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KEY MESSAGE:  As articulated by CBD Articles 8(j) and 10(c), 
customary sustainable use is relevant for all the CBD objectives, 
and to the  whole of the post2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework and its monitoring framework.  

Article 10(d) is also highly relevant because IPLCs have 
maintained and are revitalizing both nature and cultures.

IPBES has characterized indigenous and local knowledge, 
including customary sustainable use as locally significant, 
regionally manifested and of global relevance.

2



3

In many parts of the world today, there are widespread 
examples and everyday experiences of peoples “living in 
harmony with nature.” In fact, nothing comes closer to the 
practice of living in harmony with nature as “customary 
sustainable use” embodying historical and inter-generational 
human inter-actions with nature.  

These include:
üCustomary agro-forest management, including shifting or 

rotational farming in Asia and the tropical forest regions,
üMarine and coastal management in archipelagos and islands, 

including revitalization of mangroves and coral reefs,
üPastoralism in drylands and reindeer herding in northern 

Europe and Russia.
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It is well established through community participatory research and by 
the recent IPBES Global Assessment on Biodiversity and Ecosystem 
Services that the territories, lands and waters of IPLCs are biodiversity 
hotspots – harbouring much of the world’s remaining biodiversity but 
also facing enormous pressures from large-scale industrial, agricultural 
and infrastructure development.

This is true in the tropical forests in the Amazon, Congo Basin and 
southeast Asia. This is also true in my hometown of Baguio City, 
Philippines where our natural heritage of centuries-old pine trees are 
being cut down in the stealth of the COVI19 pandemic to make way for a 
hotel development.

Shown in the slide are examples of communities documenting case 
studies on customary sustainable use practices in Guyana, Suriname, 
Thailand and the Sundarbans in Bangladesh. Many case studies from 
these community-based research have been compiled and analysed in 
Local Biodiversity Outlooks – Perspectives of IPLCs on progress in the 
implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity (2011-2020), as a 
complement to Global Bioversity Outlooks.  Local Biodiversity Outlooks 2 
will be launched in September 2020, and will be presented to SBSTTA24.
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For Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities, and I dare say,  for all of 
humanity,  the continuity and health of customary sustainable use –
within our so-called Territories of Life” will strongly determine the 
success or failure of the 2050  vision of living in harmony with nature and 
the 2030 milestone targets.

Portrayed in the slide is a community map of cultural land uses in 
northern Thailand, a rich mosaic of nature and culture inter-actions. 

In these communities, due to the good state of nature arising from 
revitalizing rotational agriculture, there is a counter-vailing trend against 
the general trend of pollinators decline, because of community bee-
keeping activities, supporting improved livelihoods. 

These are threatened by expansion of Protected Areas, prevention of 
customary rotational farming and propagation of commercial high input 
agriculture, in surrounding villages.



CBD Parties at COP12, approved a Plan of Action on Customary Sustainable Use with 
three main components:

üIncorporating customary sustainable use practices or policies, as appropriate, into 
national biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs),
üPromoting and strengthening community- based initiatives that support and 
contribute to the implementation of Article 10(c)
üIdentifying best practices (e.g. case studies, mechanisms, legislation and other 
appropriate initiatives) to:
(i) Promote…the full and effective participation of indigenous and local 

communities, and their prior and informed consent to or approval of, and 
involvement in, the establishment, expansion, governance and management of 
protected areas.

Sadly, one conclusion from Local Biodiversity Outlooks is that Aichi Biodiversity Target 
18 focusing on mainstreaming and customary sustainable use has not been met.

WHY?
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For me, the greatest challenge for the post2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework is internalizing a profound holism in our outlooks and 
approach to overcome false divisions and dualisms working against 
systemic change.

• Overcoming separation of nature and culture and promoting the 
interlinkages between biological and cultural diversity;

• Between the analytical precision of science and the holism of 
traditional knowledge;

• Working within the reality of integrated social-ecological systems
• The indivisibility of the economy, ecosystems  human health
• Unity of ecosystems, species and genes and human social systems
• Means of implementation embedded is substantive targets.

