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Biodiversity is for the people. Protect it 

The revisions in the biodiversity Act are anti-people and anti-science. To preserve 

biodiversity, the government must engage grassroots conservationists 
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The Biological Diversity (Amendment) Bill, 2021 

1. The government recently came out with a revised biodiversity act — the 

Biological Diversity (Amendment) Bill, 2021 — and called for public 

responses.  

2. The revised version perpetuates the current regime of implementation of the 

act and disempowerment of people.  

3. This goes against the spirit of the Constitution that declares people to be 

sovereign rulers of the country and against the provisions of the Convention 

on Biological Diversity and also the original Biological Diversity Act, 2002. 

It is, therefore, time for citizens to respond and press for people’s democratic 

rights. 

 

Continued Domination: 

1. Forest Department continues to dominate even after the Rio Earth Summit’s 

Convention on Biological Diversity broadened the perspective of nature 

conservation from just wildlife to all of biodiversity.  

2. A follow-up was the passage of the Biological Diversity Act, 2002, with its 

provision that every local body would constitute a biodiversity management 

committee (BMC) within its area to promote conservation, sustainable use and 
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documentation of biological diversity, including preservation of habitats and 

preparation of people’s biodiversity registers (PBR). 

3. However, the rules formulated in 2004 nullified the role of the BMCs in 

management and violated people’s intellectual property rights. Consequently, 

the BMCs were either never constituted or remained meaningless if 

constituted. 

4. Around 2016, a Public Interest Litigation was filed before the National Green 

Tribunal (NGT) for this to be remedied. The NGT then ordered that BMCs 

should be set up and prepared PBRs.  

5. FD responded by continuing to keep people aside and organised the 

preparation of PBRs largely by experts adept at providing bogus 

environmental impact assessments. These spurious registers have been put on 

record and accepted by NGT. 

The revised version of the Biodiversity Act continues to assign a dominant role 

to FD and retains the defective rules. 

 

The strategic positioning of climate negotiations 

It is now three months since the Conference of the Parties (COP26) ended in 

Glasgow. While its outcomes can be debated, it has brought the climate crisis 

back to the top of the global agenda after the hiatus of the Donald Trump era. 

New Agenda: C-2 (Climate-2) diplomatic duplicity 

1. Further, the negotiations now target large developing countries, unlike in the 

past when it was the developed world vs developing countries. This reflects 

the shifts in the global power play but shines a red light on countries such as 

India as the Chinese play both sides. 

2. Prime Minister Narendra Modi was in Glasgow and strongly underscored 

India’s commitment to climate action through a huge ramping up of 

renewables and becoming net-zero (greenhouse gas emissions) by 2070.  

3. His statesmanship was widely applauded, but as the COP26 came to its 

concluding moments, India was blamed for pushing “phase down” rather than 

accepting a “phase out” of coal power in the Glasgow Pact.  
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4. This happened even though “phase down” is the exact expression of coal 

power action by China in the United States-China statement issued at Glasgow 

just days before COP26 ended.  

5. Not many are aware, but the US consumes at least double the coal energy per 

capita compared to India, and China, at least five times. 

6. Such C-2 (Climate-2) diplomatic duplicity was also seen a few weeks later 

when the climate crisis was sought to be brought on the agenda of the United 

Nations Security Council.  

7. While Russia and India voted against the resolution, the Chinese abstained and 

by non-use of their veto, in effect, gave it a go-ahead.  

 

Focusing on Coal pass to Oil: 

1. Curtailing the use of coal was a major focus at COP26 and this was largely 

initiated. Net-zero by 2050 by all countries was another major push.  

2. Most countries, at least in principle, declared net-zero goals, albeit with 

differing timelines. This stratagem undercut the real imperative of a global 

net-zero goal by 2050, which science was demanding.  
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3. Following the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities would 

have required the developed world to reach net-zero long before 2050. As 

things stand, they have got a pass. 

4. More than a decade ago, in 2009 in Copenhagen, the developed world pledged 

$100 billion a year for climate action in developing countries. Fulfilling this 

pledge was supposed to be a major bait from the developed world to push 

developing countries to commit to mitigation.  

