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Introduction

The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)5 represent a new mode of governance
through shared goals instead of legally binding international agreements.6 Nevertheless, global action is required as the sustainability challenges transcend national
boundaries. This is particularly true for global environmental commons that make
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up the stock of global natural capital and sustain life on Earth. International law
recognizes four specific areas of global commons that fall outside of any national jurisdiction: the high seas, the atmosphere, Antarctica and outer space. In the context
of sustainable development, other commons which may lie within national or regional jurisdictions, but whose continuing existence confers benefits beyond them,
are often mentioned: the tropical rain forests, land and biodiversity.7
Although the environmental dimension has been deemed as the main priority for
ensuring sustainable development in the long run,8 the global environmental commons are currently deteriorating at an unprecedented rate, and the impacts are felt
across borders9 – unevenly across the world.10 Moreover, SDG 13 (climate action),
14 (life under water) and 15 (life on land) are expected to be further affected by progress on the socio-economic SDGs in a business-as-usual scenario.11 The required
action to reverse the negative trends also includes cooperation through appropriate
international legal frameworks.12
The global environmental commons are intrinsically linked. For instance, biodiversity is affected by climate change, with negative consequences for human well-being.
At the same time, biodiversity, through the multiple ecosystem services it supports,
also makes important contributions to both climate-change mitigation and adaptation.13 Consequently, conserving and sustainably managing biodiversity is critical
for addressing climate change, and vice versa. In order to harness the synergies and
achieve cost-effective action in safeguarding the global commons and to reverse their
deterioration, these interactions need to be better understood and accounted for in
actions spanning multiple scales.
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In general, it has been argued that achieving the SDGs requires knowledge about
the interactions between different SDGs; i.e., how action to promote a specific goal
or target supports or hinders the achievement of the other goals. Previous analysis
has identified both trade-offs as well as synergies between efforts that intend to promote different goals.14 Though the SDGs are grounded in existing commitments
expressed in various international agreements and soft law instruments,15 there is
scarce explicit empirical analysis of how the interactions between different SDGs are
addressed by the international legal framework, particularly international environmental law (IEL).16 Most international institutional arrangements tend to operate
in relative isolation, and the potential of the SDGs, as ‘integrated and indivisible’,
to introduce coherence remains an open question.17 At the same time, international
law provides a normative context in which the SDGs and targets should operate and
interact with each other – and hence the fragmented structure of IEL18 is likely to
affect the trade-offs and synergies between various SDGs.19
In this paper, we focus on the interactions between climate action (SDG 13) and
halting (terrestrial) biodiversity loss (SDG 15) vis-à-vis the international legal
framework; in particular, the relevant major legal instruments: the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC)20 and the Convention on
Biological Diversity (CBD).21 First, we review the drivers of climate change and
biodiversity loss and identify actions that would likely harness synergies in efforts
to promote SDGs 13 and 15 based on existing literature (section 2). An analytical
framework, including a set of focus areas and related keywords, is derived from the
review. The UNFCCC and CBD are then analyzed for their potential to support
harnessing those synergies, as well as the extent to which they address potential
trade-offs between SDGs 13 and 15 (section 3). Our focus is on the global goals
at the level of their main intent (i.e., halting biodiversity loss and climate change),
although we also make some reference to interactions at the level of specific targets
under the SDGs.
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The UNFCCC and the CBD are two of the conventions that opened for signatures
at the Rio ‘Earth Summit’ in 1992. The CBD is the main international legal instrument addressing the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity,22 ratified
today by 196 parties.23 The three overarching objectives of the Convention are the
conservation of biological diversity, the sustainable use of its components and the
fair and equitable sharing of benefits from the utilization of genetic resources.24 The
UNFCCC also has nearly universal membership, ratified today by 197 parties. Its
ultimate objective is the stabilization of greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere ‘at a level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic (human induced)
interference with the climate system’.25 Together with the third Rio Convention, the
Convention to Combat Desertification (CCD),26 these Conventions are intrinsically linked at the outset. A Joint Liaison Group is to boost cooperation among the
three Conventions and to develop synergies in their activities on issues of mutual
concern.27
Here, we analyze how those synergies are reflected in the CBD convention text,28
Conference of Parties (COP) decisions, primarily those adopted after 2015 (the
starting year of the Agenda 2030 and the SDGs), the Strategic Plan 2011-2020 and
its Aichi targets,29 as well as the Zero Draft of the new post-2020 Global Biodiversity
Framework30 published in January 2020. These documents reflect the most current
status of the ongoing discussion on how to address drivers, potential trade-offs and
co-benefits between SDGs 13 and 15 and how to promote synergies under the
CBD. COP decisions on biodiversity and climate change that have been adopted
before 2015 were taken into account additionally.31 Key UNFCCC agreements and
relevant COP decisions were analyzed in parallel. The focus was on a large set of
COP decisions that addressed land use, land-use change and forestry, including the
most recent decisions on agriculture. Additionally, decisions taken at the last two
Climate COPs in Katowice (December 2018) and Madrid (December 2019), including those serving as the meetings of the Parties under the Kyoto Protocol32 and
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under the Paris Agreement,33 were assessed. The overarching UNFCCC agreements
included were the Convention itself, the Kyoto Protocol, the Copenhagen Accord34
and the Paris Agreement.
Concurrently, we analyze how the interactions between SDGs 13 and 15 are addressed in the context of the United Nations Environment Assembly (UNEA)35
in section 4. UNEA was created at the United Nations Conference on Sustainable
Development (‘Rio+20’) in 2012, when world leaders called for United Nations
Environment Programme (UNEP)36 to be strengthened and upgraded.37 It is considered to be the world’s highest-level decision-making body on the environment,
with the specific role in setting the global environmental agenda and providing overarching policy guidance and defining policy responses to address emerging environmental challenges.38 Though UNEA outcomes – resolutions, decisions and Ministerial declarations – are not international legal instruments, they constitute the
outcome of a global political process which is part of the institutional architecture
for international environmental governance. This consists of a decentralized web of
multilateral institutions, agreements, processes and consultative mechanisms that
address environmental and environment-related matters within the broader context
of sustainable development.39 Consequently, UNEA outcomes can be considered
a complementary source of guidance within the international environmental policy context. In particular, UNEA outcomes influence UNEP which is responsible
for supporting governments to develop and implement multilateral environmental
agreements (MEAs), fostering collaboration between different intergovernmental
environmental institutions, and supporting the science-policy interface.
The outcome documents of the past four UNEA sessions are analyzed in a chronological order to understand the evolution of attention to drivers and SDG interactions in the international discussion, since UNEA-1 held in June 2014 until
UNEA-4 held in March 2019 (UNEA-2 and UNEA-3 were held respectively in
May 2016 and December 2017). A list of all analyzed CBD, UNFCCC and UNEA
documents can be found in Annex 1 of this paper.
In the following sections of this paper, we thus address the questions:
1. What are the drivers behind climate change and biodiversity loss, and what
kind of actions would be likely to create co-benefits for SDGs 13 and 15?
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2. How do the key international legal instruments, UNFCCC and CBD,
currently address the common drivers of climate change and biodiversity
loss? Can potential to support co-benefits for climate and biodiversity
action be identified, and how are potential trade-offs between advancing
the two goals addressed? Which synergetic aspects are currently not
addressed in these instruments?
3. How are interactions between SDGs 13 and 15 addressed in the outcome
documents of UNEA? Do they emphasize new or different aspects with
regard to interactions, compared to the CBD and UNFCCC?

