 2050, and 
the average population abundance 
of wild, native species is increased 
by at least 20 percent by 2030 and 
[restored] to healthy and resilient 
levels by 2050.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

• We recommend Option 1, rather 
than Option 2, as the additional 
detail in Option 1 provides an 
opportunity for numeric/SMART 
elements. Should Parties wish 
to pursue Option 2 instead, the 
Informal Group proposal is a 
good starting point, but would 
require some additional terms 
and concepts to be complete. 

• The ecological integrity of 
natural (and semi-natural) 
ecosystems is a critical 
component to be included in 
Goal A. Ecosystem integrity, 
defined as the composition, 
structure, and function of an 
ecosystem relative to its natural 
or other reference state, 
captures the full spectrum of 
‘condition’ or ‘quality’ attributes 
that are needed to understand 
the contribution of those 
ecosystems to biodiversity 
conservation. Ecosystems with 
high ecological integrity have 
high levels of structural and 
functional connectivity and good 
resilience to disturbance, 
including climate impacts. 
However, we recognize that all 



healthy and resilient levels by 
2050]. 
 
[The genetic diversity and adaptive 
potential of [all] [known] [wild and 
domesticated] species is 
safeguarded and [all genetically 
distinct populations are] maintained 
[by 2030, at least [95] per cent of 
genetic diversity among and within 
populations of [native] [wild and 
domesticated] species is 
maintained by 2050].] 
 
Option 2 
Biodiversity is conserved, 
maintaining and enhancing the 
[area,] connectivity [, restoration] 
and integrity of all [terrestrial, 
freshwater, coastal and marine] 
ecosystems [and reducing the risk 
of ecosystem collapse], halting 
[from now] human-induced 
extinctions [and reducing extinction 
risk [to zero by 2050]], supporting 
healthy and resilient populations of 
[native] species, and maintaining 
genetic diversity of populations and 
their adaptive potential [numerical 
values to be added]. 

 
[The genetic diversity and adaptive 
potential of [all] [known] [wild and 
domesticated] species is 
safeguarded and [all genetically 
distinct populations are] maintained 
[by 2030, at least [95] per cent of 
genetic diversity among and within 
populations of [native] [wild and 
domesticated] species is 
maintained by 2050].] 
 
Option 2 
Biodiversity is conserved, 
maintaining and enhancing the 
[area,] connectivity [, restoration] 
and integrity of all [terrestrial, 
freshwater, coastal and marine] 
ecosystems [and reducing the risk 
of ecosystem collapse], halting 
[from now] human-induced 
extinctions [and reducing extinction 
risk [to zero by 2050]], supporting 
healthy and resilient populations of 
[native] species, and maintaining 
genetic diversity of populations and 
their adaptive potential [numerical 
values to be added]. 
 

 
 
 
The genetic diversity and adaptive 
potential of all known species is 
safeguarded and all genetically 
distinct populations are maintained 
by 2030, and [at least 95 percent 
of] genetic diversity among and 
within populations of native wild 
species is maintained by 2050. 
 
 
 
Option 2 
Biodiversity is conserved, by 
maintaining and [restoring] the 
ecological integrity, connectivity[, 
and resilience] of all ecosystems 
and reducing the risk of ecosystem 
collapse, halting human-induced 
extinctions and reducing extinction 
risk to zero by 2050, restoring 
healthy and resilient populations of 
native [wild] species, and 
maintaining genetic diversity of 
species populations and their 
adaptive potential.  

three concepts (integrity, 
connectivity, and resilience) are 
all critical and can be measured 
or evaluated differently using 
different methods. We therefore 
believe that all three have a role 
to play in an ecosystem goal 
and corresponding targets. 

• KEY POINT: The conservation of 
vulnerable (or threatened) 
ecosystems, or those at unique 
risk of collapse due to their 
biogeographic attributes or 
threats such as climate change, 
must be prioritized. It is very 
difficult to restore ecosystems 
from scratch, so if an ecosystem 
collapses (much like a species 
going extinct) it may be lost 
forever. It is essential to strike a 
balance between conserving our 
most biodiverse and functional 
ecosystems while also directing 
attention to those most in need 
of conservation attention.  

• WCS supports a robust species 
goal that addresses three key 
aspects: 1) halting species 
extinctions from adoption of the 
GBF; 2) reducing overall 
extinction risk by at least 20% 
by 2030 and eliminating it by 
2050; and 3) increasing 
average species population 
abundance by 20% by 2030 as 
a stepping-stone to full 
restoration.  
 



