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SUMMARY 

 

Transforming our food systems is a critical element for a successful post-2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework.  

In the last 18 months, Costa Rica, Switzerland, the Alliance of Bioversity International and CIAT and 
WWF convened three online exchanges to discuss informally how the post-2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework could be strengthened to ensure it contributes to the much needed equitable and 
nature-positive transformation of our food systems.  

Based on the inputs received, different iterations of potential wording proposals for a few key 
targets of the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework have been developed. The last informal 
exchange focused on target 10 and the food-related elements of target 16 of the draft 1 of the post-
2020 Framework.  

The language proposals below aim to capture the inputs received throughout the process and to 
contribute to further discussion and convergence ahead of the second part of the third meeting of 
the OEWG1. 

Target 10, more comprehensive option:  

[All] areas under agriculture, fisheries, aquaculture, livestock and forestry are managed sustainably 
and regenerate ecosystems services, and food systems are transformed, contributing positively to 
biodiversity conservation, restoration and sustainable use, human and planetary health, food 
security, healthy and diversified nutrition, farmers’ incomes and livelihoods, and climate resilience, 
for all current and future generations, through appropriate actions ensuring that: 

i. Agroecology principles and nature-positive practices (such as agroforestry) are applied to all 
agricultural areas, at least 20% of holding agricultural areas are allocated for native or 
diverse vegetation and ecosystem approach to fisheries is applied;  

                                                
1 In the last section of this note you can find the version of the language proposals in track-changes compared to the draft 1 
of the Framework. 
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ii. All unsustainable fisheries and other unsustainable production forms, such as systems 
based on monoculture production and on agrochemical and excessive natural fertilizer 
inputs, are phased out; 

iii. Post-harvest loss is halved; 

iv. The protection, conservation and restoration of biodiversity for food and agriculture, notably 
including pollinators, soils biodiversity, coral reefs and mangroves, is secured. 

v. Agrobiodiversity is promoted and conserved, notably by supporting farmers’ native seed 
systems and protecting small-scale food producers’ rights. 

Target 10, shorter option:  

Productive areas under agriculture, aquaculture and forestry are under sustainable management 
practices based on sustainable use of biodiversity such as agroecology and other ecosystem 
approaches. 

Target 16, proposed language on food-related elements: 

[…] [have access to relevant information and alternatives], to halve the global footprint of diets, 
while aligning human and planetary health and taking into account cultural preferences, to eliminate 
overconsumption and reduce by at least half the waste of food and other materials [...]. 

 

1. Introduction 

This note was prepared by Costa Rica, Switzerland, the Alliance of Bioversity International and CIAT 
and WWF. It aims to summarize the outcomes of the three online exchanges on food systems and the 
post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework that were held in 2020 and 2021. It provides revised 
language proposals for targets 10 and the food-related elements of target 16 based on the third online 
exchange. Hopefully the language proposals will be a helpful contribution to the negotiation on those 
two targets.  

Please note that the views and language suggestions included in this note aim to reflect the informal 
exchanges among Parties and key stakeholders in the online exchange and do not necessarily reflect 
the official position of the co-conveners. 

2. Why organize informal dialogues on food systems and the post-2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework? 

Attention on biodiversity has never been higher and it has never been clearer that reversing 
biodiversity loss, addressing climate change and achieving food security and nutrition depend on an 
equitable and nature-positive transformation of our food systems. 

The post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework represents a unique and unmissable opportunity to 
bring together the food systems and agriculture stakeholders and the biodiversity community and 
promote the urgent transformation of our food systems.  

For those reasons, Costa Rica, Switzerland and WWF, as Co-Conveners of the Sustainable Food 
Systems Programme of the One Planet Network, and the Alliance of Bioversity International and CIAT, 
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co-convened a series of informal dialogues on food systems transformation and the post-2020 Global 
Biodiversity Framework.  

3. The first online exchange: which food-related elements the post-2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework need to address?  

The first online exchange was held virtually on June 30, 2020. Its main objectives were to: 

A. Build on and pursue the conversations that took place at the second meeting of the 
OEWG on the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework (Rome, February 24-29) and 
within the informal network "Biodiversity, Food and Agriculture" that was convened by 
Switzerland; and 

B. Bring together Parties and a few key stakeholders for an interactive and open 
exchange of ideas on how concretely the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework can 
address the key interlinkages between biodiversity and food systems. 

