PROCEEDINGS OF THE 1% MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY
MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD ON 07.06.2021 AT 11.00 AM.

l.

The First meeting of the State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee was held on
07.06.2021 at 11.00 AM under the chairmanship of Dr. G.V.Reddy, IFS
(Retd.), Chairman, State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee on visual mode.

The following Members attended the meeting of SLPBRQMC:-

Dr. G.V.Reddy, IFS (Retd.), Chairman

Dr. Ram Chand, ADG (KVK), ICAR (Retd.) Member

Dr. Samunder Singh, Professor (Retd.) Member

Dr. Sharda R. Gupta, Ex. Professor, Member

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Scientific Officer, HSBB (Special invitee)
6. Smt. Ruchi Kaushal, Scientific Officer, HSBB (MS)

AR

2. The Chairman welcomed the Members and Sh. Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman,

HSBB (Special Invitee) to the First Meeting of the State Level PBR Quality
Monitoring Committee. The Chairman and other members of the Committee briefly

e

introduced themselves. y
Smt. Ruchi Kaushal, who was nominated as Member Secretary for SLPBRQMC gave
a brief presentation apprising the Committee about the Biological Diversity Act,
2002, provision of BMC, status of PBR preparation in Haryana State. HSBB had
engaged 7 Technical Supports Groups (TSGs) in 2019, to create awareness in the
comniunity, prepare the People’s Biodiversity Registers (PBRs), impart trainings to
the Biodiversity Management Committees (BMCs). As per the Hon’ble NGT orders
these PBRs were to be prepared by 31.12.2020 but due to COVID-19 pandemic
situation all over the country, the Hon’ble NGT extended the deadline for preparation
of PBRs by 30.6.2021. In compliance of the Hon’ble NGT orders, TSGs have
prepared and submitted first draft of PBRs, based on secondary data, which was duly
reported to Hon’ble NGT. The Chairman, HSBB informed the Committee that all the
information related to PBRs/ BMCs and other related issues is also available on the

website of the Board: sbb.haryanaforest.gov.in

Out of 6437 units in the state, HSBB has constituted 6435 BMCs. Two BMCs namely
Lakhan Majra and Charkhi-Dadri could not be formed due to court case and other
reasons. It was further updated that the TSGs are now in the process of field
verification and preparation the Second Draft of 6435 PBRs with the help of BMCs,
based on primary data. These PBRs will be ratified by the BMCs which will inturn
be validated by District Level Expert Committees (DLECs).




5. The Chairman, HSBB informed the monitoring committee  about the three tier
procedure prescribed by NBA to verify/ validate the PBRs. First by the BMCs, then
by District Level Expert Committees (DLECs) and then by State Level PBR Quality
Monitoring Committee. The BMCs and DLECs will verify/ validate the First, Second

Drafts of PBRs and after validation from these Committees, the PBRs will be

presented before the State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee for feedback on

the same. After incorporating the recommendations by the TSGs, these PBRs will

again be presented to State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee for final

validation.

6. After thorough discussions the following decisions were taken:-

%

The PBR Quality monitoring committee will verify 10% of the targeted PBRs.
The PBRs will be selected on a random basis. The process of verification and
validation will be completed by the end of Calender year 2021
The District level committees will complete validation of PBRs by 15-7-2021
and make them available to the PBRQMC for quality checking.
The PBRQMC will focus on the quality of the PBRs and process followed in
preparing the PBRs, especially -whether the tasks assigned have been
completed or not which include awareness generation, peoples participation
and local capacity building.

- The PBRQMC will document best practices which will be used to share with
other BMC:s in the state

. The PBRQMC will prepare a work schedule to complete the task of PBRs

verification, Chairman PBRQMC has agreed to prepare a tentative schedule
and share it with other members
The PBRQMC members will visit the field to ascertain that all the process
envisaged in the guidelines have been followed by the TSGs.
The HSBB will work on providing the logistics to the PBRQMC members on
field visit.
The Biodiversity board will provide contact details of all BMCs, District level
coordinators, committees incharges and TSGs.
HSBB will organise a meeting with TSGs, District level coordinators with
PBRQMC to understand the processes followed in preparing the PBRs.

The meeting was concluded with vote of thanks.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 2" MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY
MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD ON 29.06.2021 AT 11.00 AM.

The 2™ Meeting of the State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee was
held on 29.06.2021 at 11.00 AM under the chairmanship of Dr. G.V. Reddy, IFS
(Retd.), Chairman, State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee on visual mode.

The list of the officers who attended the meeting is annexed.

The Chairman welcomed Sh. Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman, HSBB
(Special Invitee), Members of State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee, TSGs, District
Coordinators, HSBB. All the participants introduced themselves briefly.

The Technical Support Groups (TSGs) gave their brief Presentations before the
Committee on the pr’ogress made so far and methodology adopted for preparation of PBRs.
The PPTs of the groups enclosed as annexure to the minutes of the meeting.

e The Committee observed that the Presentations given by some TSGs were satisfactory
but the Presentations of other TSGs were not up to the mark especially details of their
content, data collection, field visits etc.

e Dr. S.S. Grewal, Director, SPACE, who had not given his presentation during the
meeting agreed to send a Presentation to HSBB. Subsequently, PPT was submitted to
Board and the same has been included in the minutes of the meeting. The Committee
raised some questions about the data collection and methodology adopted and time
spent in collecting the data by the teams.

e Preparation of 2" Draft PBRs and validation by the BMCs and District Level Expert
Committees is in progress.

e The TSGs have informed that they have collected secondary data by holding meetings/
discussions/ consultations with the officers of the line departments. The primary data
was collected from BMCs, Villagers, Vaids, Haqims by spending time in the villages.
Special meetings with DFOs, DDPOs, BDPOs and officers of other line departments
were conducted to collect the data.

e Special awareness cum training camps were held for BMCs to enable them to handle
their Bank Accounts, Cash Book, Access & Benefit Sharing (ABS), writing of
proceedings of BMCs meetings, conserve bio-resources of areas of their jurisdiction
etc. The SLPBRQMC observed that the quality and impact of the awareness cum
trainings will be ascertained only after field visit.

e Process Initiated by HSBB: The Chairman, HSBB informed that training to the TSGs/

District Coordinators regarding different components of PBR preparation have been
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imparted. Review Meetings are held with TSGs to review the progress. Monthly

Reports are also sought from all the TSGs and feedback/ observations are conveyed

regularly to intimate about the shortcomings in PBRs so as to improve their quality.

