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to enhance progress to each target are highlighted. This 
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The UHRPR mechanism has a compulsory requirement 
for all member states to be reviewed every four years,18 
and is designed to create an interactive dialogue around 
implementation. The review Working Group consists of 
a ‘troika’ of three states who actively engage with the 
human rights situation of the state under review, using 
information from independent human rights experts, 
treaty bodies, and other stakeholders, thus promoting 
inclusivity and equity in the process. The outcome of the 
review is approved by the Working Group and submitted 
to the Human Rights Council for adoption. States under 
review should provide information on the actions taken to 
implement the recommendations in the previous review. 

The peer review process can align with a ‘review and 
ratchet mechanism’. In the wake of the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC)  
COP 27, drafts persons of the Paris agreement have 
called for COP 15 to reach an ambitious ‘sister deal’ 
for nature. This would mean countries agreeing to 
adopt national targets in line with biodiversity goals and 
targets in their biodiversity policy instruments (NBSAPs). 
The review mechanism would then communicate 
national progress transparently and state parties would 
periodically ratchet up their ambitions on actions for 
biodiversity (following the review process). It is recognised 
that challenges are presented for biodiversity, and 
measuring progress is more complex than for greenhouse 
gases, yet a constant process of development of national 
biodiversity targets, review of progress towards them, 
peer review and ratcheting up ambition would facilitate 
progress towards global biodiversity goals.

T I M E  I S  C R I T I C A L

So far, the Post-2020 plans for strengthened 
implementation lack ambition and will take time to put in 
place. This is worrying, given that time is of the essence 
and adoption of the Post-2020 GBF has been delayed by 
two years already. It is suggested that plans for concrete 
procedures for a global stock take for biodiversity will 
take until COP 16 (2023) or COP 17 (2024). As will the 
‘request’ that member parties adopt national targets. 
To date, Parties are only encouraged to use headline 
indicators, peer review remains voluntary, and non-state 
actors are only encouraged to align commitments with 
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of review and feedback around INNS in Great Britain have 
helped to develop shared understandings around policy 
obligations to improve implementation and facilitate a 
mutual learning process between multiple stakeholders. 
Best practice at national to local levels can feed into 
and in�uence international governance.10 For example, 
the GB INNS secretariat informs CBD UK negotiations 
on best practices for Invasive Alien Species (informed by 
stakeholder forums, local action groups and industry) and 
supports relevant government agencies when requested, 
and is therefore an important actor spanning local, to 
international governance processes. 

Developing multi-level systems of accountability can begin 
immediately, thereby facilitating implementation and 
furthering progress towards global biodiversity targets.
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