2

Understanding interactions: drivers of climate change and
biodiversity loss

Though climate and biodiversity are interlinked in numerous ways, we focus on a
particular angle of investigation that allows us to explore synergies and trade-offs
between SDGs 13 and 15 in IEL: the fundamental drivers that contribute to both
climate change and terrestrial biodiversity loss at the global level. These drivers are
increasingly well-understood and, despite being complex and interlinked, there is
considerable scientific consensus on them.40 Likewise, there is mounting evidence
of the type of actions with potential to produce co-benefits for climate efforts and
biodiversity conservation.41
Biological diversity comprises genetic, species and ecosystem diversity,42 underpinning the functioning of ecological systems and human well-being. There is scientific
consensus that globally, biodiversity is being lost at an unprecedented rate,43 and the
five targets of SDG 15 with a timeline to 2020 (15.1, 15.2, 15.5, 15.8 and 15.9;
see below) have mostly seen little or insufficient progress, making them likely to
be missed.44 The Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services (IPBES)45 has identified the direct drivers with the largest global
impact on biodiversity (starting with those with most impact): changes in land and
40
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sea use (causing habitat change, loss and degradation46); direct exploitation of organisms; climate change; pollution; and invasion of alien species.47
Those direct drivers result from an array of underlying, indirect drivers that include
production and consumption patterns, human population dynamics and trends,
trade, technological innovations and local through global governance. Agricultural
expansion has had the most significant effect on land-use change, along with rapid
urbanization and expansion of infrastructure, linked to growing population and
consumption. These dynamics support the notion that SDG interactions need to
be accounted for to make progress on or to achieve the SDGs. Climate change is a
direct driver of biodiversity loss, linked to many of the same underlying drivers mentioned above and compounding the effects of the other drivers.48 Hence, the drivers
of biodiversity loss are complex, multiple and interlinked. Many of the threats, as
well as the habitats, ecosystems or species to which they apply, do not respect national boundaries or are found in areas beyond national jurisdiction.49 For instance, international trade and consumption in developed countries drive biodiversity threats
in developing countries.50
Climate change is among the most important drivers of biodiversity loss. Thus,
addressing the drivers of climate change will have indirect benefits for biodiversity
– as long as the actions chosen to mitigate climate change do not imply trade-offs
for biodiversity. Climate change is caused by anthropogenic greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions resulting from a similarly complex web of interacting drivers,51 including
fossil-fuel combustion related to energy, industry and transportation as well as land
use, land-use change, agriculture and forestry (addressed under SDGs 7, 9, 2 and
15, respectively, but also influenced by other SDGs). These, in turn, are driven by
economic and population growth, consumption and international trade (addressed
in particular under SDGs 8, 12 and 17).52 There is great regional variation in the
GHG emission patterns. A considerable share of emissions in developing countries
is released in the production of goods and services exported to developed countries.53
An estimated 23 per cent of the total anthropogenic GHG emissions (2007-2016)
derive from Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU). These net emissions are mostly due to deforestation, partly offset by afforestation/reforestation, and
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emissions and removals by other land use activities. Also changes in land conditions
– such as degradation of soils, forests and peatlands as well as desertification – contribute to climate change.54 Management of land and forests is particularly important as degradation and deforestation contribute to carbon sources, whereas when
well-managed, they function as carbon sinks.55
Thus, land use change and degradation contribute to both biodiversity loss and climate change, linked to many of the same interacting drivers. Land use change due
to agricultural expansion is projected to increase, driven by population and income
growth and changes in consumption patterns.56 Conversely, addressing the drivers
of land use change and land degradation has potential to create co-benefits for climate action and halting biodiversity loss.
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)57 has estimated synergies
and trade-offs of climate change mitigation options for different SDGs. Mitigation options that target energy supply with bioenergy and large-scale hydropower
(also contributing to SDG 7 on energy) may have trade-offs with SDG 15 due to
increased demand for land for bioenergy crops and for dam construction. Those
targeting energy demand (behavioural responses, energy efficiency etc.) and landbased mechanisms are largely characterized by synergies.58 Such land-based options
include limiting the demand for land through sustainable intensification of land-use
practices, soil carbon sequestration, livestock and manure management, reduced
deforestation, afforestation and reforestation, sustainable forest management, ecosystem and land restoration and changes towards less resource-intensive diets and
reduced food waste.59
In particular, conservation, restoration, sustainable management and use of forests
is often emphasized when seeking co-benefits for the climate and biodiversity, as
well as for other SDGs.60 Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation (REDD+),61 a mechanism developed by Parties to the UNFCCCC, seeks
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to mitigate climate change through results-based payments for carbon storage and
enhancement from halting forest area loss and forest degradation, with incremental
co-benefits for biodiversity and sustainable development. A large body of academic
literature on the biodiversity co-benefits of climate change mitigation efforts focuses
on the potential of REDD+ to deliver them.62 Yet, the co-benefits are not automatic
but context-specific, depending on how the actions are carried out.63 For instance,
the impacts on biodiversity of large increases in forest cover would depend on the
nature of the land affected, how it is afforested, and the tree species involved. It
might also have negative impacts on biodiversity by displacing other land uses, with
potential knock-on effects for a range of SDGs.64
Kroll et al have found that the associations between SDGs 13 and 15 have strengthened in recent years (2017-2018), showing both clear trade-offs and synergies, but
synergies are expected to increase slightly by 2030.65 Three key targets of SDG 15 are
directly linked to climate action: 15.1 on freshwater ecosystems, including forests and
wetlands (which act as carbon sinks and could turn into carbon sources when degraded); 15.2 on sustainable forest management and halting net deforestation; and 15.3 on
soil protection and restoration (which will support carbon storage in soil and ensure
sufficient land for agriculture and biofuel production). Moreover, four other targets
of SDG 15 can be affected by or support climate action under specific circumstances:
15.4 on mountain ecosystems (which will be affected by climate change, with particularly strong impacts on glacier ecosystems); 15.5 on protection of natural habitats
(which will contribute to maintaining carbon sinks and may be affected by climate
change); 15.8 on invasive species (whereby biofuel and forest plantations can introduce non-native species); and 15.9 on integrating ecosystem and biodiversity values
into national and local planning (which will also lead to protection of carbon sinks).
All these targets are also linked to climate adaptation as the protection, restoration and
appropriate management of ecosystems will ensure resilience and will be much needed
actions to adapt to climate change impacts. As the targets of SDG 13 are broadly defined around climate action for both adaptation and mitigation in fairly general terms,
all of them are expected to interact with the aforementioned targets of SDG 15. This
further justifies an approach that pays attention to the interactions primarily at the
level of the goals instead of individual target interactions.
In sum, various land-based actions have potential to create synergies for climate
action and halting biodiversity loss. However, the actual mechanisms need to be tailored to local conditions to attain co-benefits and to avoid trade-offs, and they need
62
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to be adaptive.66 At the same time, it is acknowledged that governing land requires
approaches that better manage globalized flows of land-based resources and address
power asymmetries between actors across scales and locations.67
We also anticipate that international regulation that addresses the underlying drivers, such as global trade flows, production and consumption patterns (targeted by
SDG 12), especially in developed and emerging economies, is highly relevant. Institutional and governance factors, such as policy coherence (SDG target 17.14),
capacity-building (SDG target 17.9), promoting cross-sectoral and cross-jurisdictional integration and mainstreaming, adaptive management and strengthening the
implementation of environmental laws and policies at various scales, are widely recognized to be crucial.68
The following analysis of CBD, UNFCCC and UNEA is based on a thorough reading of the relevant documents, guided by the research questions and an analytical
framework based on the above identified drivers and synergy-enhancing actions.
This framework includes fossil fuels, climate change and land use change as direct
drivers. These drivers will be particularly influenced in the future by the approach
and extent of implementation of SDGs 2, 7, 13 and 15. Moreover, the framework
includes indirect drivers, namely demographic and socio-cultural, economic and
technological, and governance, corresponding to the IPBES categorization of indirect drivers.69 These indirect drivers are expected to change in the future as a result
of the implementation (or lack thereof ) of the SDGs at large. We complemented
the direct and indirect drivers in the analytical framework with keywords on key areas of intervention that allow for synergies or easily imply trade-offs: 1) agriculture,
food security, food production and consumption (related to SDG 2); 2) biodiversity,
ecosystems, environment and forests (most closely associated with SDG 15); 3) sustainable consumption and production (SDG 12); and 4) policy coherence.70 Finally,
the nature of the legal language used in association with the drivers and keywords
and the implications of the relevant provisions (acknowledgement, concrete measure, tool or implementation mechanism) were assessed. While the presentation of
the results in sections 3 and 4 focuses on the synergies, trade-offs and gaps, a more
detailed analysis of how the direct and indirect drivers are addressed by CBD, UNFCCC and UNEA can be found in Annex 2 of the paper.
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3

CBD, UNFCCC and the potential to mitigate the drivers of
climate change and biodiversity loss

