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The 30x30 Target of the Global Biodiversity Framework 

(GBF) entrenches a catastrophic conservation paradigm by 

sanctioning and further entrenching a fortress conservation 

model, built on colonial conservation laws and practices. 

Many countries in Africa have exceptionally vast areas of 

land devoted to protected areas. For example, the area un-

der conservation in Tanzania (307, 800 sq km) is equivalent 

to 32.5% of the country - almost the size of Italy.

The establishment and expansion of protected areas have 

and continue to come at significant costs to local com-

munities, including large-scale land dispossessions and 

evictions, separating people from their ancestral lands, and 

destroying livelihoods and cultures.

Since Africa holds much of the world’s intact biodiversity, 

what will the 30x30 target mean for the continent and its 

people by 2030? In African countries such as Tanzania, the 

evictions of the Masaai from the Ngorongoro Conservation 

area, and the impending evictions of the Sadaani and other 

farming communities are tied to the burgeoning extractive 

tourism industry. Investors are exploiting these very places 

with an assortment of destructive development projects, 

as profits are raked in by governments and an elitist tourist 

industry. 

Currently, the GBF has relegated all references to human ri-

ghts and Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) to Section 

B.bis, substantially weakening human rights. If indicators 

are only for targets, how will human rights’ safeguards be 

measured?

The trajectory of the GBF does not augur well for Africa, 

where there already exists  a long history of gross human 

rights violations and a lack of accountability from its leaders. 

We continue to demand a complete overhaul of the global 

conservation paradigm, to one that recognises and res-

pects traditional and sustainable uses, rights, and practices 

of all people, and especially Indigenous Peoples and Local 

Communities, including smallholder food producers, pasto-

ralists, and fishing communities. 

30x30 Target – sanctioning extractive tourism and 
human rights violations in Africa?

Mariam Mayet and Linzi Lewis, African Centre for Biodiversity (Acbio)
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The GBF must lead to rapid transformative change. 
Human rights must be an integral part of the goals 
and targets, and cannot be relegated to section 
B.bis on “fundamental premises”, a terminology that 
has no legal meaning, in a section that is non-bin-
ding anyway.

Area-based conservation measures need effective 
management and gender-just, equitable governan-
ce to deliver the desired outcomes. Free, Prior and 
Informed Consent, Indigenous Peoples and Local 
Communities´ (IPLC´s) rights and sovereignty over 
their territories must be respected and diverse go-
vernance models recognised. Protected area mo-
dels that exclude IPLCs are not acceptable.

We welcome the agreement that was reached by 
the OEWG on self-standing targets on the rights of 
IPLCs and women. These need to be reinforced by 
clear human rights indicators as part of the imple-
mentation mechanism and monitoring framework. 

The GBF must strengthen measures to tackle the 
drivers of biodiversity loss, particularly those related 
to the impacts of big business. To do this, govern-
ments must provide strong regulatory frameworks 
to control the activities of corporations and to make 
them liable for any infractions. Currently, the rele-
vant targets are unacceptably weak.

Vague terminology such as “nature positive” and 

Nature-Based Solutions should not be included, 
as they are based upon unacceptable offsetting 
proposals. The annual flow of 4.6  trillion USD in 
perverse incentives that harm biodiversity must 
end, otherwise governments undermine their own 
biodiversity commitments.

We need a strong, coherent implementation mecha-
nism that addresses implementation gaps, reviews 
progress and resolves challenges equitably, and a 
whole-of-government approach.

We need to shift towards sustainable food systems, 
especially agroecology. We reject the current agri-
business model that involves risky biotechnologies, 
high inputs of pesticides and fertilizers and threa-
tens livelihoods, pollinators, soil and other fauna. A 
multilateral agreement on DSI is essential for the 
fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from 
the utilization of genetic resources.

The precautionary principle must be preserved by 
establishing mechanisms -applicable to all Parties- 
for horizon scanning, technology assessment and 
monitoring of new and emerging technologies, such 
as synthetic biology and gene drives. 

The people of the world can only live in harmony 
with nature if the CBD approves a GBF which is 
based upon environmental integrity and is genui-
nely rights-based, gender-just and equitable. 

CBD Alliance COP 15 Opening Statement
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Why should UNDROP be in the Global Biodiversity 
Framework?

International Planning Committee for Food Sovereignty (IPC)

IPBES and the FAO have repeatedly asserted the critical 
and longstanding role of Indigenous Peoples and sma-
llholders as custodians of biodiversity, and yet the CBD 
has no recognized constituency for small-scale food 
producers. 

In 2018, the rights of smallholders were enshrined in in-
ternational law with the ratification of the UN Declaration 
on the Rights of Peasants and Other People Working in 
Rural Areas (UNDROP) (1). It joins the UN Declaration on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) in safeguar-
ding the rights of the world’s most important custodians 
of biodiversity, and any new framework that relies on or 
affects Indigenous Peoples and/or smallholders must be 
in accordance with both UNDRIP and UNDROP.