The sample PBRs of all the TSGs have been reviewed at headquarter level regularly.

After thorough discussions, following decisions were taken:

1. PBRs are important legal documents, so their quality/ standard should be quite high.

2. All the TSGs will prepare PBRs on the basis of primary data collected from the
BMCs, villagers and other stakeholders.

3. The Committee will visit the field and assess the performance of TSGs at ground
level and hold discussions with some BMCs and District Coordinators, HSBB.

4. The Committee will examine 10% of PBRs as Random Sample basis and the
feedback will be conveyed to the TSGs.

5. The BMCs for field visit will be selected on random sampling basis. The
methodology details will also be prepared and finalised in consultation with
Committee members and Chairman, HSBB.

6. The Committee will prepare a Format (Google forms) to be filled up by the TSGs.
The Chairman thanked theé Chairman, HSBB, Members of the Committee, TSGs

and all other participants for attending the meeting.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the chair.



LIST OF OFFICERS ATTENDING THE 2"° MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR
QUALITY MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD ON 29.06.2021 AT 11.00 AM.

Dr. G.V. Reddy, IFS (Retd.), Chairman
Sh. Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman, HSBB
Dr. Ram Chand, ADG (KVK), ICAR (Retd.) Member
Dr. Samunder Singh, Professor (Retd.) Member
Dr. Sharda R. Gupta, Ex. Professor, Member
_ Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Scientific Officer, HSBB (Special invitee)
Smt. Ruchi Kaushal, Scientific Officer, HSBB
Sh. Chetan Sharma, CEO & Director, Datamation (TSG)
Sh. Dhananjay Kumar, MD, NH Consulting (TSG)
. Sh, Abhishek Rajdeep and Ms Charu, Everain Global (TSG)
. Ms. Bhumika, Chavi Charitable Society (TSG)
. Ms. Sanyal, Maaty (TSG)
. Dr. S.S.Grewal, SPACE (TSG)
. Sh. Chetan HC & Sh. Somashekhar B.S. TDU (TSG)
. All District Coordinators , HSBB
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 3™ MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY MONITORING
COMMITTEE HELD ON 17.08.2021 AT 11.00 AM.

The 3™ Meeting of the State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee was held
through VC on 17.08.2021 at 11.00 AM under the chairmanship of Dr. G.V. Reddy, IFS
(Retd.), Chairman, State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee on visual mode.

The list of the officers who attended the meeting is annexed.

The Chairman welcomed Sh.Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman, HSBB, Members of
State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee and introduced Sh. Prakash Mehta who has joined as
Scientific Officer, HSBB and he has been appointed as Nodal Officer of the SLPBRQMC.

The Chairman explained the Monitoring Framework Proforma for evaluating quality of
PBRs as provided by National Biodiversity Authority (NBA). The Committee Members raised some
questions about the Evaluation Criteria given in the Monitoring Framework for evaluating quality of
PBRs, while the Chairman provided them satisfactory solution. (Copy of the NBA framework for PBR
Quality monitoring included for reference).

The Committee Members then discussed the tentative field plan and concluded that the
plan will be flexible and changeable according to the field situation. The Committee also decided to
organize a Feedback Meeting on 28.08.2021 at HSBB office for overall evaluation of the tour and
finding the scope of improvement in the methodology and planning for further PBR quality evaluation
work.

The Chairman thanked the Members of the Committee for attending the meeting.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the chair.

Endst. No. HSBB/ \0&8W-&% dated '0& -84 - 292\
A copy is forwarded to the following for information and necessary action.

Chairman/ Members, SLPBRQMC
Chairman, HSBB, Panchkula
All TSGs, HSBB \C-

All District Coordinators, HSBB, Panchkula. /’{L‘*Q‘ -
N\Q' e ! o) \\)

9
Scientific Officer
& Nodal Officer, SLPBRQMC
0O/o Chairman, HSBB, Panchkula
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LIST OF OFFICERS ATTENDING THE 3*° MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY
MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD THROUGH VC ON 1 7.08.2021 AT 11.00 AM
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Dr. G. V. Reddy, IFS (Retd.), Chairman

." Sh: Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman, HSBB

Dr. Ram Chand, ADG (KVK), ICAR (Retd.) Member

Dr. Samunder Singh, Professor (Retd.) Member

Dr. Sharda R. Gupta, Ex. Professor, Member

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Scientific Officer, HSBB (Special invitee)

Sh. Prakash Mehta, Scientific Officer, HSBB —cum- Nodal Officer, SLPBRQMC



National Biodiversity Authority

Monitoring Framework for Evaluating Quality of People’s Biodiversity Registers (PBRS)

Part A
e Name of BMC: Local body (Urban/Rural)
Taluk/Block/Mandal
District State

e Chair of the BMC (ex-officio, if any)

e Secretary of the BMC (ex-officio, if any)
e Date of BMC constitution (Date/ Ref of resolution)

e Date/ month/ year of PBR Preparation

e Date/ month/ year of PBR Validation

e Agency (ies) involved in preparation of PBR: (TSG, institutions/volunteers etc.)
e Effort of digitization of the PBRs by the SBB? Scan or database formats.