This is a strategic “moment” in which one Universal Global Agenda has 
been agreed to realise sustainable development for all by 2030. Diverse 
ways of knowing and being will move us towards a universal reality of 
“living in harmony with nature” by 2050.
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Not leaving indigenous peoples, local communities and women 
behind, requires putting society and people at the centre of the 
post2020 biodiversity strategy.

The UN universal principles of human rights must inform and 
guide the post2020 biodiversity framework. Addressing the 
systemic problems of impoverishment and social inequalities at 
the root of the biodiversity crises, means embedding equitable 
decision-making about rights to lands, resources and knowledge 
in the various Goals and Targets.

Target 19 and 20 are cross-cutting themes, rather than stand-
alone elements of the Strategy.
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Customary sustainable use can serve as a lens to ground-truth  
each of Goals and associated Targets proposed under the post 
2020 GBF. 

Do these robustly address the underlying sustainable 
development issues and inequalities of impacts and benefits 
arising from proposed  frameworks and future decisions?

Are the collective actions and rights of IPLCs in conservation, 
sustainable use and benefit-sharing supported and protected 
against the interests and powers of vested interests? 

Let us apply these criteria to some of the proposed Targets in 
the post2020 GBF.
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The slide shows the delineation of a protected area in Thailand cutting 
across the village boundaries.

Target 1 which addresses spatial planning of lands and seas relevant to 
conservation, does not address securing IPLCs’ land tenure, which is very 
relevant to this target but has  not been included. 

What is considered “natural” in most cases  are IPLC lands with low 
human impacts. 

An additional component under this target would be IPLC territories, 
lands and waters as a distinct land use category under trends in extent 
and quality of seemingly “natural” critical ecosystems with low-human 
impact.

Additional Monitoring Component
• Increased extent and security of customary land tenure of IPLCs 
• SDG Indicator 1.4.2
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Target 4, the words “taking into account and respecting 
customary sustainable use of IPLCs.” 

It should be noted that the application of the standard “legal, 
sustainable and safe” has often been discriminatory –
criminalizing customary sustainable use by IPLCs while 
permitting external actors.

Under customary sustainable use, often unwritten customary 
rules and laws prevent overexploitation  and  the management 
of resources  for future generations.

11



Target 8 focuses on benefits for the most vulnerable groups arising from 
the sustainable management of wild species of fauna and flora.  The 
contents  are very close to describing customary sustainable use, but this 
is not explicitly stated.

This target could be strengthened by adding a component: 
ü Customary sustainable use of wild species of fauna and flora

Which could be monitored through community-based monitoring and 
information systems – including through quantitative ground-
truthing and case studies.  Indicators could include:

- Trends in securing land and resources of IPLCs (Operationalization 
of T20 in relation to rights to resources) 

- Trends customary sustainable use practices documented by CBMIS
- Trends in the practice of traditional occupations 
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• Finally, there is a problem of absence of indicators readily available for 
implementation on customary sustainable use and traditional knowledge. 
Currently, there are 4 indicators on traditional knowledge adopted by the Parties 
under various COP decisions.  However, these have not been fully 
operationalized, and an institutional mechanism or home is needed for work on 
these indicators.

• Participants may recall that the Identification of  indicators for the 2010 Strategy 
and the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity (2011-2020) was done through a technical 
process (2006-2007) including regional, thematic and global consultations led by 
the IIFB Working Group on Indicators. This proposed the indicators  adopted by the 
CBD Parties – land tenure, land use change, traditional occupations.

• A similarly, a process will be needed for IPLCs to identify and operationalise 
indicators for the post 2020 GBF. This can be done through an  intersessional 
Technical Expert Group on Indicators after COP15 – for consideration by WG8j12 
and for adoption at COP16.

• The inclusion of Community-based Monitoring and Information Systems (CBMIS)  
as a complementary monitoring approach, under the entire post2020 GBF, using 
case studies and community questionnaires as a methodology for qualitative 
assessment of outcomes, and using indicators relevant for IPLCs, many of which 
are already operational in communities.

• Data disaggregation for IPLCs, women and youth for Goals and Targets requiring 
their full and effective participation in decision-making and in where their rights to 
resources are affected. 

• Local Biodiversity Outlooks  can serve as an institutional mechanism for the 
generation and collection of data on indicators relevant for IPLCs. 
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