
 
 
 

On the eve of the UN’s 11th Conference of Parties of the Convention on 
Biodiversity (CBD) to be hosted by the Indian Government in Hyderabad, 
Greenpeace, is calling on the Indian government to demonstrate leadership to 
the International delegates attending the conference by defending the rich 
biodiversity that lies within its own borders. At CBD COP 11, countries are 
mandated to ensure that the process to enact the Aichi targets adopted is 
ambitiously taken forward.  
 
Specifically, Greenpeace is demanding that the Indian government must  
 
On Land 
 

 Immediately declare a moratorium on all further forest and 
environmental clearances for coal mining and coal-fired power plants as 
it will lead to the destruction of millions of hectares of forest and further 
endanger the habitat of the Indian tiger. 
 

 Protect the tribal and indigenous communities that are being forcibly 
removed from forest areas to make way for coal mines 
 

 Revoke mining clearances already granted in known biodiversity 
hotspots. 
 

 Open to public consultation, the process to declare forest areas off limits 
to coal mining based on their biodiversity value, hydrological 
importance, forest density and livelihood dependence for local 
communities. 

 
In the Oceans 
 
Adopt an Ecosystem approach to the management of the seas by 

 

  Stopping overcapacity and over exploitation including illegal fishing 
practices  
 



 Preventing destructive fishing practices like bottom trawling and 
regulating old trawlers and capping the number of licensed vessels. 

 

 Strengthening legal protection of the oceans and the rights of traditional 
fisher communities 

 

 Creating Marine Reserves in consultation with local fishing communities 
 

By agreeing to take action, Greenpeace believes that the Indian Government 
will set an example to the international community, making it a worthy host of 
the CBD. 
 
Briefing 
 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), with its 193 parties or delegates 
is the globe’s most important conference on protecting the planet’s 
diminishing biodiversity – It is the conference that covers life on earth and the 
use of the planet’s natural habitats.   
Greenpeace believes that international cooperation and prioritisation on 
protection of biodiversity is critical against the current backdrop of ancient 
forests being wiped out, oceans being plundered to the point of no return, 
agricultural biodiversity in meltdown from modern industrial farming, and the 
impacts of climate change causing irreversible damage to our planet and 
threatening food security for millions of people.  
 
The CBD will enable representatives of governments from all around the world 
to assess the progress that has been made on implementing the important 
agreements made at the  2010 CBD in Japan including the Nagoya Protocol on 
access and benefit sharing of genetic resources1 as well as the 10 Year Strategic 
Plan to save life on Earth. It will also have the opportunity to look and take 
action on “resource mobilisation” – the resources (financial, human and 
technical) that are needed by countries to ensure they can effectively protect 
biodiversity will also be one of the hot topics at the meeting.  
 
The success of the earlier CBD in Japan has set a high bench mark: world 
leaders agreed to take the first steps towards collective protection of global 
biodiversity. The challenge for this CBD will be for those same world leaders to 

                                            
1 This protocol was a landmark agreement made in 2010 at the previous COP that set the rules on access 
to genetic resources, the sharing of the benefits arising from their use, as key contribution to preventing 
bio-piracy and misuse. 



build on the last conference in order to continue positive outcomes on 
biodiversity in 2012.  
 
Greenpeace believes that it is important that India as hosts of the CBD makes 
the most of this opportunity to ensure that the Parties to the Convention 
continue these positive developments by ensuring commitments are made to 
finance biodiversity protection, and that a rigorous review of implementation 
of key CBD decisions is further promoted. It is vital that the CBD ensure that 
countries are not lagging behind in meeting their international commitments. 
However, the Indian government cannot exert the level of influence that is 
demanded by a host nation to such a prestigious conference if it is unable to 
get its own biodiversity house in order. To do that, the Indian government must 
stop its own environmental wrecking that is having disastrous impacts on 
biodiversity. 
 
India still harbours 7-8% of the world's biodiversity.  
 
However, since 20022 over 400000 hectares of pristine Indian forests in India 
have been lost to industrialisation, with the bulk of this – 38% to mining and 
power projects.  
 
How serious is India about its CBD obligations? Forest destruction and 
vanishing tigers 
 
The 10 year Plan that CBD parties agreed to in 2010, including India, has 20 
targets that focus countries’ activities on saving life on earth. The plan requires 
governments to prioritise biodiversity issues into national planning, ensuring 
that biodiversity is seen as one of the key concerns for society, in particular in 
tackling poverty, and ensuring a healthy future for generations to come. 
 
India is proud of its natural heritage and massive biodiversity. It is home to an 
amazing array of habitats and species. Tigers are a very important national 
symbol. In fact, the tiger is used as part of the logo for the conference. 
However, despite tiger protection being showcased as a success by the Indian 
government, a very different reality exists on the ground. 
 
India currently has only about 1,700 wild tigers left. The largest continuous 
tiger habitat in India is in the central Indian Landscape. Habitat loss and 
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fragmentation due to industrial expansion and ongoing poaching have 
combined to hamper any recovery in tiger numbers. Other iconic species such 
as the Asian elephant and the leopard are also facing loss of their habitat 
through to the encroachment of industrialisation into forest areas.  
 
In Central India, the expansion of coal mining and its related infrastructure into 
forest areas has been identified as possibly the biggest threat to the tiger. 
Mining also displaces and impoverishes local communities dependent on the 
forest for their livelihood, making a mockery of the landmark Indian legislation 
to protect the rights of forest communities that was promulgated in 2006. 
 