e TK Register, if any prepared and maintained by BMC

e Expenditure incurred in preparation of PBR and source of funds

e Use of PBR if any made by the BMC/ SBB

e Names of members of PBR Quality Monitoring Team

e Date(s) of the evaluation exercise

e Names of the officials/ persons/line departments consulted

e Observations / Recommendations by the Monitoring Team (not more than 15-20
lines)
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The contents of the PBR includes species of wild flora including herbs/shrubs

and trees; species of wild fauna; species/varieties of cultivated crops

including horticultural and vegetable crops; species/breeds of domesticated

livestock/poultry;
TKs.

species of fishes, species of microbes and

Part B

The PBR Quality Evaluation Framework consists of 3 elements viz. Context, Process and
Structure. These three elements carry equal weightage as all these elements play an
equally significant role in assessing the quality of PBR. The elements are to be assessed
using the “Indicators” which are 3, 4 and 5 each in respect of the 3 elements i. e. context,

process and structure

Criterion 1: Context

Indicator Explanation Source of information Score 1-10
for assessment (Highly Inadequate to
Completely
Adequate)
BMC and local body | SBB/TSG  might have

members are aware
of the provisions
and procedures
related to PBR
preparation

conducted interactions on
use and importance of
PBRs. Records of
meetings and responses of
BMC members in this
regard can give an idea.

BMC has received
training /
sensitisation
modules of SBB

Such actions of SBB would
sensitise the BMC.
Participation of BMC
members in the exercise
would provide a better
linkage to the process and
better understanding of
PBR.

BMC and local body
have formally
discussed the
process of PBR in
their area

Validation of the PBR after
presentation and
discussion would provide
better understanding of the
PBR and its use.

Score (Out of 30)

Criterion 2: Process

Involvement of | Profile of TSG and
experts in data | involvement of experts in
collection — | the subsequent
Technical support | interactions would impact
Group  and its | the quality of PBR.
involvement
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BMC members /
SBB oversaw the
progress of data
collection / collation/
analysis

Extent of involvement of
the BMC members would
be an important input for
quality of PBR

Consultation/
participation
process followed
with  stakeholders
(Meetings/
PRAs/Workshops/
Fairs / Festivals)

consultations with stake
holders/ people coming to
events like weekly market
day to sell their agro
products or wild gathered
products will be very
useful. This is the step 4 of
the process in guidelines.
Gender will also be a

parameter in this.
Diligence shown in
identification of

stakeholder groups using
an inclusive approach.

Existence/reference
of the  existing
information on
biodiversity
(secondary
literature)

Secondary information is a
vital component of the
register

Correct scientific
identity of the
bioresources

Use of photographs, maps,
graphics, data, seasonality,
geo tagging, IUCN status
(additionally people’s
perceived data on local
species/land races will be
more valuable. This would
cover  species/  races
reduced due
overexploitation or
obscured/replaced by high
yielding hybrids due to
economic gains sacrificing
quality traits) etc. in
descriptions adds value to
the information given in
any document.

Total (out of 50)

Criterion 3: Structure

Have all the relevant
formats been filled
with appropriate

details?

Quality and adequacy of
the information provided in
the relevant formats can
indicate quality. Seasonal
collection of information is
part of this.

Have the groups
been indexed for

A well indexed register
would have ease of
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ease of access with
contents and page
numbers?

access to the contents.
Bioresource wise or mere
format wise index would
facilitate perusal of the
PBR differently

Correct scientific
identities of
bioresources (both
wild, cultivated and
domesticated) along
with available
vernacular names.

This will include validated
correct scientific names
and credentials of the
validating agency

TK related details
captured with list of
resources and name
of users/
practitioners/
knowledge holders*

How elaborate is
the information on
the traditional use in the
columns  for ‘Associated
TK' inthe PBR formats
within the local body area,
and elsewhere also and
how it has been
safeguarded from misuse.

Out of 40
Score Sheet
1 2 3 4 5 6
Element Number Maximum Score | Score | % Weighted Score | Final Score
Name of (@ 10 per given | (One third for each
Indicator indicator) element)
S
Context 3 30
Process 5 50
Structure 4 40
Over all 12 120
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 4" MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY
MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD THROUGH OFFLINE / VC MODE ON
28.08.2021 AT 10.30 AM

The 4™ Meeting of the State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee was
held on 28.08.2021 at 10.30 AM under the chairmanship of Dr. G.V. Reddy, IFS (Retd.),
Chairman, State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee at HSBB office, Panchkula.

The list of the officers who attended the meeting is annexed.
The meeting had been divided into 2 sessions:

1% Session: 10.30 AM to 12.30 PM: Internal meeting of SLPBRQMC.
2" Session: 12.30 PM to 05.00 PM: Feedback meeting with TSGs.

Session 1:

The Chairman, HSBB welcomed the Chairman and the Members of SLPBRQMC for
attending the meeting.

The Chairman and Members of SLPBRQMC shared their experiences of field
visits undertaken from 18.08.2021 to 27.08.2021 with the officers of HSBB.

The Members of the Committee were not satisfied with the working of TSGs
regarding preparation of PBRs, training imparted to BMCs by the TSGs, data collection,
meeting with officers of line departments and BMCs. On the basis of field observations, all
members have prepared the feedback note for TSGs to improve the quality of PBRs and
overall performance.

Session 2:

The Chairman, HSBB welcomed the Chairman, and Members of
SLPBRQMC and representative of all TSGs for attending the meeting. Some TSGs
representatives attended the meeting in person while rest of them attended virtually.

Feedbacks given by SLPBRQMC Members are as below:

Dr. G. V. Reddy: Dr. G. V. Reddy gave his feedback on field visit to Gurugram and
Faridabad districts to the TSG-Everain Global Services Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi, Nuh district to
the TSG-TDU, Bangalore, Rewari district to the TSG-NH Consulting Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi
and Ambala district to the TSG-SPACE, Chandigarh.

