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Key messages 

● Despite decades of increasing investment in conservation, ‘bending the curve’ 
of biodiversity decline has not succeeded. 

● Stronger outcomes for biodiversity can be attained if area protection 
conservation is combined with justice measures. 

● Three factors must be addressed in current campaigning efforts and practice:  
○ Focus attention on direct and indirect drivers of decline 
○ Address unrealistic biodiversity response objectives and timelines 
○ Address fundamental inequities of past and current conservation and 

sharing of nature’s benefits 
● To meet these multiple challenges, actors can engage with the emerging 

framework of ‘safe and just Earth System Boundaries (ESBs)’. The ESB for 
biodiversity integrates semi-intact nature quantifications with justice criteria 
for all humans.  

● To succeed, implementation of the Global Biodiversity Framework must fully 
commit to a) reversing the causal chains of biodiversity decline, and b) 
building the societal and political will to address inter-and intragenerational 
justice.  

 

 



Contextualisation for COP15  

With respect to wording of the Global Biodiversity Framework – we explicitly 
avoid recommending new text formulations for GBF targets.  

After 3 years of negotiation and efforts by Parties and organizations to propose their 
best wording, in the last meeting of the OEWG in Nairobi (June 2022) new suggested 
wording only led to greater uncertainty and competing opinions, not less. Our focus 
is to present what science supports as a ‘strong’ application of Nature Positive 
principles. We strongly encourage policy makers to absorb this message and craft 
agreed text. This is in line with the main science inputs to the Global Biodiversity 
Framework process, as summarized at www.geobon.org/science-briefs/. 

Current conservation efforts primarily focus on calls to halt and reverse 
biodiversity loss or to restore and regenerate biodiversity. Whilst these ambitions 
are scientifically valid, if they are not complemented with upscaling of actions to 
address the root causes of biodiversity decline - including overconsumption and 
global inequalities, the ambitions will not be met. 

The authors don't advocate moving away from area based conservation, the 
paper seeks to make clear area-based conservation is not a panacea on its own, nor 
should it be the singular headline target. Area based conservation needs to be one of 
many actions, but will have very little impact particularly if actions 1, 4, 5 and 6 are 
not adequately addressed, as is currently the case. (Recommended actions below) 

1. Reduce and reverse direct and indirect drivers causing nature’s decline 
2. Halt and reverse biodiversity loss (i.e. ‘bend the curve’ of decline) 
3. Restore/regenerate biodiversity to a net positive state, to a safe buffer above 

the Earth system boundary 
4. Raise minimum wellbeing to secure each person’s fair share of the global 

biodiversity commons 
5. Eliminate over- consumption and excesses associated with accumulation of 

capital 
6. Uphold and respect the rights, responsibilities and agency of all, in the present 

and future 

Area-based conservation and high ambition stretch targets are important for 
motivating action on difficult issues and facilitating much needed momentum, but 
must also be championed with simultaneous efforts to address the underlying 
drivers of decline and injustice. Ambition timeframes of 2030 and 2050 are 
recognised to be broadly motivational, and future practice must incorporate the 
setting of relevant localized targets and timescales for biodiversity protection.  

We acknowledge that the actions are extremely challenging to implement and 
indeed depend on an extraordinarily large and capable group of activists, 
businesses, many decision makers, and other critical professionals operating in - 
what they may not even perceive as - the biodiversity sphere. 

http://www.geobon.org/science-briefs/


This paper defines and advances ‘nature positive’, addressing the gap we see 
repeating itself in a focus on nature with insufficient attention to people. Our focus is 
to present what science supports as a ‘strong’ application of ‘Nature Positive’ 
principles. 

Safe and just Earth System Boundaries and adopting a whole Earth perspective 
can inform the next chapter of biodiversity campaigning and practice moving 
forward. Our forthcoming scientific synthesis provides a landing ground for forging a 
new consensus among different actors on the common/integrated actions that are 
needed to address the core challenges of biodiversity loss. 
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