Target 1: Ensure that [all] areas 
are under [equitable participatory] 
[integrated biodiversity-inclusive] 
spatial planning or other effective 
management processes], 
[addressing land and sea use 
change] [[retaining all]/[minimizing 
loss of] [intact ecosystems]] [critical 
and threatened ecosystems] [intact 
areas with high-biodiversity] [and 
other areas of high [biodiversity 
value[s]] [importance] [ecological 
integrity]], enhancing [ecological] 
connectivity and integrity, 
[minimizing negative impacts on 
biodiversity] [maintaining ecosystem 
functions and services] while 
[safeguarding]/[respecting] the 
rights of indigenous peoples and 
local communities [in accordance 
with the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
and international human rights law.] 

 

Ensure that [all] areas are under 
integrated biodiversity-inclusive 
spatial planning or other effective 
management processes, addressing 
land and sea use change [[retaining 
all]/[minimizing loss of] [intact 
ecosystems]] [threatened 
ecosystems] [and areas of high 
biodiversity importance] enhancing  
connectivity and integrity, while 
respecting the rights of indigenous 
peoples and local communities. 

Ensure that all areas are under 
equitable, biodiversity-inclusive 
spatial planning or other effective 
management processes addressing 
land and sea use change [from 
infrastructure and other drivers], 
minimizing the loss of intact 
ecosystems [alt: high integrity 
ecosystems] threatened 
ecosystems, and other areas of high 
biodiversity importance, while 
respecting the rights of indigenous 
peoples and local communities. 

• The Informal Group text is a 
good basis for negotiation at 
CoP15. 

• Biodiversity is present, and 
connected, across all/most 
ecosystems. Therefore, all areas 
must be under integrated 
spatial planning/management. 

• Equitable planning processes go 
beyond respecting IPLC rights to 
make IPLCs active participants 
and indeed beneficiaries of 
planning processes.  

• Of the various CBD 
‘mainstreaming’ sectors, 
infrastructure does not have a 
dedicated target. It could and 
should be addressed in a 
planning target, where it is 
uniquely relevant.  

• KEY POINT: The reference to 
“intact ecosystems” in Target 1 
is critical. Tools like spatial 
planning are not meaningful 
without prioritization of highly 
intact ecosystems, alternatively 
referred to as ecosystems with 
high ecological integrity. A 
similar argument can be made 
for uniquely threatened 
ecosystems that may be at risk 
of collapse. Conserving (or 
retaining) both highly intact and 
highly vulnerable ecosystems is 
essential to halt and reverse 
biodiversity loss. Should Parties 
have concerns about a 
threshold for the word “intact,” 
a phrase like “highly intact” or 
“high integrity” would have 
similar meaning and function.  
 



Target 3: Ensure and enable at 
least [30 per cent] of [all [---] and of 
[---]] [globally] [at the national level] 
especially [key biodiversity areas[, 
ecologically or biologically 
significant areas, threatened 
ecosystems] and other] areas of 
particular importance for 
biodiversity [and ecosystem 
functions and services] are 
[effectively] conserved through 
[effectively] [well] managed, 
ecologically representative, well-
connected and equitably governed 
[systems] [networks] of [highly and 
fully] protected areas [including a 
substantial portion that is strictly 
protected] and other effective area-
based conservation measures, [and 
[indigenous] [traditional] territories] 
[, where applicable,]  [which 
prohibits environmentally damaging 
activities] and integrated into the 
wider land[-]/[scapes] and 
seascapes [and national and 
regional ecological networks], [in 
accordance with national priorities 
and capabilities,] [including the right 
to economic development, will not 
affect the right or ability of all 
Parties to access financial and other 
resources required for the effective 
implementation of the whole 
Framework,] [while ensuring that 
[sustainable use] of these areas, if 
in place, contributes to biodiversity 
conservation,] [recognizing the 
contribution of indigenous peoples 
and local communities to their 
management] and [respecting] the 
rights of indigenous peoples and 
local communities. 

Ensure and enable at least [30 per 
cent] of [all [---] and of [---]] [globally] 
[at the national level] especially 
areas of particular importance for 
biodiversity and ecosystem 
functions and services are 
[effectively conserved through 
well]/[conserved through effectively] 
managed, ecologically 
representative, well-connected and 
equitably governed systems of 
protected areas [including a 
substantial portion that is strictly 
protected] and other effective area-
based conservation measures, 
[placeholder for new language on 
indigenous protected 
areas/territories]and integrated into 
the wider landscapes and 
seascapes, [in accordance with 
national priorities and capabilities,] 
[including the right to economic 
development, will not affect the 
right or ability of all Parties to 
access financial and other 
resources required for the effective 
implementation of the whole 
framework,] [while ensuring that 
[sustainable use] of these areas, if 
in place, contributes to biodiversity 
conservation,] and respecting the 
rights of indigenous peoples and 
local communities. 