Dr. Samunder Singh: Dr. Samunder Singh gave his feedback on field visit to Hissar district
to the TSG-Maaty Biodiversity Conservation and Social Research Organization, Dehradun
and Jind district to the TSG-Chhavi Charitable Society, Bhiwani.

Dr. Sharda Gupta: Dr. Sharda Gupta gave her feedback on field visit to Kurukshetra district
to the TSG-Datamation Consultants Pvt. Ltd., Gurugram.

Dr. Ram Chand: Dr. Ram Chand gave his feedback on field visit to Karnal district to TSG-
Datamation Consultants Pvt. Ltd., Gurugram.

The detailed comments/observations of the Members of the Committee are
enclosed for necessary action by TSGs.



The Committee has observed that the TSGs are not taking this assignment seriously,
which is not appropriate as per the Terms and Conditions of the MoU signed by the TSGs
with HSBB. The Chairman, HSBB was not satisfied with the replies of TSGs
Representatives and advised them that they should do all needful actions to improve their
performance and quality of PBRs.

The Members of the SLPBRQMC highlighted shortcomings found in the
PBRs during their field visits. The Chairman of the Committee asked the TSGs that they
should not adopt cut and paste method to complete the work and suggested that they should

prepare this important document on the basis of primary data collected with the help of
trained & expert staff.

After detailed discussions it was decided that:-

1. The Members of the SLPBRQMC will visit rest of the districts in last week of
September, 2021 and visit maximum of2 -3 villages in a day.

2. The TSGs will rectify all shortcomings and incorporate all suggestions
instructions given during field visits and in the meeting held on 28.08.2021.

3. The Executive Summary is the mirror of any document and it should be
impressive.

4. PBR will be provided to the Members of the SLPBRQMC by TSGs in advance
during their field visits in future.

5. TSGs should engage technically competent persons in their team.

b

The Chairman, HSBB thanked to the Chairman/ Members of SLPBRQMC
and TSG representatives for attending the meeting.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the chair.

Endst. No. 1098-1091 Dated"llc"')»o)zj
A copy is forwarded to the following for information and necessary action.

Chairman/ Members, SLPBRQMC

Chairman, HSBB, Panchkula

All TSGs, HSBB

All District Coordinators, HSBB, Panchkula. Q\ L
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Scientific Officer

& Nodal Officer, SLPBRQMC
O/o Chairman, HSBB, Panchkula
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LIST OF OFFICERS ATTENDING THE 4" MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR
QUALITY MONITORING COMMITTEE HELD THROUGH OFFLINE / VC MODE
ON 28.08.2021 AT 10.30 AM
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Dr. G.V.Reddy, IFS (Retd.), Chairman

Sh. Vineet Kumar Garg, IFS, Chairman, HSBB

Dr. Ram Chand, ADG (KVK), ICAR (Retd.) Member

Dr. Samunder Singh, Professor (Retd.) Member

Dr. Sharda Gupta, Ex. Professor, Member

Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Scientific Officer, HSBB

Sh. Prakash Mehta, Scientific Officer, HSBB-cum-Nodal Officer SLPBRQMC
Sh. Chetan Sharma, CEO & Director, Datamation (TSG)

Sh. Dhananjay Kumar, MD, NH Consulting (TSG)

. Ms. Wajiha Khan, Coordinator, NH Consulting (TSG)

. Sh. Abhishek Rajdeep, CEO, Everain Global (TSG)

. Sh. Satish Kumar Sharma, President, Chavi Charitable Society (TSG)
. Sh. H.S.Lohan, Coordinator, SPACE (TSG)

. Sh. Chetan HC & Sh. Somashekhar B. S. TDU (TSG)

. Sh. Chetan Sharma, Datamation (TSG)

. Sh. Satya Prakash Singh, District In charge-Karnal, Datamation (TSG)
. Sh. Sourabh Singh, District In charge-Kurukshetra, Datamation (TSG)
. Dr. Ved Prakash, Director, Maaty (TSG)

. Smt. Ankita Rajput, Secretary, Maaty (TSG

. Ms. Oyndrila Sanyal, Maaty (TSG)

. Ms. Pratiksha Mahar, Maaty (TSG)



GV REDDY, SLPBRQMC-CHAIRMAN FIELD INSPECTION REPORT: 23-8-2021
VISIT TO GURUGRAM BLOCK. 24-8-2021, VISIT TO FARIDABAD-TSG
EVERAIN

23/8/2021-Gurugram 1. Hasanpur 2. Tikli 3. Garatpurbas
24/8/2021-Faridabad 1. Mangar Bani 2. Kot 3. Pali

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE WORK BY THE TSG

e The TSG failed to provide updated PBRs.

e Simple formats like BMC member details were not filled up

e TSG even did not sign the documents to show that the work is genuine

e The field data also did not capture the finer elements of the biodiversity. The local
varieties, agricultural crop varieties not included.

e No Subject matter specialists were engaged in field data collection. Wild plant species,
insects, reptiles, birds are missing.

e Not much time has been spent in documenting the biodiversity

e In Managr Bani the old work on the flora and fauna has been included, however, the
secondary data source details were not included.

e Traditional Knowledge registers not mentioned nor the same has been included in the
registers.

e People who carried out the field work and who were managing the data was not clear.

e There is no coordination between field workers and the data managers

e The PBRs of all the villages visited appeared similar, may be copy-paste

e The TSG has not conducted any PRA (Participatory Rural Appraisal) exercise hence
the overall reach of the project is very minimal, consequently there is very little
awareness in the villages about the Biodiversity registers and related information.

e No training programme has been conducted for the villagers. There is no information
about the trainings to field teams.

e Coordination with the District Coordinators of the HSBB is totally missing. The field
activities are not informed to the District Coordinators. Hence, there is little quality
check on the quality of field activities.

e None of the PBRs have been validated by the District Level Teams.

e The PBRs are prepared in English language which may be least useful to local
villagers as the villagers are not well conversant with English. Hence the PBRs should
be prepared in Hindi and English (Bilingual).

e Prima facie, it appears that TSG has completed the field work as formality the teams
might have covered two to three villages in a day.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

To improve the quality of the PBRs which include the field data collection, involving local
people in the programme, preparation of the documents, which includes validation by the
district team. The TSG should complete the activities prescribed in the MoU to achieve the
targets with quality. The following are suggested to improve. The list is not comprehensive it



is only indicative. Therefore the TSGs are advised to take appropriate steps to prepare the
Quality PBRs.