This is the first biodiversity COP since UNDROP was rati-
fied in 2018, and it is time to recognise and protect small-
holders as distinct rights holders by referencing UNDROP 
in the new GBF, and by recognising small-scale food 
producers as a formal constituency of the CBD alongside 
Indigenous Peoples.

UNDROP defines a peasant as: “any person who enga-
ges or who seeks to engage alone, or in association with 
others or as a community, in small-scale agricultural pro-
duction for subsistence and/or for the market, and who 
relies significantly, though not necessarily exclusively, on 
family or household labor and other non-monetized ways 
of organizing labor, and who has a special dependency 
on and attachment to the land” (UN 2019, 4-5). 

UNDROP “applies to any person engaged in artisanal or 
small-scale agriculture, crop planting, livestock raising, 
pastoralism, fishing, forestry, hunting or gathering, and 
handicrafts re-lated to agriculture or a related 
occupation in a rural area. It also applies to dependent 
family members of peasants.” Food production, 
processing, distribution and consumption must be 
addressed together in the GBF and the best way to do it 
is to allow small-scale food producers to play a crucial 
role in the CBD space. For this reason, UNDROP can 
represent the opportunity to open a space to safe-
guard the rights of Peasants and Local Communities, whi-
le UNDRIP will continue to ensure the rights of Indigenous 
Peoples.                      (1) http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/165

Indigenous activists interrupted Justin Trudeau, 
demanding land rights and justice for Indigenous 

Peoples in Canada

Indigenous Climate Action Biodiversity Alliance 

Indigenous youth interrupted Prime Minister’s opening 
address to COP15 by singing and drumming while Trudeau 
was in the middle of boasting about the great biodiversity 
of Indigenous lands stolen by Canada. We declared him a 
colonizer. 

It’s hypocritical for Canada to host an international gathe-
ring for biodiversity protection while driving biodiversity 
loss on Indigenous lands that they have never lawfully 
occupied. We held up a banner that read: “Indigenous 
genocide=ecocide To save biodiversity stop invading our 
lands.”  Credit: IISD-ENB
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Negotiate to make the Biodiversity Framework 
Global

Documentation and Information Network for Indigenous Peoples’ Sustainability (DINIPS.org)

The Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) proposed by 
the UN Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) can help 
reverse anthropogenic decline in ecological health across 
oceans and borders.

If the CBD negotiates with Indigenous Peoples 
and Local Communities  ́ (IPLCs) representative 
institutions and their multilateral organizations as 
respectfully as it negotiates with ungoverned 
economic interests and their financial institutions, 
which are not internationally regulated, this UN 
Framework might be truly global. The Framework 
proposed by the UN should separate the financial 
matters from the scientific measurements of 
Framework progress toward a global position of 
shared biodiversity strength. 

While ecological economies have demonstrated 
great success in mainstreaming the science of 
biodiversity protection into local economic decisions, 
financial eco-nomies are governed by markets, many of 
which depend on social studies of distant supply and 
demand. 

IPLCs  ́ managed areas are not necessarily public 
or private. When States or businesses impose 
external economic measures on IPLCs  ́ areas, 
biodiversity is lost. Involvement in forced 
financialization or monetization of IPLCs  ́ waters, lands 
or winds should be ended by CBD Parties. UN 
Members and entities have to demonstrate respect for 
the rule of international law.  States breach core 
UN instruments and most planetary boundaries 

when they seize these collectively-administered 
areas successful in biodiversity protection. Too 
often when States seize such areas, they are then 
transferred to the control of private or state en-
terprises that appear to develop financial profits 
through the said seizure. Laws at all levels that fulfill 
Rio Principle 10 should be applied to investigate 
these “profits” for fraud and corruption as we do 
not see real wealth genera-ted by such 
legerdemain, though some individuals seem to pocket 
currency as a result. Nevertheless, the financial pledges 
and contributions seem to include wealth that does 
not really exist. 

While some CBD parties do respect the rule of law and 
implement the UN Charter and human rights treaties, 
including ILO C169, the UN Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples and UN Declaration on the 
Rights of Peasants, some States continue to cause 
biodiversity loss by simultaneously oppressing 
biodiversity protectors and claiming credit for their work. 
IPLCs are not necessarily represented by the State and 
a GBF is not complete without negotiating with the 
most successful biodiversity protectors. 
Implementation of CBD Article 8 is essential to the 
protection of biodiversity. However, fulfillment of this 
article alone does not excuse the CBD from negotiating 
with representative institutions of IPLCs who operate 
within a legal rather than a market framework, and who 
are accountable to their constituen-cies. To achieve 
a truly GBF, the CBD should acknowledge 
that contributions can only be increased by 
negotiating with ecological contributors at least as 

effectively as it does with financial contributors.