The event was attended by more than 100 participants, including Pamela Castillo Barahona, Vice 
Minister of Environment of Costa Rica and Jean-Marc Chappuis, Deputy Director General of the Swiss 
Federal Office for Agriculture as well as the Co-Chairs of the OEWG, the Chair of SBSSTA, the Chair 
of the UN Committee on World Food Security and the Chair of the FAO Committee on Agriculture. At 
least 18 governments attended the meeting with representatives from Ministries of Environment, 
Agriculture and/or Foreign Affairs. Several participants from FAO and other UN agencies and the 
CGIAR were present, together with a few representatives from Business.  

During the first online exchange, we observed a strong convergence between the biodiversity and 
the food and agriculture communities not only on the need to transform our food systems but also 
on how to do it in order to both halt and reverse biodiversity loss as well as to achieve food security 
and nutrition.  

It was also clearly underlined that food and agriculture are not only the major driver of 
biodiversity loss but also part of the solution.  

Finally, we heard strong support for the need to ensure that the post-2020 Global Biodiversity 
Framework should promote the transformation of our food systems addressing how we 
produce but also how we consume food.  

There was convergence on the fact that the Framework needs to promote a shift from 
productivity to sustainable, inclusive, resilient and safe food systems.  

The framework should not only focus on the conservation but also on the sustainable use objective of 
the CBD. 

4. The second online exchange and the discussion paper: developing concrete language 
proposals 

The second online exchange was held virtually on November 26, 2020. Building on the first online 
exchange, the meeting aimed to further deepen the dialogue and promote convergence around 
specific potential food-related targets and elements for the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. 
A discussion paper presenting options for food-related targets for the Framework was prepared for the 
event and different language options were discussed in breakout groups and in plenary. 
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More than one hundred participants, representing at least 18 governments, registered for the event. 
Representatives from Ministries of Environment, Agriculture and Foreign Affairs were represented as 
well as the two Co-Chairs of the OEWG. 

We heard strong support from participants to have a comprehensive food systems target 
included in the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework. Furthermore, in addition to a specific target, 
food systems related issues need to be included across the Framework. It was recognized that a 
holistic approach, that looks at the whole food system, inter-related elements, activities and actors, 
from production to consumption (and beyond), is needed. Notably, participants underlined that, in 
order to transform our food systems, we need a shift from conventional to agroecological-based 
systems, towards sustainable consumption and sustainable diets and we need to address land 
degradation. It was also strongly underlined that there is a need to integrate in the post-2020 Global 
Biodiversity Framework a food systems lens to conservation and look at the positive 
contributions that food and agriculture can provide to reverse biodiversity loss. Landscape 
approaches should also be fully integrated in the Framework, together with the role that agriculture 
can play in ecosystems’ connectivity.  

In addition, the idea to have a target on multi-stakeholder and multi-sectoral platforms was 
supported. In fact, such platforms proved to be critical to transform food systems. However, platforms 
are not enough. Parties need to commit to adequately involve Indigenous People and Local 
communities (IPLC) and all relevant stakeholders. Finally, there was a strong recognition of the need 
to break the biodiversity and food/agriculture silos. 

Following the second online exchange an updated version of the discussion paper with policy options 
was shared with participants for a round of additional written inputs. Those inputs were integrated and 
a final version of the discussion paper was shared in April 2021.  

5. The third online exchange: refining the language proposals for targets 10 and 16 of the post-
2020 Global Biodiversity Framework 

The third online exchange was held on November 23, 2021. Around 50 participants from more than 15 
Parties from all regions, the two Co-chairs of the Open-ended Working Group and the SBSTTA Chair 
as well as representatives from FAO, WHO, CGIAR and other key stakeholders exchanged views and 
discussed language options to ensure food systems transformation is adequately addressed in the 
post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework, and specifically in targets 10 and 16 of the current draft 1.  

Summary of the exchange on target 10 

Participants agreed that the two language options presented on Target 102 are a good basis for 
further discussion and to find a consensus solution.  

                                                

2 Option 1: Ensure Food systems are transformed and [all] areas under agriculture, fisheries, aquaculture, livestock and 
forestry are managed sustainably and regenerate ecosystems services, in particular through the conservation and 
sustainable use of biodiversity, increasing the productivity and resilience of these production systems contributing 
positively to biodiversity, human and planetary health and food security and nutrition, for all current and future 
generations, through appropriate actions ensuring that: i) Agroecology principles and nature-positive practices are 
applied to all agricultural areas,, at least 20% of holding agricultural areas are allocated for native or diverse 
vegetation and ecosystem approach to fisheries is applied; ii) All unsustainable production forms, such as systems 
based on monoculture production and on agrochemical and excessive natural fertilizer inputs, are phased out; iii) 
Post-harvest loss is halved; iv) The recovery of pollinators and organisms critical for soils fertility is secured; v) 
Agrobiodiversity is promoted and conserved, notably by supporting farmers’ native seed systems and protecting 
small-scale food producers’ rights. 
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Which option provides a better basis for further discussion? Option 1 was preferred by several 
participants as it is more comprehensive, includes more specific actions and it would be easier to 
monitor. However, several participants suggested that this option needs to be more balanced by 
including more actions linked with fisheries and forestry. Option 2 was seen by several participants as 
too general and not detailed enough. However, it is shorter and may fit better in the current draft 1.  