3.1

CBD

3.1.1 Addressing direct and indirect drivers with potential for co-benefits
Concrete co-benefits of biodiversity conservation and climate change action are repeatedly pointed out through a variety of CBD COP decisions.71 The CBD COP
of 2004 included ‘biodiversity and climate change’ as a cross-cutting issue under its
work.72 Since then, climate change has been increasingly addressed under the CBD,
both as a driver of and being driven by biodiversity loss.73 To address interactions
of climate change and biodiversity loss, Parties to the CBD are encouraged to integrate climate concerns in their National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans
(NBSAPs), and biodiversity and ecosystem-based approaches into their Nationally
Determined Contributions (NDCs) under the UNFCCC.74 Voluntary guidelines
for the design and effective implementation of ecosystem-based approaches to climate change adaptation and disaster risk reduction were adopted by COP14.75 Most
of the relevant legal documents and guidelines under the CBD have focused on
contributions to adaptation, even though Aichi target 15 explicitly includes the
‘contribution of biodiversity to carbon stocks’ and of ecosystem restoration to climate change mitigation and adaptation.76 Climate change is reflected in none of
the SDG 15 targets or indicators, underlining the Agenda 2030 logic of expressing
interdependency at the level of goals rather than of targets.
Preventing land-use change through the designation of networks of protected areas
is one of the core aims of the CBD (Article 8). The scope of this essential tool is
defined in Aichi Target 11 of the current Strategic Plan, which calls for conservation
of ‘at least 17% of terrestrial and inland waters and 10% of coastal and marine areas,
… are conserved’ by 2020. This target is reflected in SDG target 15.1 which does
not provide a percentage but refers to existing international agreements. In addition,
Aichi Target 5 calls for halving and striving to completely reduce the loss of natural
habitats and their degradation and fragmentation,77 reflected in SDG target 15.3
(‘By 2030, (…) strive to achieve a land degradation-neutral world.’)
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CBD, ‘Climate change and biodiversity: background’ (2017), available at <https://www.cbd.int/climate/
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The post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework (GBF) draft suggests an increase in
ambition to 60 per cent coverage of sites of particular importance for biodiversity,
including at least 30 per cent of land and seas globally, and at least 10 per cent under
strict protection by 2030.78 Building on this target, the zero draft of the post-2020
GBF calls for zero ‘net loss’ of ecosystems by 203079 and identifies restoration (also
part of SDG targets 15.1, 15.2 and 15.3) as an important means to achieve ‘net
increase’ of intact areas and wilderness by 2030.80 In that sense, the post 2020 GBF
is likely to increase ambition over the related SDG 15 targets, especially those that
end by 2020 (15.1, 15.2 and 15.3).
Rehabilitation and restoration were first comprehensively addressed at COP11.81
COP13 adopted a short-term plan of action and respective guidance on ecosystem
restoration and integration of biodiversity concerns.82 The CBD considers restoration as complementary to conservation, not substitute.83 The most recent decision
on biodiversity and climate change drives special attention to the role of wetlands
(also included in SDG target 51.1) and states support for a joint declaration by relevant MEAs on peatland conservation and restoration.84
The CBD also addresses land use change through national and sectoral mainstreaming, incentive measures, environmental impact assessments (EIAs), strategic environmental assessments (SEAs) and, more recently, spatial planning.85 To facilitate
mainstreaming at the national level, Parties are requested to submit and regularly
update their NBSAPs in accordance with Article 6 of the Convention.86
The importance of the conservation and sustainable use of forests (SDG targets
15.1, 15.2 and 15b) for the achievement of the CBD objectives was acknowledged
already at the very first COP in 1994. After COP2, forest issues were dealt with under the programme of work on forest biodiversity. Thereafter, highlights have been
the introduction of the ecosystem approach to be applied to forest management as
well as identification of synergies with the forest landscape restoration approach.87
Focus of work on forests under the CBD has been much on developing indicators
78
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‘Zero Draft of the post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework’, CBD Doc. CBD/WG2020/2/3 (2020),
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Ibid. at para. 8.
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for forest biodiversity as well as streamlining of reporting.88 In more recent decisions,
CBD COP has acknowledged ‘the strong congruence among the forest-related Aichi
Biodiversity Targets, the four global objectives on forests, the forest-related provisions under the Paris Agreement’89 and called on Parties to ‘give due consideration
to the conservation and sustainable use of natural forests and native vegetation and
avoiding the potential negative impacts of afforestation of non-forest biomes’.90 At
COP14, the CBD Secretariat was requested to continue close collaboration with the
United Nations Forum on Forests,91 the Global Partnership on Forest Landscape
Restoration92 and the Collaborative Partnership on Forests,93 on, inter alia, data
collection and spatial assessments to advance on biodiversity commitments.94
Further co-benefit potential lies in the CBD COP decision on mainstreaming of
biodiversity in the energy and mining, infrastructure, manufacturing and processing sectors, which also takes the role of cities into account.95 This relates much to
consumption and production patterns as indirect drivers of both biodiversity loss and
climate change that are reflected in Aichi target 4.96 Despite repeated CBD calls for
Sustainable Consumption and Production (SCP),97 a clear definition and strong
legal language are lacking. The same applies to the term ‘transformational change’
that has recently entered discussions on how to address drivers of biodiversity loss
under the CBD.98
Economic and technological drivers are mainly addressed in sectoral approaches under
the CBD, on, for instance, agriculture and forestry, energy and mining. The most
concrete references to trade and supply chains as well as strong legal language on
sustainable production can be found in the decision text dealing with forestry99 and
fisheries.100 Parties are urged, inter alia, to ‘encourage sustainable forest management
to achieve biodiversity outcomes, including by promoting sustainable consumption
88
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and production of forest products’101 and ‘improve enforcement and monitoring of
sustainable forest management and the sustainability of timber trade’.102 Moreover,
COP decisions request the continuation or enhancement of collaboration with international organizations dealing with trade and production patterns such as the
World Trade Organization (WTO)103 or sector-relevant organizations such as the
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO)104 and the International Tropical Timber
Organization.105,106 Domestically, CBD recommends mainstreaming of biodiversity
considerations throughout sectors, national legislation and financial flows107 and
highlights the need to eliminate harmful incentives, including subsidies, and to increase positive incentives.108
Adverse impacts of fossil fuel extraction on biodiversity have gained attention, with
the increased efforts to address mainstreaming of biodiversity into the energy and
mining, infrastructure, manufacturing and processing sectors.109 An according decision adopted in 2018 recognizes not only that these sectors affect biodiversity but
also ‘that the loss of biodiversity can impact these sectors negatively’.110
To address governance and institutional drivers, the mainstreaming approach, anchored in the Convention text itself,111 can be considered the key tool promoted by
the Convention. The CBD COP decisions also strongly call for increased policy coherence, at the national as well as at the international level. Close cooperation with
other conventions and alignment with the Agenda 2030 are commonly referred
to as central measures to alleviate incoherent governance.112 Enhanced cooperation
with other conventions, international organizations and initiatives has been explicitly dealt with by an informal advisory group on synergies under the CBD as well
as through stand-alone COP decisions.113 Initially highlighting primarily synergies
with other biodiversity-related conventions, the scope has broadened over the past
years through encouragement of ‘consideration of actions for enhanced synergies
among… the Rio Conventions, and other conventions… as they are essential for the
implementation of the 2030 Agenda… and the Sustainable Development Goals’.114
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The CBD is also increasingly drawing on information provided by the IPCC and
referring to provisions made under the UNFCCC.115
Nevertheless, strong legal language on coherence only applies to national planning
obligations and mainstreaming, as set out in Article 6 of the Convention.116 In addition, Parties are encouraged ‘to explore possible synergies at the national level, involving all relevant biodiversity-related reporting processes, in order to enhance the
alignment and consistency of information and data in national reports’.117 COP14
also highlighted the related need for indicator alignment ‘across different reporting
processes on biodiversity and sustainable development’.118
3.1.2 Addressing potential trade-offs
Potential trade-offs from climate action for biodiversity are addressed most specifically
by the CBD with regard to forests, in particular REDD+, climate-related geoengineering and biofuels.
The special attention given to forests and their emission mitigation potential under
the UNFCCC through, inter alia, REDD+ has been addressed at CBD COP10
when Parties called for the enhancement of benefits for, and avoidance of negative
impacts on biodiversity from REDD+.119 At CBD COP11, Parties adopted advice
on biodiversity safeguards to be applied by REDD+ and other efforts under the
UNFCCC.120
Geoengineering activities affecting biodiversity are largely rejected. In COP decision X/33, Parties commit to ‘ensure […] that no climate-related geo-engineering
activities** that may affect biodiversity take place, until there is an adequate scientific basis on which to justify such activities and appropriate consideration of the
associated risks’.121
Biofuels are addressed by the CBD, but without clear rules, guidelines or legal implications. COP9 broadly discussed biofuels as part of the work programme on
agricultural biodiversity and Parties agreed that ‘biofuel production and use should
115
116
117
118
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be sustainable in relation to biological diversity’.122 To ensure this, Parties were urged
to develop coherent policy frameworks and to support technology transfer and best
practice exchange.123 At COP10, Parties were explicitly invited to develop national
inventories and conduct spatial assessment to identify potential areas for biofuel
production without harming biodiversity.124 At the same time, the Secretariat was
requested to compile tools and approaches ‘to assess direct and indirect effects and
impacts on biodiversity of the production and use of biofuels’.125
Trade-offs from biodiversity protection measures for climate change mitigation are poorly
addressed in the CBD. For instance, the designation of protected areas as one of the
major tools of the CBD can bear potential trade-offs for renewable energy projects,
but such limitations are not addressed. Moreover, there is no mention of the time
needed for restored ecosystems to provide the full extent of their ecosystem services
which may also cause (temporary) trade-offs for mitigation targets, depending on
the purpose they have been designed for.126 This is especially relevant for the current
suggestion of a long-term goal on ‘[n]o net loss by 2030 in the area and integrity of
freshwater, marine and terrestrial ecosystems, and increases of at least [20 per cent]
by 2050, ensuring ecosystem resilience’ in the zero draft of the post-2020 GBF,127
which allows for offsetting ecosystem destruction by restoring an equal area elsewhere. Time lags in regaining the full carbon stocks of the lost areas in the restored
areas have not been resolved.128 The most explicit recognition of the need to avoid
trade-offs from biodiversity conservation measures affecting climate change mitigation can be found in the safeguards of the voluntary ecosystem-based approaches
(EbA) guidelines: ‘EbA and Eco-DRR129 should neither result in unsustainable resource use nor enhance the drivers of climate change and disaster risks’.130
3.1.3 Gaps concerning potential for synergies
Overall, the CBD and the analyzed legal documents maintain a fairly holistic approach in addressing drivers and pointing out potential for co-benefits and synergies. However, a clear gap can be perceived in terms of obligations: the overall
legal language of the CBD and its COP decisions is rather weak, and the majority
of measures suggested remain at the level of recommendations to Parties – except
for the obligation to develop, update and report on national plans and to designate
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networks of protected areas. The Strategic Plan sets concrete targets, but these refer
to the global level and hence only provide guidance for individual national goals.
In addition, several fields of potential synergies need further consideration, as they
are not yet sufficiently explored or anchored in legal text. This is the case for addressing most of the socio-cultural and technological drivers, for instance through joint
capacity-building across sectors and with other conventions. Accordingly, COP13
and COP14 decisions requested the Executive Secretary to further promote more
systemic and integrated approaches.131 Progress in this regard, and thereby towards
the achievement of the SDGs, relies on enhanced technical and scientific cooperation. Potential for increased synergy can also be identified regarding communication, education and public awareness efforts.
Streamlining of future mainstreaming and reporting obligations represents a necessary enhancement of governance mechanisms and reporting requirements set under
the Agenda 2030. They are key in enabling governments to better align their efforts on biodiversity conservation and climate change mitigation, harness synergies
and lower administrative burden which is of particular importance for developing
countries. Incentives and subsidies are clearly another field under the CBD where
synergies could be investigated further.
Regarding land use, attempts to increase synergies could make use of more comprehensive guidance on the application of the land- and seascape approach and
integrated spatial planning in the legal documents of the CBD. While synergies in
forestry have been addressed in particular concerning REDD+, co-benefits in the
field of agriculture are not specified in an equal manner. Regarding specific measures
to address common direct drivers, the contribution of biodiversity conservation to
climate change mitigation efforts clearly necessitates practical guidance for Parties.
The highest potential for enhanced synergies lies with no doubt in more decisively
addressing indirect drivers such as consumption and production, but also more specifically, setting ambitious and binding sectoral targets, in line with relevant SDG
targets, for instance on food production (SDG target 12.3) and pollution (SDG
targets 12.4 and 12.5). Limitations in this regard arise from the legal mandate of
the CBD.
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3.2