5. However, not unexpectedly, nothing happened at Glasgow and future action 

on climate finance remains unclear. 

6. Additionally, methane emissions are sought to be brought into the climate 

crisis focus. And, oil-producing UAE may countenance coal cut down in 

barter to keep the hydrocarbons pipeline open. 

Upcoming diplomatic pressures: 

1. For India, the pressures will be further multiplied by the fact that in 2023 it 

will host the G20 Summit, which would be expected to provide a template for 

global climate action.  

2. The push may also include contributing to the global climate finance pool, 

baited by China which will happily play this game and, in any case, at its 

economic level, must contribute hugely.  

3. The Paris Agreement (2016) specifically states “other parties are encouraged 

to provide or continue to provide such support voluntarily”. 

Need better Climate Diplomacy to safegaurd interests: 

1. Glasgow was the first time that the external affairs minister was present at a 

COP meeting. While the minister of environment rightly leads the Indian 

delegation at COPs, India’s engagement in the global climate talks at this stage 

also requires a strategic and holistic economy-wide handling.  

2. Several years ago, a high-level Prime Minister’s Council on Climate Change 

was constituted.  

3. It now needs major energising for huge domestic action, no matter whether 

we include the Glasgow declarations in our international commitments or, 

using the policy space available, treat them purely as internal targets, and 

guidance on global negotiations. 
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4. To buttress action at the global level, it appears useful to keep Brazil, South 

Africa, India and China (BASIC) in play but also develop coalitions with non-

G7 countries in the G20 and other large developing countries. 

5. Further, the pace of global climate talks requires focused attention which 

could, perhaps, be addressed by appointing a special envoy for this. This 

would, of course, have to be someone well-tuned to the nuances of global 

governance.  

6. This is the template followed by many of the major stakeholders; indeed, it 

won’t be out of place to suggest that the US-China deal happened because of 

the decades of climate negotiations’ experience of both Kerry (US) and Xie 

Zhenhua (China).  

7. The Egyptians have understood these strategic imperatives. The president of 

COP27 will be their foreign minister. 

 

The developed world and its climate goals 

1. India’s energy needs are expected to double in 20 years and denying people 

this energy would be the equivalent of denying life to millions, Prime Minister 

(PM) Narendra Modi said at the World Sustainable Development Summit. He 

reminded developed nations to fulfil commitments on finance and technology 

transfer.  

2. India has been consistently raising the issue of climate finance. At the 

Conference of the Parties (COP26) in Glasgow in November 2021, PM Modi 

announced that India’s non-fossil energy capacity will reach 500GW by 2030, 

meeting 50% of the country’s energy requirements, among other targets.  

3. There, too, he said that India expects climate finance worth $1 trillion at the 

earliest. In January, India at the United Nations (UN) called out the lack of 

“predictable financing” to developing countries, and reminded that the 

developed world pledged to give $100 billion per year by 2020, but failed to 

do so.  

4. Beyond targets, climate finance has been plagued with problems of non-

transparency, dubious categorisations of diverse funding, and a greater 
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proportion of loans versus grants, which can put a developing nation in a 

climate debt trap.  

5. The UN  Environment Programme expects only the annual adaptation costs in 

developing countries to reach $140 to 300 billion per year by 2030, and $280-

500 billion by 2050.  

6. As extreme weather events rise, impacting the world’s poorest, the developed 

world must step up and meet its commitments. It’s a climate emergency and 

there is no time to lose. 
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The World Sustainable Development Summit (WSDS) 

1. The World Sustainable Development Summit (WSDS) is the annual flagship 

Track II initiative of The Energy and Resources Institute (TERI). Instituted in 

2001, the Summit series has marked 20 years in its journey of making 

‘sustainable development’ a globally shared goal.  

2. Over the years, the Summit platform has brought together thought leaders, 

heads of state and government, scholars, corporates, youth groups, and civil 

society representatives from across the world.  

3. The Summit series has established itself as a responsible and an effective 

platform for mobilizing opinion-makers to identify and advance pioneering 

actions to address some of the most relevant issues concerning sustainable 

development. 