1. The TSG should complete the existing PBR, check for the spelling mistakes and add
all the secondary sources.
2. Conduct village wise PRA exercises to bring awareness about the biodiversity, gather

Traditional Knowledge and identify the traditional healers, persons with extensive knowledge
about the biodiversity. Conduct Focus Group discussions to identify specialists in the
respective fields. Include women group to gather traditional knowledge.

3. Prepare village map based on the PRA exercise and the revenue map. Identify forest
areas, wild biodiversity rich areas.
4. Initiate steps to complete various records pertaining to BMC / PBR. Village level

meeting register, Traditional knowledge registers.

5. There should be good scrutiny of the field workers to collect the field data and they
should be imparted good training. The field workers should be collecting the field data along
with photographs with Geo reference, so that plant identification of rare species can be
completed.

6. TSGs should engage specialists from Botany, Agriculture, Entomology and Wildlife
to document rare wild biodiversity.

7. The specialists should check the scientific names and validate. The names of the
scientists who have checked and validated should be included in the register.

8. The TSG should include all the agricultural crops, past and present and include the
varieties as well. The extent of the crop should also be mentioned.

0. The TSG should prepare its monthly field activities plan and inform it to District
Coordinators and HSBB.

10. The PBRs should include photographs of biodiversity, PRA exercise.

11. TSG should conduct training programme awareness programme to get the Traditional

Knowledge documented.

-Sd -
Dr. G. V. Reddy
Chairman, SLPBRQMC

GV REDDY, SLPBRQMC-CHAIRMAN FIELD INSPECTION REPORT: 25-8-2021 VISIT
TO NUH-TSG TDU

25/8/2021-Nuh 1. Ujina 2. Malab 3. Dhanduka 4. Akrhra
GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE WORK BY THE TSG

e The TSG provided updated PBRs at the last minute. Most of the PBRs were in
electronic form could not be accessed easily while in the field.

e BMC member details were filled up. But none of the BMCs could show the meeting
registers.

e The field data also did not capture the finer elements of the biodiversity. The local
varieties, agricultural crop varieties not included.



e No Subject matter specialists were engaged in field data collection. Wild plant species,
insects, reptiles, birds are missing.

e Not much time has been spent in documenting the biodiversity. The field team might
have covered two- three villages in one day.

e Secondary source details are not included.

e Traditional knowledge registers not mentioned nor the same has been included in the
registers.

e People who carried out the field work and who were managing the data was not clear.
The TDU coordinator failed to name the field workers and volunteers who helped in
field data collection.

e The project in charge was only in touch with the district in charge and he did not
monitor the quality of the field work.

e The PBRs of all the villages visited appeared similar, may be copy-paste

e The TSG has not conducted any PRA (Participatory Rural Appraisal) exercise hence
the overall reach of the project is very minimal consequently there is very little
awareness in the villages about the Biodiversity registers and related information.
Only one or two persons know about the exercise.

e No training programme has been conducted for the villagers. There is no information
about the trainings to field teams.

e Coordination with the District Coordinators of the HSBB is totally missing. The field
activities are not informed to the District Coordinators. Hence there is little quality
check on the quality of field activities.

e None of the PBRs have been validated by the District Level Teams.

e The PBRs are prepared in English language which may be least useful to local
villagers as the villagers are not well conversant with English. Hence the PBRs should
be prepared in Hindi and English (Bilingual).

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

To improve the quality of the PBRs which include the field data collection, involving local
people in the programme, preparation of the documents, which includes validation by the
district team. The TSG should complete the activities prescribed in the MoU to achieve the
targets with quality. The following are suggested to improve. The list is not comprehensive it
is only indicative. Therefore the TSGs are advised to take appropriate steps to prepare the
Quality PBRs.

I. The TSG should complete the existing PBR, check for the spelling mistakes and add
all the secondary sources.
2. Conduct village wise PRA exercises to bring awareness about the biodiversity, gather

Traditional Knowledge and identify the traditional healers, persons with extensive knowledge
about the biodiversity. Conduct Focus Group discussions to identify specialists in the
respective fields. Include women group to gather traditional knowledge.

3. Prepare village map based on the PRA exercise and the revenue map. Identify forest
areas, wild biodiversity rich areas.
4. Initiate steps to complete various records pertaining to BMC / PBR. Village level

meeting register, Traditional knowledge registers.



5. There should be good scrutiny of the field workers to collect the field data and they
should be imparted good training. The field workers should be collecting the field data along
with photographs with Geo reference, so that plant identification of rare species can be
completed.

6. TSGs should engage specialists from Botany, Agriculture, Entomology and Wildlife
to document rare wild biodiversity. The specialists should check the scientific names and
validate. The names of the scientists who have checked and validated should be included in
the register. The TSG should include all the agricultural crops, past and present and include
the varieties as well. The extent of the crop should also be mentioned.

7. The TSG should prepare its monthly field activities Plan and inform it to District
Coordinators and HSBB so that biodiversity board.

8. The PBRs should include photographs of biodiversity, PRA exercise.

9. TSG should conduct training programme awareness programme to get the Traditional
Knowledge documented.

-Sd -
Dr. G. V. Reddy
Chairman, SLPBRQMC

GV REDDY, SLPBRQMC-CHAIRMAN FIELD INSPECTION REPORT: 26-8-2021
VISIT TO REWARI -TSG: NH CONSULTING PVT. LTD.