What should be the focus and scope of target 10? Some participants see target 10 as not only 
focusing on food and agriculture, but also on other extractive sectors that respond to people’s needs 
through human managed ecosystems. Some participants commented that the current target 10 (in 
draft 1) has gaps and should include agriculture, forestry, agroforestry, fisheries, aquaculture, 
livestock, soil and soil biodiversity, pollinators, insects and microbes. It was proposed that the FAO 
definition of agriculture, encompassing all those sectors, could be considered to simplify language. In 
addition, several participants underlined that if the scope of target 10 is widened towards food 
systems, the importance of sustainable land-use should not be dropped. Sustainability also includes 
using biodiversity, not only conserving it; hence the reference to agroecology or agroecological 
principles in the proposed language of the two options is critical. It also was underlined the need to 
respond to characteristics of farming systems that are very different from country to country.  

Where does the objective to transform food systems for nature and people fit? Participants also 
discussed the issue on where food systems transformation should be included in the Framework. As 
the food system is bigger than food from agricultural land, how could we better refer to food systems 
transformation in the post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework? Elevating food systems 
transformation as a Goal/Milestone, as it goes beyond one or two targets, addressing it horizontally 
throughout the Framework? Or focusing on the two targets addressing food, among other things 
(target 9 and target 10)? Or including an additional target on food systems? Some participants flagged 
that a single target including all elements of agriculture and food systems might be too heavy and 
make it difficult for countries to implement.  

It was noted that the current Framework structure and targets’ content will evolve during the 
negotiations. At this stage, it may be more important to clarify what are the critical elements to be 
addressed and not necessarily where exactly they should be included.   

Furthermore, the following specific wording questions were discussed: 

● Agrobiodiversity or biodiversity for food and agriculture? Some participants underlined 
that agrobiodiversity should be included as it is part of biodiversity and should be given central 
importance given its role for food and nutrition security, climate adaptation and resilience, and 
sustainable food systems. Others prefer to use language around the concept of biodiversity for 
food and agriculture, in line with the approach used at FAO. 

● Regeneration or restoration? A participant noted that considering restoration was one of the 
key objectives for the convention, using the word “restore” instead of “regenerate” would be 
better. This would also enable an entry point for the decade on ecosystem restoration. 

                                                
Option 2: Transform food systems, ensuring they contribute to biodiversity, human and planetary health, farmers’ 
incomes and livelihoods, and food security and nutrition, for current and future generations, and Eensure [all] areas 
under agriculture, aquaculture, and forestry are managed sustainably and regenerate ecosystems services, in particular 
through the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, increasing the productivity and resilience of these production 
systems, notably by applying agroecology principles and nature-positive practices to all agricultural land and apply 
ecosystem approach to fisheries, by halving post-harvest losses and by protecting and promoting the recovery of 
pollinators, soils biodiversity and agrobiodiversity. 



6 

However, it should be noted that using the term regeneration could help to connect with the 
ongoing work around regenerative agriculture.  

● It was suggested that inclusive agriculture is also a concept to be explored as it underlines 
the need to respect site-specific products, varieties, breeds and includes diverse and dynamic 
agriculture systems. It is a good option for food and nutrition security along with maintaining 
localized agrobiodiversity. A necessary step in transforming our food systems is doing it 
through site-specific production systems. 

Summary of the exchange on target 16 

A language option for target 163 was discussed. The exchange on the food-related element of target 
16 highlighted that there is agreement on the need to address diets, overconsumption and waste but 
there are different views on how to translate this into specific language.  

What are the key elements to be addressed? It was noted that from a CBD perspective, 
overconsumption links both to waste and excessive land or species use that leads to loss of natural 
habitat and species. The target needs to address both dimensions. From the exchange, three main 
food-related elements that should be taken into account in the target were underlined:   

1. Responsible use and waste reduction by consumers. The food waste index will play a 
critical role in measuring progress.  

2. Reduction of externalities on any products for consumption. Here an indicator measuring 
the footprint per capita is critical. 

3. Sustainable and healthy diets. Diets are critical to address the two elements above and it 
was underlined the need to address diets given their major impact on biodiversity. It was 
pointed out that agriculture, forestry and fisheries are crucial health-determining sectors and, in 
our quest to maximize co-benefits for people and the planet, we should also more explicitly 
consider sustainable and healthy diets and human health outcomes both in targets and 
indicators. How progress on diets could be measured was discussed and there are different 
options (e.g. sample food consumption survey data per country, the global volume of animal 
feed per capita, already collected by FAO, or the land footprint per kg protein). In addition, 
potential indicators were discussed within the UN Food Systems Summit process.    