UNFCCC

3.2.1 Addressing direct and indirect drivers with potential for co-benefits
Land use change is one of the key drivers of climate change, accounting for a substantial share of GHG emissions globally. As a result, land use, land-use change and
forestry (LULUCF) is one of the major sectors addressed by the UNFCCC legal
documents, with multiple decisions exclusively dedicated to this sector, addressing
interaction between SDGs 13 and 15; in particular targets 15.1-15.5 which focus on
the protection, restoration and sustainable management of forest and other ecosystems, as well as land restoration and degradation prevention. Moreover, the importance of terrestrial and marine ecosystems as sinks and reservoirs of GHG emissions
was already recognized in the Convention and the development of methodologies
for estimating their net effect on GHG emissions (including as sources) was tasked
to the COP.
While forestry and ecosystems were initially not included in the list of core sectors
of the Kyoto Protocol (only agriculture, Annex B), countries where LULUCF represented a source of emissions in 1990 were requested to include these net emissions
in their baseline. Common reporting formats for LULUCF GHG emissions are imposed through the COP Decision 14/CP.11,132 where countries are required to use
guidelines and methodologies developed by the IPCC.133 Yet, under the Paris Agreement, it is compulsory only for developed countries to account for economy-wide
emission in their NDCs, including LULUCF as a sector, while developing countries
can limit their sectoral reporting. Through Decision 1/CP.16,134 developing countries that wish to have land-use activities funded must prepare national strategies or
action plans. In such situations, they are requested to develop national monitoring
systems for forest-related GHG emissions levels or reference levels, and to report
on consideration of safeguards (strengthened in subsequent decisions135), including
environmental protection. Decision 9/CP.19136 establishes an information hub web
platform to ensure transparency and mutual learning from these activities. In the
132
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forestry sector specifically, the following activities apply: reducing emissions from
deforestation and from forest degradation; conservation of forest carbon stocks; sustainable management of forests; and enhancement of forest carbon stocks.137 These
activities are facilitated through the REDD+ mechanism, supporting SDG target
15.2 on forests.
The Paris Agreement encourages Parties ‘to implement and support… the existing
framework [on forest-related activities]… while reaffirming the importance of incentivizing, as appropriate, non-carbon benefits associated with such approaches’.138
Earlier relevant decisions on LULUCF-related matters recognize that promoting
sustainable management of forests and co-benefits, including biodiversity and ecosystem resilience would lead to synergies with national and international forestry
objectives.139 Moreover, climate change itself is recognized as a driver of biodiversity
loss in the UNFCCC and key documents, including the Paris Agreement, indicating
that adaptation measures should be taken to enhance the resilience of ecosystems.140
Economic and technological drivers are primarily addressed through references to production and clean technologies in the international climate legislation. ‘Accelerating,
encouraging and enabling innovation is critical for an effective, long-term global
response to climate change… Such effort shall be, as appropriate, supported, including by the Technology Mechanism and, through financial means, by the Financial
Mechanism of the Convention’.141 In that regard, developed countries (under Annex
I and Annex II of the UNFCCC) were strongly requested to promote, facilitate and
finance the development and transfer of ‘environmentally sound technologies’ to
other Parties already through the Convention. To that end, the Subsidiary Body for
Scientific and Technological Advice (SBSTA) is mandated to support countries with
the latest available information. Moreover, the Copenhagen Accord decided the establishment of the Technology Mechanism to enhance development and transfer
of relevant technologies across countries. The Kyoto Protocol provides a number of
measures that countries could take to reduce their emissions, including enhancement of energy efficiency and promotion of technologies such as renewables and
carbon dioxide sequestration.142 More complete lists of technologies and potential
measures are provided through guiding documents and the reports of the IPCC.143
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The UNFCCC strongly highlights that climate measures should seek to avoid adverse effects on national economies and should be taken within a timeframe that ‘enable[s] economic development to proceed in a sustainable manner’, recognizing ‘the
special difficulties of those countries… whose economies are particularly dependent
on fossil fuel production, use and exportation’144 to reduce GHG emissions. Specific
measures to address economic drivers of climate change are not provided in the
main legal documents assessed in this paper (except for agriculture and forest-related
activities specifically), but the economic sectors (including subsectors) of climate
action are made most concrete in Annex A of the Kyoto Protocol: energy (fuel combustion and fugitive emissions from fuels); industrial processes; solvent and other products; agriculture; and waste, plus related subsectors. Relevant co-benefits of
economic diversification plans are officially accepted as contributions to mitigation
action in the Paris Agreement.145
The strength of international climate legislation is in addressing governance drivers.
It is meant to support coordination across the international community, strongly encouraging and facilitating cooperation amongst all countries in tackling the climate
crisis. Strong legal language is used to ensure cooperation in providing international
financial, technological and capacity-building support and to establish supporting
bodies such as the Green Climate Fund146 or the Technology Mechanism.147 Moreover, instruments such as Emissions Trading, Clean Development Mechanism and
Joint Implementation were developed under the Kyoto Protocol148 to facilitate cooperation within and between countries in reaching climate goals through trading
of Emissions Reduction Units (REUs), including from land-related activities. These
measures are aligned with the SDG 13 demand that developed countries keep their
commitment of climate finance provision to developing countries (target 13.a) as
well as the promotion of mechanisms that support capacity-building for climate-related planning and management in the least developed countries and the small island developing states (target 13.b). In particular, the Paris Agreement’s request for
all countries to put forward NDCs to jointly reach the global target of a maximum
temperature increase of 2ºC, is a strong example of global coordination of action.
Moreover, key governance measures to tackle emissions nationally are suggested in
some of the agreements and decisions, such as to directly address market imperfections, fiscal incentives, tax and duty exemptions and subsidies that lead to GHG
emissions in all sectors.149
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The UNFCCC also shows extensive support for capacity-building (also reflected
under SDG targets 13.b and 17.9). Already in the Convention, SBSTA was tasked
to ‘identify ways and means of supporting endogenous capacity-building in developing countries’150 and it remains a key part of international support in global climate governance. Additionally, promoting education, training and awareness raising
on climate-related issues (with an assigned SDG 13 target, see 13.2) is emphasized
throughout, with a dedicated article in the Convention itself, Article 6, which uses
strong legal language.
3.2.2 Addressing potential trade-offs
While the UNFCCC recognizes that ‘various actions to address climate change can
be justified economically in their own right and can also help in solving other environmental problems’,151 it also stays mindful of potential trade-offs with other
social, environmental and economic dimensions. Since the establishment of the Climate Convention, countries were expected to ‘take climate change considerations
into account… in their relevant social, economic and environmental policies and
actions, and employ appropriate methods… to minimizing adverse effects on the
economy, on public health and on the quality of the environment, of projects or
measures undertaken by them to mitigate or adapt to climate change’.152 This is also
in line with the SDG target 13.2 ‘Integrate climate change measures into national
policies, strategies and planning’ and reflects the call for policy coherence under target 17.14. While the specific potential environmental trade-offs that need to be addressed are not clarified in the legal documents, a reference is made to key strands of
international environmental law that Parties should ensure consistency with in their
actions, such as the United Nations Forum on Forests, the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification and the Convention on Biological Diversity.153
Decision 1/CP.16 is a key decision in this regard, establishing relevant guidelines
for Parties activities in the LULUCF sector and requesting countries to consider
essential safeguards. This decision provides that activities should ‘d) Be consistent
with the objective of environmental integrity and take into account the multiple
functions of forests and other ecosystems;’, ‘f ) Be consistent with Parties’ national
sustainable development needs and goals;’ and ‘k) Promote sustainable management
of forests’.154 The safeguards to be promoted include consistency with the objectives
of national forest programmes and international agreements and conventions (with
no specific mention) and ensured consistency with natural forest conservation and
biodiversity protection while also enhancing other social and environmental benefits
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(with relevance for SDG targets 15.1-15.5 and 15.8).155 Subsequent decisions request parties to report on these safeguards.
While extensive use of biofuels as well as agricultural activities for food production or other purposes can also lead to significant trade-offs with SDG 15, current
strands of work under UNFCCC do not specifically address these potential issues.
In general, agriculture and biofuels have not been addressed as extensively as forest-related activities and the current Koronivia Joint Work on Agriculture is still
relatively recent and under further development.156
3.2.3 Gaps concerning potential for synergies
A sector that could be better addressed to ensure synergies is the agricultural sector.
While agriculture has been recognized as a relevant sector for GHG emissions reductions and was included in the list of reporting under the Kyoto Protocol, there
is limited mention of related trade-offs and synergies and little work has been done
so far. In fact, the most important work on agriculture has been initiated at COP23,
where Decision 4/CP.23 adopted the ‘Koronivia Joint Work on Agriculture’.157 In
the initial phase of this joint work, the work group was mandated to address a
number of issues, including with a view to soil health and fertility (SDG target
15.3), improving sustainability of the agricultural systems, and the socioeconomic
and food security dimensions. However, no reference is made to the environmental
dimension and the lack of a clear definition of the meaning of ‘sustainability’ could
leave this dimension inadequately addressed.
Another key area that could be enhanced to address both biodiversity loss and climate change is trade. So far UNFCCC makes very little reference to trade as a driver
of climate change. The Convention only highlights that climate measures should
not take the form of ‘disguised restriction on international trade’158 further enforced
by the Kyoto Protocol.159
Yet, adequate standards along supply chains could ensure global improvements in
production from the perspective of GHG emissions and of biodiversity loss. Such
standards could reduce consumption of fossil fuels and would ensure sustainability
in the use of land resources and ecosystems. However, given the fact that countries
determine their emissions levels only based on domestic production activities, there
is little incentive to reduce imported GHG emissions and the related consumption.
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agriculture> (visited 29 April 2020).
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While UNFCCC’s work addresses production through various measures, very little
emphasis is placed on consumption. In the early years of international climate negotiations, consumption was mainly discussed in the context of vulnerability to climate
mitigation measures, where countries with high consumption of fossil fuels or energy-intensive products were seen as particularly vulnerable and in need of international support.160 The Paris Agreement is the first to recognize that ‘sustainable lifestyles
and sustainable patterns of consumption and production, with developed country
Parties taking the lead, play an important role in addressing climate change’.161 A
stronger emphasis on, for instance, sustainable consumption nudges, such as sustainability labels, could support achieving the targets of both Conventions.