Ensure that at least 30 percent of 
[terrestrial, inland water, and 
marine areas, including all 
ecosystems] globally, especially 
areas of particular importance for 
biodiversity and ecosystem 
functions and services, are 
effectively conserved through well 
managed, ecologically 
representative, well-connected and 
equitably governed systems of 
protected areas and other effective 
area-based conservation measures, 
prohibiting environmentally 
damaging activities and integrating 
them into wider landscapes and 
seascapes, recognizing the rights of 
Indigenous peoples and local 
communities to their lands, 
territories, waters, and resources, 
including the areas they conserve, 
with their free, prior and informed 
consent.  

• The Informal Group text is a 
good basis for negotiation at 
CoP15. 

• Parties should use the glossary 
to standardize language on 
ecosystem types or areas to the 
extent possible. We are flexible, 
but propose using the phrase 
“terrestrial, freshwater, and 
marine areas, including all 
ecosystems globally” to strike 
the balance between the 
language of Aichi Target 11 and 
Party interventions in Nairobi.  

• References to sustainable use 
do not belong in Target 3, given 
that its objective is to conserve 
biodiversity. Such references 
belong in other targets 
addressing sustainable use. 

• To make Target 3 and 30x30 
meaningful, there must be 
explicit language specifying that 
areas permitting industrial use 
with documented negative 
impacts on biodiversity and 
ecosystems should not be 
allowed. We prefer the condition 
that areas counting towards 
30x30 “prohibit environmentally 
damaging activities,” as 
proposed by Nigeria and others 
in Nairobi, but we are flexible.   

• To make 30x30 equitable, there 
must be some clear recognition 
of the existing rights of 
Indigenous Peoples and local 
communities, particularly 
Indigenous Peoples’ rights as 
outlined in international 
instruments such as UNDRIP. 
Such explicit recognition must 



Temporary placeholder: 

[[all land and of [seas] [ocean] areas 
[including] all ecosystems] [all 
terrestrial, inland waters, coastal and 
marine ecosystems] [ecosystems as 
defined by Article 2 of the Convention] 
[terrestrial, marine and other aquatic 
ecosystems], 

Subject to B Bis and other relevant 
targets: 

[including] [over their lands, territories 
and resources] [, with their free, prior 
and informed consent] [, [and 
[including] acting] in accordance with 
[United Nations Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous Peoples and 
international human rights law] 
[national [circumstances and] 
legislation [and] [as well as] relevant 
international instruments] [, where 
applicable]]. 

 

include longstanding rights to 
interaction with ecosystems and 
biodiversity, as well as rights to 
lands, territories, and resources. 
We support a reference to 
Indigenous leadership in 
conserving Indigenous 
territories – where conservation 
is indeed demonstrable and 
where Indigenous communities 
are interested in having such an 
achievement recognized – but 
we urge any reference to such 
Indigenous territories to not 
introduce a new, undefined 
concept in the GBF that 
complicates implementation, 
monitoring, and review.  

Target 5: [Prevent 
overexploitation by 
ensuring]/[Ensure] that [any]/[the] 
[harvesting]/[exploitation], [[captive] 
breeding]/[farming], trade and use 
of terrestrial, [and 
aquatic]/[[freshwater]/[inland 
water] and marine and coastal], wild 
[animal and plant] species[, 
including eggs, frys, parts and 
derivates], is sustainable [and legal] 
[and safe for target and non-target 
species] [effectively regulated] [and 
traceable], [minimizing impacts on 
non-target species and ecosystems] 
[without adverse effects on the 
populations of species], [and safe 
for [[human], [animal and plant]] 
health]/[and poses no risks of 

[Prevent overexploitation by 
ensuring]/[Ensure] that harvesting 
trade and use of wild species is 
sustainable and legal, minimizing 
impacts on non-target species and 
ecosystems, [and prevent and 
eliminate biopiracy and other forms 
of illegal access to and transfer of 
genetic resources and associated 
traditional knowledge], while 
respecting customary sustainable 
use. 

Note: Revert to Nairobi text. 

(Building from Nairobi text) 

Eliminate all exploitation, trade, and 
use of wild species that is illegal, 
unsustainable, or poses [any] risk of 
pathogen spillover to humans, 
wildlife, or other animals, while 
safeguarding the customary 
sustainable use by Indigenous 
Peoples and local communities. 

• The Informal Group text is NOT 
good basis for negotiation at 
CoP15. This Target was not 
discussed in Nairobi, and the 
Informal Group proposed 
significant changes to its scope 
that would conflict with many 
views expressed by Parties at 
OEWG-3 in Geneva. We propose 
working from the OEWG-4 text, 
as has been proposed for other 
sections of the GBF.  