26/8/2021-Rewari: 1. Harzipur 2. Bawana Gujjar 3.Kosli

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE WORK BY THE TSG

e The field work teams are well qualified and very enthusiastic about the field work.
These two field workers Ms. Archana Yadav and Ms Jyoti Gupta were very useful.

e BMC member details were filled up. But the meeting registers could not be verified

e The field data also did not capture the finer elements of the biodiversity. The local
varieties, agricultural crop varieties not included.

e No Subject matter specialists were engaged in field data collection. Wild plant species,
insects, reptiles, birds are missing.

e The teams appear to have spent sufficient time in the villages. While discussing the
SLPBRQMC team learnt that the field members are paid very less.

e Secondary source details are not included.

e Traditional Knowledge registers not mentioned nor the same has been included in the
registers.

e The TSG has not conducted any PRA (Participatory rural appraisal) exercise hence
the overall reach of the project is very minimal, consequently there is very little
awareness in the villages about the Biodiversity registers and related information.

e No training programme has been conducted for the villagers. There is no information
about the trainings to field teams.

e (Coordination with the District Coordinators of the HSBB is totally missing. The field
activities are not informed to the District Coordinators. Hence there is little quality
check on the quality of field activities.



e None of the PBRs have been validated by the District Level Teams.

e The PBRs are prepared in English language which may be least useful to local
villagers as the villagers are not well conversant with English. Hence the PBRs should
be prepared in Hindi and English (Bilingual).

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

To improve the quality of the PBRs which include the field data collection, involving local
people in the programme, preparation of the documents, which includes validation by the
district team. The TSG should complete the activities prescribed in the MoU to achieve the
targets with quality. The following are suggested to improve. The list is not comprehensive it
is only indicative. Therefore the TSGs are advised to take appropriate steps to prepare the
Quality PBRs.

1. The TSG should complete the existing PBR, check for the spelling mistakes and add
all the secondary sources.
2. Conduct village wise PRA exercises to bring awareness about the biodiversity, gather
Traditional Knowledge and identify the traditional healers, persons with extensive knowledge
about the biodiversity. Conduct Focus Group discussions to identify specialists in the
respective fields. Include women group to gather traditional knowledge.
3. Prepare village map based on the PRA exercise and the revenue map identify forest
areas, wild biodiversity rich areas.
4. Initiate steps to complete various records pertaining to BMC / PBR. Village level
meeting register, Traditional knowledge registers.
5. There should be good scrutiny of the field workers to collect the field data and they
should be imparted good training. The field workers should be collecting the field data along
with photographs with Geo reference, so that plant identification of rare species can be
completed.
6. TSGs should engage specialists from Botany, Agriculture, Entomology and Wildlife
to document rare wild biodiversity. The specialists should check the scientific names and
validate. The names of the scientists who have checked and validated should be included in
the register. The TSG should include all the agricultural crops, past and present and include
the varieties as well. The extent of the crop should also be mentioned.
7. The TSG should prepare its monthly field activities plan and inform it to District
Coordinators and HSBB.
8. The PBRs should include photographs of biodiversity, PRA exercise.
9. TSG should conduct training programme awareness programme to get the Traditional
Knowledge documented.
-Sd -
Dr. G. V. Reddy
Chairman, SLPBRQMC



GV REDDY, SLPBRQMC-CHAIRMAN FIELD INSPECTION REPORT: 27-8-2021
AMBALA TSG-SPACE

27/8/2021-Ambala 1. Dukheri 2. Fadouli 3. Chudiali
GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE WORK BY THE TSG

e The TSG failed to provide updated PBRs. Only hand written documents were
provided. The data has not been entered into the computer system so far it seems.

e The field data also did not capture the finer elements of the biodiversity. The local
varieties, agricultural crop varieties not included. No Subject matter specialists were
engaged in field data collection. Wild plant species, insects, reptiles, birds are missing.

e Not much time has been spent in documenting the biodiversity.

e Traditional Knowledge registers not mentioned nor the same has been included in the
registers. People who carried out the field work and who were managing the data was
not clear. The field workers were employed for very short period hence the PBRQMT
could not interact with field workers to ascertain the quality of data collection.

e The TSG has not conducted any PRA (Participatory Rural Appraisal) exercise hence
the overall reach of the project is very minimal, consequently there is very little
awareness in the villages about the Biodiversity registers and related information.

e No training programme has been conducted for the villagers. There is no information
about the trainings to field teams.

e (Coordination with the District Coordinators of the HSBB is totally missing. The field
activities are not informed to the District Coordinators. Hence there is little quality
check on the quality of field activities.

e None of the PBRs have been validated by the District Level Teams.

e The PBRs are prepared in English language which may be least useful to local
villagers as the villagers are not well conversant with English. Hence the PBRs should
be prepared in Hindi and English (Bilingual).

e Prima facie it appears that TSG has completed the field work as formality the teams
might have covered two to three villages in a day.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

To improve the quality of the PBRs which include the field data collection, involving local
people in the programme, preparation of the documents, which includes validation by the
district team. The TSG should complete the activities prescribed in the MoU to achieve the
targets with quality. The following are suggested to improve. The list is not comprehensive it
is only indicative. Therefore the TSGs are advised to take appropriate steps to prepare the
Quality PBRs.

1. The TSG should complete the existing PBR, check for the spelling mistakes and add
all the secondary sources.

2. Conduct village wise PRA exercises to bring awareness about the biodiversity, gather
Traditional Knowledge and identify the traditional healers, persons with extensive knowledge



about the biodiversity. Conduct Focus Group discussions to identify specialists in the
respective fields. Include women group to gather traditional knowledge.