4

UNEA and SDG interactions

The four United Nations Environment Assembly sessions convened so far, since
2014, have taken place in the post-2015 Development Agenda era. The first UNEA
session was themed ‘Sustainable Development Goals and the Post-2015 Development Agenda, including sustainable consumption and production’, the second one
‘Delivering on the Environmental Dimension of the 2030 Agenda, the third one
‘Towards a pollution-free planet’ and the fourth one ‘Innovative solutions for environmental challenges and sustainable consumption and production’. These titles
hold promise for addressing interactions between different sustainable development
challenges, including those concerning SDGs 13 and 15. However, the UNEAs
have done so to varying degrees.
References to halting climate change and biodiversity loss have gradually increased
in the outcome documents of the four UNEA sessions. The Ministerial declaration
of UNEA-1 called on the international community ‘To undertake urgent actions to
address climate change... and to reinforce efforts to halt biodiversity loss and combat
desertification.’162 At the second session, UNEA adopted five specific resolutions
addressing climate change and biodiversity out of 25 resolutions totally adopted.163
Within the third session and its Ministerial declaration, climate change and biodiversity loss drivers were addressed in four resolutions out of a total number of eleven
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adopted resolutions.164 Both direct and indirect drivers have been addressed in the
UNEA resolutions, but typically in a separate manner.
Attention to interactions has been largely implicit, though a few explicit references
to synergies between efforts to halt biodiversity loss and climate action could also
be found. Resolution 1/8 of UNEA-1 on ‘Ecosystem-based adaptation’ explicitly recognized the importance ‘to include and improve ecosystem-based adaptation
and community-based adaptation in their national policies, including those on
climate change adaptation, food security and sustainable management of forests’.
The Resolution addressed the ecosystem-based adaptation mainly from the governance perspective and urged ‘all Member States to ratify, accept or approve the Paris
Agreement’. UNEA-2 Resolutions 2/6 ‘Supporting the Paris Agreement’ and 2/17
‘Enhancing the work of the United Nations Environment Programme in facilitating
cooperation, collaboration and synergies among biodiversity-related conventions’
address both climate change and biodiversity loss from a governance and policy coherence perspective. In Resolution 2/17, climate change as highlighted was a direct
driver of biodiversity loss, but later UNEA sessions did not emphasize this interlinkage.
Despite its focus on pollution, an increased attention to interactions is reflected in
the Ministerial declaration of UNEA-3. In the declaration, the Ministers of environment ‘acknowledge the links between pollution, climate change, biodiversity loss
and ecosystem degradation’. Specific attention was also given to unsustainable land
use: ‘unsustainable land use and management can lead to soil degradation and pollution and create phenomena such as forest and biodiversity loss.’165 In the specific
Resolution 3/6, soil pollution and land use are connected to achieving the SDGs:
‘soil is one of the largest reservoirs of biodiversity and that the negative impacts of
the contamination of soil undermine productivity and sustainability of ecosystems,
biodiversity, agriculture and food security, and clean ground and surface water, potentially hampering the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals, including Goals 1, 2, 3, 6, 12, 13 and 15.’166 Resolution 3/2 encourages ‘investments in
biodiversity as a means of enhancing the functioning of ecosystems and the services
they provide.’167 Interactions between climate change, biodiversity loss and health
are recognized in the Resolution 3/4 ‘Environment and health’.
At UNEA-4, actions with potential to create co-benefits for the climate and biodiversity, both terrestrial as well as marine biodiversity, received explicit attention. The
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Environment Assembly adopted resolutions addressing, for instance, innovations to
halt biodiversity and land degradation, sustainable management of mangroves, coral
reefs, rangelands and pastoralism, and conservation of peatlands.168 In the Ministerial declaration, the Ministers committed to developing ‘an ambitious and realistic
post-2020 global biodiversity framework’ which is expected to be adopted at the
15th CBD COP, to be held in China in 2021.169 In the Resolution 4/10 ‘Innovation on biodiversity and land degradation’, it is recognized that ‘climate change is a
major and growing driver of biodiversity loss and ecosystem degradation, and that
conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, and ecosystem functions and services, contribute significantly to climate change adaptation and mitigation, disaster
risk reduction, and food security and nutrition’. Resolution 4/12 ‘Sustainable management for global health of mangroves’ mentions ‘mangroves as an important but
fragile ecosystem of invaluable biological diversity that provides vital ecosystem services which are contributing to the anticipated achievement by 2020 of Sustainable
Development Goals 2 and 13 and targets 14.2 and 15.5 ‘. The Assembly encourages
Member States to improve research, education and public awareness, build capacity for the sustainable management and restoration of mangroves and related
ecosystems… to prepare multipurpose management plans for mangroves, based
on scientific information… and invites Member States to take action to prevent
mangrove forest conversion, strengthen measures to maintain their integrity and
give priority to conserving remaining areas of natural mangrove forests.170

The Resolution 4/16 on ‘Conservation and sustainable management of peatlands’
addresses land use as a direct driver and focuses on governance as an indirect driver.
The Assembly, ‘recognizing also that actions to advance sustainable peatland conservation and sustainable management can also contribute to addressing climate
change… urges Member States and other stakeholders to give greater emphasis to the
conservation, sustainable management and restoration of peatlands worldwide.’171
Regarding conservation and sustainable use of forests, the EU and its Member States
presented at UNEA-4 a resolution titled ‘Deforestation and agricultural commodity
supply chains’ as a global call to halt deforestation while contributing to ensure food
security and nutrition. However, the resolution failed to be approved by the Assembly as no consensus was reached during the negotiation phase. The failure of this
resolution potentially represents a missed opportunity in addressing the interactions
between forest use and agriculture within UNEA.
168

169

170
171

82

‘Innovation on biodiversity and land degradation’, UNEA Res. 4/10; ‘Sustainable management for global
health of mangroves’, UNEA Res. 4/12; ‘Sustainable coral reefs management’, UNEA Res. 4/13; ‘Conservation and sustainable management of peatlands’, UNEA Res. 4/16 (2019).
Innovative solutions for environmental challenges and sustainable consumption and production’, Ministerial declaration of the United Nations Environment Assembly at its fourth session, UN Doc. UNEP/
EA.4/HLS (2019).
UNEA Res. 4/12, supra note 168.
UNEA Res. 4/16, supra note 168.

Salla Rantala, Gabriela Iacobuta, Stefania Minestrini and Julika Tribukait

The strong and repeated attention of UNEA on sustainable production and consumption (SCP) targets one of the key indirect drivers of climate change and biodiversity loss. SCP has been a central theme of UNEA since its first session, where
the Ministerial declaration called ‘on the international community… to accelerate
and support efforts to promote sustainable consumption and production patterns…
and to accelerate actions… to implement the 10-year framework of programmes on
sustainable consumption and production.’ At UNEA-2, the Resolution 2/8 ‘Sustainable consumption and production’ echoed SDG 12 but also recognized the role
of SCP policies in achieving other sustainability objectives: ‘SCP approaches and
policies at all levels… can be useful tools for improving sustainability in different
areas, including urban planning, natural resource conservation, resources management, land use management and nutrient management, which can be promoted
through regional frameworks and forums and other initiatives.’172
UNEA-3 followed suit by considering SCP policies, such as promoting sustainable
finance and circular economy, as preventive solutions ‘to tackle pollution and improve health and the environment synergistically.’173 In the Resolution 3/5, a wide
array of benefits from SCP policies for accelerating the implementation of the SDGs
were recognized, including ‘enhancing the capacity of ecosystems.’174
The fourth session of UNEA fully focused on SCP through its overarching theme
‘Innovative solutions for environmental challenges and sustainable consumption
and production’, its Ministerial declaration and the specific Resolution 4/1 on
‘Innovative pathways to achieve sustainable consumption and production’. While
recognizing that achieving SCP is an essential requirement for sustainable development, the Resolution focuses on the nexus of production and the efficient use and
sustainable management of resources, and identifies several measures to achieve SCP,
including regulation, education, awareness-raising, sustainable finance, economic
tools, technical standards, product design, and provision of systems, services and information, public procurement and particularly the life-cycle approach.175 It explicitly recognizes that ‘resource management, climate, biodiversity, water and land use
are interlinked, and that resources are at the centre of voluntary initiatives, policies
and regulatory frameworks.’176
Throughout UNEA outcomes, governance aspects are emphasized in relation to
addressing the drivers of climate change and biodiversity loss, which is fully consistent with the role of UNEA. This is probably also confirmed by the choice of theme
for UNEA-5, expected to take place in February 2021: ‘Strengthening Actions for
Nature to Achieve the Sustainable Development Goals’, which suggests growing
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attention to the role of natural ecosystems in achieving the SDGs. The fifth UNEA
session could also provide an opportunity to more explicitly account for the SDG
interactions, and potentially a renewed chance to address forest issues.