• We propose working from the 
Alt.2 formulation from OEWG-3 
in Geneva that would direct 
Parties to eliminate the 
exploitation, trade, and use of 
species in contravention of the 
Target. It is far clearer for 



pathogen spillover to humans, 
wildlife or other animals] [and for all 
living beings on mother Earth]], [and 
prevent and eliminate biopiracy and 
other forms of illegal access to and 
transfer of genetic resources and 
associated traditional knowledge], 
while [respecting]/[protecting] 
customary [rights and] sustainable 
use [of IPLCs] [and preventing 
pathogen spillover], [applies 
[ecosystem-based approaches]/[the 
ecosystem approach] to 
management] [and creating the 
conditions for the use and provision 
of benefits for IPLCs] [and take 
urgent action to address both 
demand and supply of illegal wildlife 
products]. 

Alt.1 [Eliminate all harvesting, trade 
and use of wild terrestrial 
freshwater and marine species that 
is illegal, unsustainable or unsafe, 
while safeguarding the customary 
sustainable use by IPLCs.] 

implementation, monitoring and 
review purposes.  

• We recommend using the term 
“exploitation” as opposed to 
“harvesting,” as exploitation is a 
broader technical term that is 
aligned with the IPBES Global 
Assessment of direct drivers of 
biodiversity loss.  

• Although One Health may be 
mentioned in passing in cross-
cutting sections, without specific 
directives in the Targets this will 
be functionally meaningless. 
The language in Target 5 on 
preventing pathogen spillover 
resulting from wildlife 
exploitation, trade, and use is 
essential to not only reduce 
threats to wildlife and thus 
biodiversity, but to reduce 
threats to humans that can 
endanger ourselves as a 
species and our economic 
systems that underpin the 
implementation of the CBD.  

    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Annex: Comments on the draft monitoring framework (as contained in CBD/COP/15/2) 
 

Goal/Target Proposed Headline Indicators Proposed Component Indicators WCS Comments 

Goal A A.1 Red List of Ecosystems 
A.2 Extent of natural ecosystems by 
type 
A.3 Red List Index 
A.4 Living Planet Index 
A.5 The proportion of populations 
within species with an effective 
population size > 500 

Ecosystem Intactness Index  
Ecosystem Integrity Index 
Species habitat Index 
Biodiversity Habitat Index  
Protected Connected (Protconn) index 
Parc connectedness 
EDGE 

• There are no “quality” indicators for ecosystem integrity and 
connectivity at the headline level (despite support from 
Parties). However, we recognize and support those at the 
complementary level, like the Ecosystem Intactness Index.   

• A.1 Red List of Ecosystems is a valuable tool to measure the 
risk of ecosystem collapse, and data compiled for RLE 
assessments on various ‘complementary’ indicators could 
be used for other analyses and assessments. 

• A.2 ‘Extent of natural ecosystems, by type’ is useful and can 
be standardized using the IUCN Global Ecosystem Typology. 
However, terms such as natural must be defined. 

• A.3 Red List Index and A.4 Living Planet Index are valuable 
to measure species conservation aspects of Goal A.  

Target 1 1.1 Percent land and seas covered 
by biodiversity-inclusive spatial plans 

Priority retention of intact / wilderness 
areas 

• We recommend focusing on the outcome for T1: halting 
land/sea use change and retaining highly intact [high 
integrity] areas/ecosystems. The Ecosystem Intactness 
Index, a complementary indicator for Goal A, could assess 
the extent to which human activities are degrading, 
fragmenting, or eliminating intact areas. Complementary 
indices are available for marine areas (e.g., t2.7).  

Target 3 3.1 Coverage of protected areas and 
OECMS, by effectiveness, KBAs & 
ecosystems 

Protected area coverage of key 
biodiversity areas (SDG 14.5.1, 15.1.2 
and 15.4.1) 
Protected Area Management 
Effectiveness (PAME)  
ProtConn 
Protected Area Connectedness Index 
(PARC-Connectedness) 
Red List of Ecosystems 

• WCS supports proposed headline indicator 3.1, with 
disaggregations by ecosystem [type], KBA status, and 
effectiveness. The technical methodology for such 
disaggregations can be refined with input from SBSTTA.  

• WCS would support additional complementary indicators on 
PAME, as well as complementary indicators identifying levels 
and stages of protection and conservation. These can be 
developed from existing typologies.  

Target 5 5.1 Proportion of fish stocks within 
biologically sustainable levels 

Red List Index for used species 
Living Planet Index for used species 
Sustainable use of Wild Species 

• Headline indicator 5.1 does not address terrestrial species.  
• WCS recommends the use of the Red List and Living Planet 

Indexes for used (or “exploited” species) as a headline 
indicator for the reduction of threat to species. This also 
aligns with indicators proposed for Goal A and can be 
applicable for terrestrial and marine species. 

 