It will be critical to ensure that the various elements of the target can be measured.  

Focus on consumers or government action? It was mentioned that the Framework lacks guidance 
to governments on how to change consumer behavior, Furthermore, it is not enough to change 
consumer behavior. It was underlined the need to focus on transforming all relevant productive sectors 
by taxing and banning unsustainable practices while encouraging and subsidizing local, sustainable, 
nature-positive and culturally appropriate alternatives. Other participants underlined the need to 
maintain the concept of consumer awareness.  

Focus on productive sectors? Some participants underlined that the target needs to mention the 
responsibility that productive sectors have. For other participants, however, the target should not be 

                                                
3 Support nature-positive and just transition of relevant productive sectors, Eensure that people are encouraged and 
enabled to make responsible choices are encouraged and promoted and people have access to relevant information and 
alternatives, to halve the global footprint of diets, while aligning human and planetary health and taking into account 
cultural preferences, and to reduce by at least half the waste and, where relevant the overconsumption, of food and other 
materials [...]. 
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limited to responsible choices linked to productive sectors only, but responsible choices related to all 
sectors, including the financial sector, tourism, etc. In addition, some participants underlined that the 
reference to productive sectors could better fit into target 15. 

Furthermore, some participants suggested to: 

● Keep the wording “taking account cultural preferences [and context]"; 

● Use agreed language of the CFS Voluntary guidelines on food security and nutrition; 

● Keep the idea of awareness; 

● Define the concept of “nature-positive” within the post-2020 Framework. 

6. Revised language options on targets 10 and 16 for further consideration 

To ensure an equitable and nature positive food systems transformation, key food-related elements 
need to be included in several targets of the post-2020 Framework as well as, potentially, at the 
goal/milestone level and within the enabling conditions part. Where exactly the different elements will 
be placed and how they will be split in different targets depends on the outcomes of broader 
discussions on the structure of the post-2020 Framework. 

Below you can find language proposals for target 10 and the food-related elements of target 16 as 
those were the focus of the third online exchange. The language options for those targets are an 
attempt to integrate the comments and inputs received during the online exchange. We hope that 
those language proposals could be a helpful contribution to the negotiation on those two targets. 

Please note, that the current wording proposals aim to take stock of the online exchanges but do not 
necessarily reflect the official position of the co-conveners of the online exchanges. 

Target 10 

Language option 1: more comprehensive, including more specific actions and easier to monitor, 
received stronger support during the online exchange  

Ensure [all] areas under agriculture, fisheries, aquaculture, livestock and forestry are managed 
sustainably and regenerate  ecosystems services, in particular through the conservation and 
sustainable use of biodiversity, increasing the productivity and resilience of these production 
systems and food systems are transformed, contributing positively to biodiversity 
conservation, restoration and sustainable use, human and planetary health, food security, 
healthy and diversified nutrition, farmers’ incomes and livelihoods, and climate resilience, 
for all current and future generations, through appropriate actions ensuring that: 

i. Agroecology principles and nature-positive practices (such as agroforestry) are 
applied to all agricultural areas, at least 20% of holding agricultural areas are 
allocated for native or diverse vegetation and ecosystem approach to fisheries is 
applied;  

ii. All unsustainable fisheries and other unsustainable production forms, such as 
systems based on monoculture production and on agrochemical and excessive 
natural fertilizer inputs, are phased out; 

iii. Post-harvest loss is halved; 
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iv. The protection, conservation and restoration of biodiversity for food and agriculture, 
notably including pollinators, soils biodiversity, coral reefs and mangroves, is 
secured. 

v. Agrobiodiversity is promoted and conserved, notably by supporting farmers’ native 
seed systems and protecting small-scale food producers’ rights. 

Language option 2: more concise, focused but less specific and comprehensive, may fit better in 
current draft 1 

 Ensure all Productive areas under agriculture, aquaculture and forestry are managed sustainably 
under sustainable management practices based on sustainable use of biodiversity such as 
agroecology and other ecosystem approaches , in particular through the conservation and 
sustainable use of biodiversity, increasing the productivity and resilience of these production 
systems,  

 

Target 16 (food related elements) 

[…] [have access to relevant information and alternatives], to halve the global footprint of diets, 
while aligning human and planetary health and taking into account cultural preferences, to 
eliminate overconsumption and reduce by at least half the waste and, where relevant the 
overconsumption, of food and other materials [...]. 

 

 