5

Discussion and conclusions

In this paper, we have explored how the interactions between SDG 13 (climate
action) and SDG 15 (halting terrestrial biodiversity loss) are addressed in the major
international legal instruments related to those goals, the CBD and UNFCCC,
as well as the UNEA as a complementary political process. In particular, we have
focused on synergies, trade-offs and gaps in addressing the shared drivers of climate
change and biodiversity loss.
Both CBD and UNFCCC address the direct drivers as well as some of the indirect drivers causing climate change and biodiversity loss, although with varying
emphasis. The two Conventions make reference to each other, and the interactions
between climate and biodiversity are acknowledged from multiple perspectives; that
climate change can lead to biodiversity loss, but climate action could also affect
biodiversity and ecosystems, and that biodiversity protection and enhancements are
an important element in regulating the climate. Our findings echo previous analysis
which has found that biodiversity is the environmental area with most references in
climate-related agreements, while climate is the environmental area with the second
most references in biodiversity agreements after the ocean issue area – although integration remains low across MEAs.177
For instance, co-benefits of activities that advance the goals of both Conventions,
such as EbA, are well recognized in both Conventions and encouragement to take
those benefits into account and enhance them is given. Similar measures are proposed, such as conservation and restoration to counter land-use change, national and sectoral mainstreaming, as well as environmental assessments. Both Conventions also highlight the need to eliminate harmful incentives and address them
through fiscal incentives. Nature-based solutions recently entered in the language of
both Conventions,178 but the concept has not yet been defined under either Convention, leaving its potential to promote co-benefits and avoid trade-offs a question
mark. The recently published IUCN Global Standard for Nature-based Solutions179
could help resolve this question.
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While the CBD applies softer language (i.e. ‘encourage’), the UNFCCC tends to
be stricter when it comes to safeguards and considerations relative to land-related
projects, making these a requirement, for instance, for funded projects. Moreover,
the fact that LULUCF became a sector that must be accounted for in the developed
countries’ pledges and reporting is important and encourages synergies, although it
does not apply to developing countries. The CBD mostly relies on voluntary action, whereas the UNFCCC had top-down targets that were legally-binding in the
past, and now requires countries to submit plans that must be regularly enhanced
in ambition and to report on progress. Binding commitments, or voluntary action
combined with stronger monitoring, reporting and verification, has also been called
for in the case of the CBD.180 As a more innovative approach, the UNFCCC market
mechanisms have brought the advantage of international cooperation to another
level by offering countries the opportunity to support each other in meeting national targets (which were imposed in a top-down manner at the time that the market
mechanisms were first introduced) with global implications. While the SDGs are
comprehensive in their coverage of issues related to sustainable development, they
are ‘soft’ law by nature.181 Hence, to ensure their implementation, it is essential that
pertinent streams of international negotiations establish accountability mechanisms
and provide the needed tools for action, as well as monitoring and evaluation.182
The trade-offs resulting from climate change mitigation affecting biodiversity loss
have been broadly acknowledged and discussed within the two framework conventions, but important gaps remain. One concerns biofuels. IPCC scenarios for a
maximum global warming of 2°C typically rely on extensive use of bio-energy with
carbon capture and storage by 2100 to stay within the required carbon budget.183
Yet, the impacts of extensive use of biofuels on biodiversity are not appropriately
addressed in either of the Conventions. The CBD has indicated, under its work programme on agricultural biodiversity, that biofuel production and use should be sustainable in relation to biological diversity, but the topic has not played an important
role in recent discussions and concrete or unified guidelines are not provided. The
UNFCCC makes no mention of the issue in the documents assessed in this paper.
Thinking the other way around, trade-offs from biodiversity considerations for climate change mitigation have received even less attention. For instance, protected
areas – a key tool promoted by the CBD – by default limit the designation of areas
suitable for biofuel production and renewable energy generation. At the same time,
scientific evidence supports territorial overlaps of natural carbon stocks (including
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soil carbon) and biodiversity hotspots, which could strengthen the argument for
co-benefits provided by protected areas.184 In this context, stronger emphasis on carbon storage or sequestration capacity of specific ecosystems provides an opportunity
to strengthen synergies between the UNFCCC and CBD. So far, this perspective
has only been substantially applied to forests while other carbon-rich ecosystems,
like wetlands or marine and coastal ecosystems, have gained less attention.
Moreover, different timescales associated with measures that promise co-benefits,
such as ecosystem restoration or biodiversity offsetting, may be a source for (temporary) trade-offs. It takes time for restored ecosystems to grow and develop their potential carbon-sink function, especially when biodiversity-promoting aspects such as
natural regeneration or native species composition are prioritized.185 If applied, ‘no
net loss’ policies need to respect the mitigation hierarchy (avoid, minimize, restore,
offset), with a clear prioritization of the first step186 – also to minimize potential
trade-offs for emission reduction efforts.
An often cited gap in IEL concerns forests – that there is no international agreement
on forests.187 The Rio Conference adopted a set of ‘non-legally Binding Authoritative Statement’ of forest principles, which emphasizes that the utilization of forests
is subject to state sovereignty and therefore it has been argued that the principles
do not form an adequate basis for a global regime.188 Although forests are widely
referred to in the CBD and UNFCCC, action in this area is mostly voluntary and
nationally determined. While the two Conventions bring the global importance of
forests into perspective as their transboundary and global effects are acknowledged,
the UNFCCC emphasizes forests as a ‘tool’ in climate action, and the CBD focuses
on the biodiversity values and indicators. A comprehensive approach, combining
multiple ecological, social and economic values of forests, with legal implications,
is missing. Academic literature on the global governance of forests is similarly fragmented as the regimes themselves, but it points two major trends: ‘climatization’ –
the dominance of climate-related aspects in global policy discourses on forests – as
well as a continued rejection of a global forest regime due to domestic influences.189
The controversy of forests as a global commons versus subject to national sovereignty is also reflected in the failed UNEA-4 resolution on deforestation presented by
the EU and its Member States.
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In addition, concrete measures towards sustainable agriculture that addresses both
GHG emissions and biodiversity protection are mostly missing from the CBD and
UNFCCC. Along similar lines, soil degradation (due to agricultural activities, peatland drying and as a result of climate change) could be better addressed, with positive impacts towards the objectives of both Conventions. UNEA has addressed land
degradation and peatlands in Res. 4/16 (UNEA-4), making an explicit link to both
biodiversity and climate change. However, as already noted, the attempt to address
agricultural aspects in a specific resolution at UNEA-4 that targeted deforestation
and agricultural commodity supply chains failed due to a lack of consensus.
As scientific advances are made in identifying context-specific trade-offs and co-benefits between climate change mitigation/adaptation through land-based actions and
biodiversity-related goals, the challenge remains to account for them in international and national legal frameworks. The FAO has recently produced a strategy
on mainstreaming biodiversity across agricultural sectors, with specific goals and
activities to assist Member States and enhance capacities in mainstreaming biodiversity, particularly to seize the opportunities for creating synergies and in overcoming
trade-offs they may face in pursuing multiple SDGs.190 While some of the key gap
areas may be better addressed under other streams of international negotiations,
such as the Convention to Combat Desertification, existing synergies and trade-offs
call for integration across all pertinent international agreements. Streamlining of
future mainstreaming and reporting obligations, and joint capacity-building across
sectors and conventions represents an opportunity in this regard, particularly in the
context of the Agenda 2030.
It is also important that increased recognition of co-benefits of biodiversity conservation and climate change mitigation actions does not lead to lower emission
reductions in other sectors. Otherwise, conservation and restoration efforts risk becoming mere off-setting instruments, themselves undermined by the major indirect
drivers related to the economy, consumption and production, and urbanization.
Urbanization, infrastructure development and demographic drivers remain mostly
unaddressed in the CBD and UNFCCC. As the world is becoming rapidly urbanized and the footprints of cities are growing, not accounting for the biodiversity and
climate change impacts of those trends could undermine achieving both SDG 13
and 15.
Both Conventions lack concrete measures on how to address the underlying economic drivers at the global level, but also nationally, particularly regarding consumption. International trade is only referred to by the UNFCCC in the sense of avoiding
adverse effects of climate measures on it, but not as a driver. Concrete measures for
SCP could be promoted more both at the national and the international levels.
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Even though SDG 12, the closest to SCP, presented the highest number of tradeoffs with other SDGs in a previous analysis of SDG interactions, SDG 12 was also
found to be the most synergistic SDG for SDG 15 and one of the best for SDG 13
(aside from SDG 11 and SDG 1), highlighting the importance of SCP in achieving
SDGs 13 and 15.191 Within the SCP framework, economic diversification towards
lower resource intensity, circular economy, and production standards would support
both Conventions by reducing footprints of products and of gross domestic product
(GDP) per se.
UNEA has made significant advances in these discussions. While explicit references
to interactions between climate change and biodiversity loss are sporadic at best in
the UNEA resolutions, and they do not yet seem to represent many new openings
on better accounting for interactions in international cooperation, the strongest potential for addressing widely synergistic action concerns the UNEA focus on SCP.
UNEA has emphasized SCP as an essential tool to achieve sustainable development,
with potential for improving sustainability in various domains and supporting the
achievement of different SDGs beyond SDG 12. UNEA has also explicitly established the nexus between production and the efficient use and sustainable management of resources, acknowledging that resource management, climate, biodiversity,
water and land use are interlinked. In addition to urging governments to accelerate and support efforts in making production and consumption more sustainable,
UNEA has emphasized the essential role of other stakeholders in the implementation of SCP policies, including the business and financial sector.
Hence, following up on resolutions that have consolidated attention to SCP in the
international context of UNEA could present an opportunity to achieve widely synergistic benefits for sustainable development, including SDGs 13 and 15. Yet, other
important gaps in the IEL persist, notably in addressing deforestation, agricultural
drivers and specific fragile but carbon and biodiversity-rich ecosystems such as wetlands and coastal ecosystems (as well as marine ecosystems and SDG 14). International fora such as UNEA could play an important role in addressing those gaps and
helping to harness synergies by building the necessary discussion and international
consensus towards more legally binding instruments, with the ultimate aim of reducing IEL fragmentation. Improved coordination between UNEA and the CBD
and UNFCCC would be also beneficial for strengthening policy coherence and
enhancing SDG implementation at regional and national levels.
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Annex I
CBD, UNFCCC and UNEA documents included in the analysis
1. United Nations Convention on Biodiversity
Key overarching agreement:
• Convention on Biological Diversity (adopted in 1992; effective from 1993)
Key decisions before 2015:
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/IX/2 Agricultural biodiversity: biofuels and biodiversity (2008)
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/X/2 The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020
and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets (2010)
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/X/10 National reporting: review of experience and
proposals for the fifth national report (2010)
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/X/33 Biodiversity and climate change (2010)
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/X/37: Biofuels and biodiversity (2010)
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XI/19 Biodiversity and climate change related issues: advice on the application of relevant safeguards for biodiversity with
regard to policy approaches and positive incentives on issues relating to reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation in developing countries; and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and
enhancement of forest carbon stocks in developing countries (2012)
Key decisions COP13 (2016):
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/1 Progress in the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and towards the
achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/2 Progress towards the achievement of Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/3 Strategic actions to enhance the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the achievement
of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, including with respect to mainstreaming
and the integration of biodiversity within and across sectors
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/4 Biodiversity and climate change
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/5 Ecosystem restoration: short-term action
plan
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/7 Forest biodiversity: the role of international
organizations in supporting the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/11 Voluntary specific workplan on biodiversity in cold-water areas within the jurisdictional scope of the Convention
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• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/14 Climate-related geoengineering
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/23 Capacity-building, technical and scientific
cooperation, technology transfer and the clearing-house mechanism
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/24 Cooperation with other conventions and
international organizations
• UNEP/CBD/COP/DEC/XIII/31 Key scientific and technical needs related
to the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and
related research
Key decisions COP14 (2018):
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/1 Updated assessment of progress towards selected
Aichi Biodiversity Targets and options to accelerate progress
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/2 Scenarios for the 2050 Vision for Biodiversity
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/3 Mainstreaming of biodiversity in the energy and mining, infrastructure, manufacturing and processing sectors
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/5 Biodiversity and climate change
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/8 Protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/22 Resource mobilization
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/24 Capacity-building and technical and scientific cooperation
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/27 Process for aligning national reporting, assessment
and review
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/28 Tools to evaluate the effectiveness of policy instruments for the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 20112020
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/30 Cooperation with other conventions, international
organizations and initiatives
• CBD/COP/DEC/14/36 Second work programme of the Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services
Other:
• CBD/WG2020/2/3 Zero Draft of the post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework
• CBD/WG2020/2/L.1 Draft report [of the second meeting of the Open-ended Working Group on the post 2020 Global Biodiversity Framework; Rome,
24-29 February 2020]
2. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate change
Key overarching agreements:
• United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, FCCC/INFORMAL/84 (adopted in 1992; effective from 1994)
• Kyoto Protocol (adopted in 1997; effective from 2005)
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• Copenhagen Accord (agreed on in 2009), FCCC/CP/2009/11/Add.1, Decision 2/CP.15
• Paris Agreement (adopted in 2015; effective from 2016)
• Katowice Climate Conference Decisions (December 2018):
– FCCC/CP/2018/10/Add.1&2 Report of the Conference of the Parties on
its twenty-fourth session, held in Katowice from 2 to 15 December 2018
– FCCC/PA/CMA/2018/3/Add.1&2 Report of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement on the
third part of its first session, held in Katowice from 2 to 15 December
2018
– FCCC/KP/CMP/2018/8/Add.1 Report of the Conference of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol on its fourteenth session, held in Katowice from 2 to 15 December 2018
• Madrid Climate Conference Decisions (December 2019):
– FCCC/CP/2019/13/Add.1&2 Report of the Conference of the Parties
on its twenty-fifth session, held in Madrid from 2 to 15 December 2019
– FCCC/PA/CMA/2019/6/Add.1 Report of the Conference of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement on its second
session, held in Madrid from 2 to 15 December 2019
– FCCC/KP/CMP/2019/8/Add.1 Report of the Conference of the Parties
serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol on its fifteenth
session, held in Madrid from 2 to 15 December 2019
Key decisions addressing land-use, land-use change and forestry:
• FCCC/CP/2001/13/Add.1, Decision 11/CP.7 Land use, land-use change
and forestry
• FCCC/CP/2003/6/Add.1, Decision 13/CP.9 Good practice guidance for
land use, land-use change and forestry in preparation of national greenhouse
gas inventories
• FCCC/CP/2005/5/Add.2, Decision 14/CP.11 Tables of the common reporting format for land use, land-use change and forestry
• FCCC/CP/2007/6/Add.1, Decision 2/CP.13 Reducing emissions from deforestation in developing countries: approaches to stimulate action
• FCCC/CP/2009/11/Add.1, Decision 4/CP.15 Methodological guidance for
activities relating to reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and
enhancement of forest carbon stocks in developing countries
• FCCC/CP/2010/7/Add.1, Decision 1/CP.16 The Cancun Agreements: Outcome of the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Long-term Cooperative
Action under the Convention
• FCCC/CP/2011/9/Add.1, Decision 2/CP.17 Outcome of the work of the Ad
Hoc Working Group on Long-term Cooperative Action under the Convention
• FCCC/CP/2011/9/Add.2, Decision 12/CP.17 Guidance on systems for
providing information on how safeguards are addressed and respected and
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•
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modalities relating to forest reference emission levels and forest reference levels as referred to in decision 1/CP.16
FCCC/CP/2012/8/Add.1, Decision 1/CP.18 Agreed outcome pursuant to
the Bali Action Plan
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 9/CP.19 Work programme on results-based finance to progress the full implementation of the activities referred to in decision 1/CP.16, paragraph 70
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 10/CP.19 Coordination of support for
the implementation of activities in relation to mitigation actions in the forest
sector by developing countries, including institutional arrangements
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 11/CP.19 Modalities for national forest
monitoring systems
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 12/CP.19 The timing and the frequency of presentations of the summary of information on how all the safeguards
referred to in decision 1/CP.16, appendix I, are being addressed and respected
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 13/CP.19 Guidelines and procedures
for the technical assessment of submissions from Parties on proposed forest
reference emission levels and/or forest reference levels
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 14/CP.19 Modalities for measuring,
reporting and verifying
FCCC/CP/2013/10/Add.1, Decision 15/CP.19 Addressing the drivers of deforestation and forest degradation
FCCC/CP/2015/10/Add.3, Decision 16/CP.21 Alternative policy approaches, such as joint mitigation and adaptation approaches for the integral and
sustainable management of forests
FCCC/CP/2015/10/Add.3, Decision 17/CP.21 Further guidance on ensuring transparency, consistency, comprehensiveness and effectiveness when informing on how all the safeguards referred to in decision 1/CP.16, appendix
I, are being addressed and respected
FCCC/CP/2015/10/Add.3, Decision 18/CP.21 Methodological issues related to non-carbon benefits resulting from the implementation of the activities
referred to in decision 1/CP.16, paragraph 70
FCCC/CP/2017/11/Add.1, Decision 4/CP.23 Koronivia joint work on agriculture