3. Prepare village map based on the PRA exercise and the revenue map identify forest
areas, wild biodiversity rich areas.

4. Initiate steps to complete various records pertaining to BMC / PBR. Village level
meeting register, Traditional knowledge registers.

5. There should be good scrutiny of the field workers to collect the field data and they
should be imparted good training. The field workers should be collecting the field data along
with photographs with Geo reference, so that plant identification of rare species can be
completed.

6. TSGs should engage specialists from Botany, Agriculture, Entomology and Wildlife
to document rare wild biodiversity.

7. The specialists should check the scientific names and validate. The names of the
scientists who have checked and validated should be included in the register.

8. The TSG should include all the agricultural crops, past and present and include the
varieties as well. The extent of the crop should also be mentioned.

0. The TSG should prepare its monthly field activities plan and inform it to District
Coordinators and HSBB.

10. The PBRs should include photographs of biodiversity, PRA exercise.

I1. TSG should conduct training programme awareness programme to get the traditional

knowledge documented.

-Sd -
Dr. G. V. Reddy
Chairman, SLPBRQMC

REPORT ON EVALUATING QUALITY OF PEOPLE’S BIODIVERSITY
REGISTERS (PBRs) OF HISSAR (TSG-MAATY) AND JIND (TSG-CHAVI)
DISTRICTS BY PROF. SAMUNDER SINGH

Date Blocks/District PBC visited

19.08.2021 Agroha, Hissar Durjanpur (143), Kalirawan (36), Bhana (24),
Landhri (140)

20.08.2021 Adampur/Hissar Chuli Bagdian (8), Modakhera (31),
Kohli (35)

23.08.2021 Barwala/Hissar Jewra (132), Bahbalpur (67), Kharkhera
(121), Hassangarh (118)

24.08.2021 Hansi I/Hissar Masoodpur (85), Ghirai (24)

26.08.2021 Narwana/Jind Danoda Kalan (89), Frain Kalan (78), Dharodi (72),
Dhakal (121), Bhana Brahmanan (41)




OBSERVATIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

Sr. Observations Suggestions
No.
1. Some BMC have not been TSG and their coordinators need to visit more
visited or visited only once frequently
in Hissar district with no
PBR
2. The quality of information in | Increase liaison with line department and expert
PBR is poor with respect to | service to identify with proper scientific names.
proper identification of
species (scientific names).
3. Crop varieties name either Verification with state Package of Practices or line
missing, incomplete or departments.
wrong
4. Weed species only few and | Suggested resource material and expert help.
name incorrect
5. No information on soil Suggested to take help of Microbiology Department
microbes of CCSHAU Hissar.
6. Fodder crop species Need correction with varieties.
incomplete or wrong
7. Name of crop pests (insects) | Help from entomologist/resource material suggested.
incorrect
8. Soil types are wrongly Though there are several classifications, but as a
mentioned layman these can be simple as Sandy loam, Loamy
Sand, Clay loam, Saline and Alkali soils.
9. | No proper breed name for Suggested information from NBAGR, line department
animals/dogs etc. and expert help.
10. | Wildlife information not Verification required from line departments, expert
complete help.
11. | Varietal information for Use of resource material/expert help.
pulses, oilseed, forage/fodder
crop, vegetables incomplete
12. | Fruit trees Orchards with crops/varieties to be mentioned in
respective format
13. | Listing of aquatic Need updating, resource material suggested.
plants/weed incomplete
14. | Photographic proof of flora | Missing info with some TSG.
and fauna required
15. | Format confusion, duplicity | The SBB perhaps lacks clarity as it was discussed in

the meeting two months back that many formats seek
overlapping information.




Soil of the Haryana Sub-Region have been classified and described under the following
major soil types:

o Typic Ustochrepts : Soil of old alluvial plains.

e Typic Ustipsamments : Soil of Aravali plains.

o Typic Ustifluvents : Soil of recent alluvial plains and flood plains.

e Typic Torripsamments : Soil of Aeofluvial plains

These are 8 soil types

(1) Alluvial soils, (2) Black soils, (3) Red soils, (4) Laterite and Lateritic soils, (5) Forest and
Mountain soils, (6) Arid and Desert soils, (7) Saline and Alkaline soils and (8) Peaty and
Marshy soils.

-Sd -
Dr. Samunder Singh
Member, SLPBRQMC

REPORT ON EVALUATING QUALITY OF PEOPLE’S BIODIVERSITY
REGISTERS (PBRs) of KURUSHETRA DISTRICT- TSG-DATAMATION BY DR.
SHARDA R. GUPTA

The field visits were undertaken in 16 villages of six blocks of Kurukshetra district from 20
to 25 August, 2021 as per details given below:

Date Name of Block Name of Cluster Villages

20 August, 2021 | Thanesar Lukhi (414), Dhurala (404), Mirzapur (384),
Kirmach (6), Amin (33)

21 August, 2021 | Shahbad Kalsana (266), Sambhalkhi (219), Teora (243),
Kharindwa (116),

23 August, 2021 | Ladwa Bartauli (165), Nawarsi (336), Kheri Dablan (64)

23 August, 2021 | Babain Babain (145), Mirchaheri (348)

25 August, 2021 | Pehowa Gumthala Garhu (39), Murtajpur (48),

25 August, 2021 | Ismailabad Thol (289), Jhansa (299),

THE GENERAL OBSERVATIONS AFTER THE FIELD VISITS

An effort has been made By the TSG to make field visits to collect the primary field data
concerning crop biodiversity, domesticated biodiversity, and some wild biodiversity on the
basis of field surveys of 2 to 3days only, interaction with BMC members and villagers.
However, the approach was not very scientific; the record of information is incomplete.
Experts to identify plants, animals and insects were not consulted. The formats were not
completed, very little information on traditional knowledge, not much clarity on the Access
Benefit Sharing.