The key question for the Indian government is how can it be seen to achieving 
the international agreed biodiversity targets — targets they signed up to — 
when it is giving the green light to industrial activities that are disastrous to 
local communities, natural habitat and important species, and to climate 
change. In 2010 at Nagoya, the Indian government signed up to the following 
protocol:  
 
By 2020, the rate of loss of all natural habitats, including forests, is at least 
halved and where feasible brought close to zero, and degradation and 
fragmentation are significantly reduced  
 
Yet the government’s present policies of deforestation are incompatible with 
the policy it signed up to. 
 
Greenpeace is urging the Indian government to immediately declare a 
moratorium on all further forest and environmental clearances for coal mining 
and coal-fired power plants. Mining approvals that have been granted in 
biodiversity hotspots must be re-examined.  
 
The Ministry of Environment and Forests is already developing a set of criteria 
by which forest areas are to be kept off limits for mining. This process needs to 
be made transparent and opened for public consultation. If the criteria do not 
already do so, then such criteria must take into account, inter alia, a range of 
factors such as the biodiversity value and hydrological importance of an area, 
the density of the forest and its importance for the livelihoods of local 
communities. 
 
India and Oceans: Protect nationally and promote internationally  

In 2010, the world’s governments extended the international deadline to 



protect 10% of oceans and seas from 2012 to 2020. This was an undoubted 
failure that only increases the likelihood of even more significant depletion of 
fish stocks. Unless this is addressed, fish species we take for granted today will 
be lost for future generations. 

Protection of the world’s oceans and the species that live within them still lags 
behind international accords on the protection of land and its biodiversity. 
Under 1% of the world’s oceans is currently protected, yet they make up 70% of 
the planet’s surface.  

India currently has less than 2% of its marine areas protected. Outside of these 
areas, unsustainable and destructive fishing practices are threatening India’s 
rich marine bounty, and the many people who depend directly on it for its 
livelihoods. 

By taking urgently needed protection measures in its own waters rich in 
biodiversity, the Indian government can take an international lead on marine 
protection. There are many biodiversity hot spots and marine areas in India’s 
national waters that are rich in species such as turtles or marine mammals that 
should be protected. 

Greenpeace urges the Indian government to take a number of key steps to 
protect its waters. This includes tackling the overcapacity of the Indian fishing 
fleet. There are simply too many big boats chasing ever-decreasing fish stocks. 
Highly destructive fishing techniques- such as bottom-trawling- which drag very 
heavy nets on the seabed, destroying anything in its wake, must be eliminated. 
Regulations must be put into place that take into account the whole of the 
marine environment in question, rather than taking a narrow view of impacts 
purely on the fish stocks in question. A wholesale change is needed on how 
fisheries are currently managed. Lastly, the lack of closed areas where fishing or 
other industrial activities are prohibited means that there is no “refuge” for fish 
stocks to recover.  

Increasing the number of closed areas — marine reserves — will allow fish 
stocks to recover, and for the benefits to spill-over into adjacent areas. That 
means more fish, which will also greatly benefit the fishing industry and local 
communities dependent on it. Regulations and measures, however, must 
recognise the basic fishing rights of traditional communities, as well as the 
distinction between low-impact subsistence fisheries and high-impact 
industrial fisheries.  



It’s important to recognise that all the world’s oceans are connected. For that 
reason, it is fundamental that India not concentrate solely on its own backyard, 
but that India takes a more active role internationally advocating ocean 
protection. For example, the high seas that cover almost three quarters of the 
world’s oceans, not only lack protection, but also the rules and regulations to 
ensure their protection.  

Taking advantage of the current lack of rules, a handful of rich governments 
possessing the technology and the financial resources are exploiting the 
precious resources of the high seas to the expense of the rest of the the World 
and without sharing any of the benefits. Greenpeace urges the government of 
India to take the lead in stopping this “Wild West” regime and bringing equity 
back into the game in order to make sure that high seas resources are 
protected and sustaibably used for the benefit of all. 

In June of this year, the Rio+20 Conference failed to grasp the opportunity to 
fast-track a process that would fill the void of effective rules and regulations to 
protect high-seas biodiversity.  An ocean rescue plan in the form of a new UN 
agreement under the UN Convention on Law of the Sea will be essential in 
ensuring that important marine areas on the high seas could be effectively 
protected. In Rio it was agreed to delay the critical decision on whether such an 
agreement is necessary until 2014 at the latest. If India is serious about 
biodiversity protection, then it must become an active champion to support 
the launch of such an agreement at the UN General Assembly. 
 
At the CBD COP11, the Indian government should take a leadership role in 
promoting strong outcomes on oceans. India as a strong global economy could 
help generate the necessary global momentum to protect the world’s oceans 
and the millions that depend on them for their food, health and livelihoods. 
 
Conclusion 
 
The failures of governments to protect biodiversity is not exclusive to the 
Indian government. However, as the host of this important international 
conference, it is essential that India leads by example. The Indian government 
needs to clean up its act at home and to take a more active role internationally 
on biodiversity.  
 
The slogan of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties is: 
‘Prakruti Rakshati Rakshita’ (”Nature protects if She is protected”). However, 
Indian nature can’t be protected when she remains so unprotected by her 



government. How can nature protect if she is constantly threatened and 
destroyed by short-term economic concerns? 
 
The Indian Government should stop the destruction of forests and tiger habitat 
for coal exploitation to show that its credibility as host of CBD COP 11. The 
government should also take action to protect marine areas within its waters, 
as well as taking a more active role in supporting the protection of 
international waters. Oceans are critical for livelihoods and food security. 
Ensuring marine resources are managed in a sustainable way, including through 
setting areas of oceans aside as marine reserves, would be a key contribution 
to achieving the goals of the CBD 10 year Strategic Plan. The legacy of this 
conference should be one of renewed commitment to increasing protection of 
biodiversity on land and sea. The legacy for the Indian government if it fails to 
change its ways will be a conference of empty promises.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 