3. United Nations Environmental Assembly
Ministerial declarations
• Ministerial outcome document of the first session of the United Nations
Environment Assembly of the United Nations Environment Programme,
UNEA-1, 27 June 2014
• ‘Towards a pollution-free planet’, Ministerial declaration of the United Nations Environment Assembly at its third session, UNEA-3, 4-6 December
2017
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• ‘Innovative solutions for environmental challenges and sustainable consumption and production’
• Ministerial declaration of the United Nations Environment Assembly at its
fourth session, UNEA-4, 11-15 March 2019
Resolutions
• ‘Ecosystem-based adaptation’, UNEA Res, 1/8, 23-27 June 2014
• ‘Supporting the Paris Agreement’, UNEA Res. 2/6, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Sustainable consumption and production’, UNEA Res. 2/8, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Sustainable management of natural capital for sustainable development and
poverty eradication’ UNEA Res. 2/13, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Sustainable coral reef management’, UNEA Res. 2/12, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Mainstreaming of biodiversity for well-being’, UNEA Res. 2/16, 23-27 May
2016
• ‘Enhancing the work of the United Nations Environment Programme in facilitating cooperation, collaboration and synergies among biodiversity-related
conventions’, UNEA Res. 2/17, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Relationship between the United Nations Environment Programme and the
multilateral environmental agreements for which it provides the secretariats’,
Res. 2/18, 23-27 May 2016
• ‘Pollution mitigation by mainstreaming biodiversity into key sectors’, UNEA
Res. 3/2, 4-6 December 2017
• ‘Environment and health’, UNEA Res. 3/4, 4-6 December 2017
• ‘Investing in innovative environmental solutions for accelerating the implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals’, UNEA Res. 3/5, 4-6 December 2017
• ‘Managing soil pollution to achieve sustainable development’, UNEA Res.
3/6, 4-6 December 2017
• ‘Innovative pathways to achieve sustainable consumption and production’,
UNEA Res. 4/1, 11-15 March 2019
• ‘Innovation on biodiversity and land degradation’, UNEA Res. 4/10, 11-15
March 2019
• ‘Sustainable management for global health of mangroves’, UNEA Res. 4/12,
11-15 March 2019
• ‘Sustainable coral reefs management’, UNEA Res. 4/13, 11-15 March 2019
• ‘Conservation and sustainable management of peatlands’, UNEA Res. 4/16,
11-15 March 2019
UNEP reports
• ‘Relationship between the United Nations Environment Programme and
multilateral environmental agreements’ UNEP/EA.1/INF/8, 30 May 2014
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CBD