RECOMMENDATIONS FOR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

The wild biodiversity needs to be fully documented based on more field surveys and
secondary sources of data. Trends of population decrease or increase of plants and animals
must be included. Preparing a digital record of flora and fauna in the field is important.

1.

10.

The biodiversity of wild animals must cover birds, insects, reptiles, amphibians,
mammals.

The diversity of crop plants and different varieties grown, weeds in crop plants of rice,
wheat, maize and sugarcane need to be documented fully.

The indigenous breeds of domestic animals must be included, their population trends.

The diversity of ornamental plants must be properly documented; for example, the
diversity of ornamental plants in Murtzapur School and other places needs to be
highlighted.

The scientific names of all the plants and animals must be given from authentic sources
by consulting technical people and referring to authentic secondary sources.

The map of study area, and photographs must of good quality, Geo-tagging of old trees
and rare trees in different villages would be useful.

The aquatic biodiversity is poorly documented, needs to be studied properly keeping in
view the importance of ponds in the villages.

The traditional knowledge registers must be prepared based on interviews of local people.
The line department must be consulted to improve the quality of PBRs

The PBRs need thorough revision and quality improvement, and must be technically
sound.

-Sd -
Dr. Sharda R. Gupta
Member, SLPBRQMC

REPORT OF EVALUATING QUALITY OF PBRs OF KARNAL DISTRICT TSG-
DATAMATION AFTER FIELD VISITS OF SIX BLOCKS OBSERVATIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS BY DR. RAM CHAND

O 00 13 &N Ui A W N =

10

. The PBRs need technically complete revision.

. Line Departments must be consulted.

. TK needs to be completed after contacting villagers.

. Aquatic Biodiversity needs to be documented in detail.

. Plants, animals with their scientific names must be mentioned.

. Population of Local animal breeds reduced, deleted needs to be documented.

. Population reduction of insects, birds, mammals, Reptiles was poorly documented.

. Various weeds growing in different crops & vegetables were incomplete.

. Meetings with BMC need to be conducted for awareness of importance of Biodiversity.

. The approach of TSG was not very scientific and the information was not complete.

Experts and subject matter specialists were not consulted. ¢

11
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. Access Benefit sharing i.e. tradable Resources available was not mentioned.
. Wild plants of medical importance needs to be listed.



13. Wetland Biodiversity & Wild Biodiversity - Shrubs, Herbs, tubers, & climbers need to be

mentioned in more detail.

14. BMC members need training. Only one training was conducted so far in all the villages
visited.

15. More efforts are needed by TSG to collect more data as per PBR format and mentioning
the information on Biodiversity scientifically.

16. TSG must establish rapport with villagers & BMC for collecting relevant information on

Biodiversity by spending more time.

-Sd -
Dr. Ram Chand
Member, SLPBRQMC



MINUTES OF 5™ MEETING OF STATE LEVEL PBR QUALITY MONITORING
COMMITTEE HELD ON 13.10.2021 AT 11.00 ON IN THE COMMITTEE ROOM OF
HSBB ON VIRTUAL MODE.

5MMeeting of State Level PBR Quality Monitoring Committee (SLPBRQMC)
was held on 13.10.2021 at 11.00 AM under the Chairmanship of Dr. G.V.Reddy, IFS (Retd.),
Chairman, SLPBRQMC in the Committee Room of HSBB at Panchkula on virtual mode.

Dr. Sharda R. Gupta, Dr. Ram Chand, Members of SLPBRQMC attended this
meeting virtually and Dr. Samunder Singh, Member, SLPBRQMC attended this meeting in
person. Sh. Vineet Kumar Garg, [FS, Chairman, HSBB, Sh. Gurmeet Singh & Sh. Prakash
Mehta, SOs also attended the meeting.

The Committee reviewed the progress of preparation of PBRs and their quality.
The members of SLPBRQMC made their comments as under:

1.  The members observed that secondary data has not been used and less information
has been given in the PBRs about fauna and flora. The information filled up in
many Formats was found not to be as per the requirement of the Formats.
Information about insects, weeds, domestic and wild animals has been found
insufficient. Many native species have been left. It has also been observed that
the information filled up in Annexures is also not upto the mark. Grammatical and
Spelling mistakes are common in the PBRs. The scientific names of many species
have been written wrongly. Photos have also been found to be without caption.
Address and contact numbers of Knowledge Holders, BMC members, officers &
officials were found missing in most of the PBRs.

2. The members further observed that the comments / suggestions conveyed to the
TSGs by them have not still been incorporated in the revised PBRs.

The Chairman & other Members of SLPBRQMC were of the view that there is
improvement in the quality of the PBRs being prepared by the TSGs but these need to be further
improved. The Committee suggested that HSBB should organise some workshop / training
session to impart training to all the TSGs and District Coordinators of HSBB on all aspects of
biodiversity and PBR preparation.

The Chairman, HSBB agreed to the suggestion of the SLPBRQMC and it was
decided that HSBB will hold a 2 days Workshop on “Skill Development on Biodiversity
Documentation & Preparation of People’s Biodiversity Registers (PBRs) in Panchkula on 21%
and 22" October, 2021 in which Experts of different fields from reputed Institutions/
Universities will be invited to deliver their lectures and impart Format wise training to TSGs
which will facilitate the TSGs to improve the quality of PBRs. The TSGs will nominate suitable,
competent and qualified staff engaged in PBR preparation for this training Workshop.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.

Endst. No. HSBB/ /3G ¢ dated 18.10.2021

A copy is forwarded tothe following for information and necessary action:-
1. Chairman/ Members, SLPBRQMC, Haryana -
2. All Technical Support Groups (TSGs), HSBB, Haryana Q -
.IO \’L

3. All District Coordinators, HSBB, Haryana /K)\’ -
W2 N
S

Scientific Officer-cum-Nodal Officer
SLPBRQMC, Haryana, Panchkula.
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