UNFCCC

UNEA

Indirect drivers

Demographic and Economic and Governance and Fossil
socio-cultural
technological institutions
fuels

Land
use
change

Climate
change

Direct drivers

Low relevance - text mentioned in preamble or annex, without strong legal language
Medium relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with general wording
High relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with concrete measures; possibly hard legal language used*
Not addressed

UNEA-4

UNEA-3

UNEA-2

LULUCF COP decisions
(all years)
UNEA-1

Thematic COP decisions
(2008-2018, mostly >2015)
Framework Convention on
Climate Change
Kyoto Protocol & Copenhagen Accord
Paris Agreement & beyond

Convention on Biological
Diversity
Strategic Plan 2011-2020
(& COP decisions)
Zero draft of post 2020 GBF

Analysed documents

Summary of the CBD, UNFCCC and UNEA documents analysis

Annex II

Food security,
production
and consumption/ Agriculture

Other keywords
Environment/ Policy
Sustainable
Biodiversity/ coherence Consumption
Ecosystems/
and Production
Forests
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Demographic
and sociocultural

Indirect drivers
Direct drivers
Economic and Governance and Fossil
Land-/
Climate
technological
institutions
fuels
sea-use
change
change
Food security,
Production &
Consumption/
Agriculture

Other keywords
Environment/ Policy
Biodiversity/ coherence
Ecosystems/
Forests

Sustainable
Consumption
and Production

Notes on legend: * Hard legal language in the analyzed CBD COP decisions is scarce and Parties are only in a very few cases "urged" to take specific action. "Shall" is only used in the text of the
convention. High relevance has additionally been indicated when drivers or key words
(a) were dealt with in stand alone decisions on the topic or
(b) were namely included in targets under the Strategic Plan or Zero-Draft of the post-2020 GBF - even though their remains unclarity about the legal status of the post-2020 GBF.

Low relevance - text mentioned in preamble or annex, without strong legal language
Medium relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with general wording
High relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with concrete measures; possibly hard legal language used*
Not addressed

Convention on Biological
Diversity
Strategic Plan 2011-2020
Subsequent COP decisions on
the Strategic Plan 2011-2020
Zero draft of post 2020 GBF
COP decisions related to
climate change
COP decisions on protected
areas and ecosystem restoration
COP decision on forest biodiversity
COP decision on agricultural
biodiversity
COP decision on mainstreaming in industry
COP decisions on national
reporting
COP decisions on capacitybuilding and cooperation

Analysed documents

Analysis of CBD documents
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Brief description of results: The table clearly shows the fairly holistic approach of the CBD, but with a clear lack of strong
legal implications or concrete measures in key areas such as addressing demographic and socio-cultural as well as economic
and technological drivers or agriculture. Even though many cells appear green, hard legal language is used only in very few
cases. The mainstreaming approach promoted in numerous COP decisions as important tool for achieving the goals of the
convention has most impact potential with regard to economic drivers. Governance aspects are reflected on different levels
as well as horizontally and vertically (e.g. by calling for synergies with other multilateral environmental agreements and
other relevant conventions/international processes; integration of global goals and tragets in national policies, action plans
and strategies across sectors), but less often as drivers but rather as tools for (enhanced) implementation, as in the case
of policy coherence - again barely underpinned by hard legal language. The need to respect national circumstances and
sovereignity in policy-making clearly limits the level of concreteness and tangibility of governance provisions, especially
in terms of measures. With regard to climate change, provisions get most concrete with regard to adaptation. Mitigation
contributions have been considered less. SCP is touched upon in multiple decisions, but most of them lack concretization.
The keyword analysis has not focused on the exact wording only but included synonyms and content clearly displaying or
referring to the relevant concept, underlining the qualitative and analytical character of this research.
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Indirect drivers
Direct drivers
Demographic and Economic and Governance and Fossil Land-/ Climate
socio-cultural
technological institutions
fuels
sea-use change
change
Food security,
Production &
Consumption/
Agriculture

Other keywords
Environment/ Policy
Biodiversity/
coherence
Ecosystems/
Forests

Sustainable
Consumption
and Production

Notes on legend: Drivers and topics (keywords) were considered to be insufficiently addressed (low relevance) if the matter only appeared in the preamble. Stronger relevance was indicated in
the case of inclusion of the key drivers or topics in the operational part of the documents. Legal language such as ‘note’, ‘recognize’, ‘acknowledge’, as well as ‘invite’ or ‘encourage’ was considered
to represent soft law (medium relevance), while wording such as ‘shall’, ‘will’ or ‘request’ was marked as strong legal language (high relevance). The establishment of key international mechanisms
relevant to respective topics (e.g. Technology Mechanism) were included under 'high relevance'.					
									
Brief description of results: We found that UNFCCC tends to have a relatively good coverage of the topics assessed and to use strong legal language (i.e. 'shall', 'request') in most of the documents
analysed. However, while the above table appears mostly green, the extent to which the drivers/topics are addressed and the depth and breadth of concrete instruments and measures can still be
enhanced and strengthened. For instance, demographic and socio-cultural drivers tend to be mostly addressed through education and awareness raising measures, while issues related to lifestyle are
briefly and rarely mentioned and nothing is said of population dynamics and urbanization. Similarly, while there is strong support for technological development and transfer through the Technology Mechanism, measures related to economic diversification are only listed as an option that can provide climate co-benefits, but specific action is not directly requested. Fossil fuels are only
mentioned in view of the vulnerability of countries dependent on this resource. In the table, we assumed energy-related measures to directly address fossil fuels. In a similar fashion, we included
provision that refer to an integral approach in addressing the social, economic and environmental dimensions (horizontal coherence) as well as inclusion and coordination of multiple actors and
of policies at local, sub-national, national, regional and international level (vertical coherence) under the section on 'Policy coherence', as this specific terminology became more widely used in
international negotiations in recent years. While this cannot necessarily be assumed to have a tangible impact, strong legal language around reporting on measures and emissions with reference to
the drivers/topics were also seen as highly relevant. 'Sustainable consumption and production' is the area that appears to be least addressed in the UNFCCC documents. While there is very little
mention to this topic, sustainable consumption and production in particular are implied in tackling the various sectors (industry, energy, agriculture, etc.) under UNFCCC reporting. Specific
mentions to 'sustainable lifestyles' and diets, as a hint to 'sustainable consumption' is only made in the recent legal documents, such as the Paris Agreement and Katowice decisions.

Low relevance - text mentioned in preamble or annex, without strong legal language
Medium relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with general wording
High relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with concrete measures; possibly hard legal language used*
Not addressed

Framework Convention
Kyoto Protocol
Copenhagen Accord
Paris Agreement
Katowice COP/CMP/CMA
Madrid COP/CMP/CMA
LULUCF COP decisions

Analysed documents

Analysis of UNFCCC documents
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Demographic and sociocultural

Indirect drivers
Direct drivers
Other keywords
Economic Governance Fossil Land-/ Climate Food security, ProEnvironment/
Policy Sustainable
and techno- and institu- fuels sea-use change duction & Consump- Biodiversity/ Eco- coher- Consumption
logical
tions
change
tion/ Agriculture
systems/ Forests
ence
and Production

Notes on the legend: UNEA documents are not legally binding and therefore “hard legal language” is meant to be in UNEA documents the use of stronger wording in addressing Member States
and/or UNEP’s Executive Director such as "urge" and/or "request".

Low relevance - text mentioned in preamble or annex, without strong legal language
Medium relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with general wording
High relevance - text mentioned in the operational part with concrete measures; possibly hard legal language used*
Not addressed

UNEA-1 Ministerial Declaration
Resolution 1/8 - Ecosystem-based adaptation
Resolution 2/6 - Supporting the Paris
Agreement
Resolution 2/8 - SCP
Resolution 2/12 - Sustainable coral reef
Resolution 2/13 - Sustainable management
Resolution 2/16 -Mainstreaming of
biodiversity
Resolution 2/17 - Enhancing the work
of UNEP
UNEA-3 Ministerial outcome document
Resolution 3/2 - Pollution mitigation
Resolution 3/4 - Environment and health
Resolution 3/5 - Investing in innovative
solutions
Resolution 3/6 - Managing soil
pollution
UNEA-4 Ministerial Outcome Document
Resolution 4/1 - Innovative pathways
to SCP
Resolution 4/10 - Innovation on biodiversity
Resolution 4/12 - Sustainable management
Resolution 4/13 - Sustainable coral reefs
Resolution 4/16 - Conservation of
peatlands

Analysed documents (1)

Analysis of UNEA documents
Gaps and Opportunities for Synergies in International Environmental Law on Climate
and Biodiversity to Promote the Sustainable Development Goals

Salla Rantala, Gabriela Iacobuta, Stefania Minestrini and Julika Tribukait
Brief description of results: The table highlights how the direct and indirect drivers for climate change and biodiversity
loss have addressed in UNEA documents together with the reference to sustainable consumption and production (SCP).
The different colours reflect the different level of relevance that drivers have encountered in UNEA documents analysed.
The analysis shows that “land/sea use change” is largely addressed as direct driver, followed by climate change while fossil
fuels is not addressed at all in UNEA documents.
Not surprisingly and in consistency with UNEA role, the governance aspects are the most indirect driver addressed in
UNEA documents. Biodiversity and ecosystems are key words largely considered together with policy coherence. The SCP
policy is addressed in all UNEA sessions gaining more importance since UNEA-3.
Concerning the level of relevance, UNEA has addressed both direct and indirect drivers in a high/medium level being the
majority of resolutions “urging and requesting” concrete measures to tackle climate change and biodiversity loss.
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