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«CURRENT EVENTS»
International Socio-Ecological Union Holds Seventh Conference

The Seventh Conference of the International Socio-Ecological Union (SEU) was held in Kiev on August 21–25. Some 160 people attended: 120 delegates and 40 guests. An unprecedented number of sections — sixteen — worked at the conference.

The conference showed that cooperative efforts within the framework of the SEU are expanding. Every SEU program and campaign (ten in all at the conference) held its own section while an additional seven topics appeared in workgroup discussions: sustainable tourism; media publicity for SEU programs and campaigns; a school for young ecologists (a new program called “Qualification”); sustainable development; public environmental control; genetically modified organisms (GMO); and oil pollution of the seas. The Qualification Program was created at the conference while the SEU campaign against the spread of genetically modified organisms received official recognition.

Each program announced plans discussed and ratified by the conference participants. For instance, the Eco-Housing for the 21st Century Program announced the start of construction of demonstration and conventional eco-homes in several regions of Russia. This program has found new partners in Zaonezhye (Karelia), Krasnoyarsk Territory, Tatarstan, and Ukraine. 

The Chemical Safety Program revealed that the “green” community was neglecting issues of chemical safety. This program needs to be expanded and supported by new local public initiatives.

The Ecology and Children's Health Program considered it imperative to provide support to organizations working to protect children from harmful environmental factors, especially endocrine damage. This program is creating a subject network intended to become the Eurasian branch of the worldwide International Network on Children's Health, Environment and Safety. 

The Environmental Safety in Rocket and Space Actions (RSA) Program will be monitoring people's health and the environment in regions with intensive rocket and space activity. Future involvement in environmental consulting in RSA programs and projects, as well as in the drafting of national and international environmental policy in RSA, is planned. 

The SEU Forest Campaign discussed and ratified a novel initiative by campaign participants – to restore the oak stands in Russia, Ukraine, Moldova, and several other countries with organizations prepared to work actively in this field. 

The section on Nuclear Safety, which joined the SEU's Anti-Nuclear Campaign and Nuclear Safety Program, passed a resolution protesting the import of nuclear waste into Russia and unfurling of a plutonium program. The conference agreed to send a letter of appeal to all the EU committees not to finance the completion of a second reactor of Khmel'nitskaya Nuclear Power Plant and the fourth reactor of Rovnenskaya Nuclear Power Plant (Ukraine). 

The Conference decided that the SEU, the Rainbow Keepers Radical Movement, and the Union for Chemical Safety would begin a cooperative protest campaign against the destruction of a healthy environment in the city of Votkinsk in the Republic of Udmurtia, where construction of an experimental station for burning heavy rocket fuel has already begun. 

A Sustainable Tourism Project Team was formed at the conference. The team's members received the blessing of the conference to work out and implement the Development of Sustainable Tourism in the SEU Member Countries Program. 

An agreement was adopted by the Media Publicity for SEU Programs and Campaigns Section regarding cooperation between SEU organizations working with the mass media. One of the section's goals is to establish an “informational response system” to given events. 

The Workgroup on Genetically Modified Organisms (GMOs) came to the conclusion that to control the development of genetic engineering-based food industries, agriculture, etc., will require joint efforts by NGOs and experts. Therefore, an SEU campaign will be initiated in 2001 against the spread of GMOs. During 2001, preparation of national and regional reports on the development of genetic engineering is recommended. 

The Qualification Program was initiated during the conference. The program's objective is to create a permanent system for training environmental activists. The experience of the Student Nature Guards (Druzhinas) Movement will be used here. 

The Sustainable Development Section set priorities. These priorities included the implementation of the so-called basin approach in work with territories, active involvement in “Rio+10” processes, and preparation of a World Nature Charter. 

The Public Environmental Control Section suggested establishing a public environmental inspection within the framework of the SEU. 

The Oil Pollution of the Seas Workgroup, with reference to the critical state of the Caspian Sea, the Black Sea, and the Sea of Azov, talked about the need to develop alternative systems of oil transport that would not affect these seas. The workgroup’s members plan to take active part in these efforts.

The work of the Environmental Education Program has been suspended. In the very near future, a new coordinator will be chosen and a new agenda will be developed. The program’s basic objectives, however, will not change. It aims to support ecological education programs in NIS schools, and to involve young people in nature protection efforts. 

Conference participants noted the need for closer cooperation and coordination of work in various SEU activities. Most programs, campaigns, and initiatives are interconnected. Therefore, their success depends directly on the effectiveness of joint efforts.

Regulations for the SEU’s Regional Coordination of SEU and the SEU Council's work priorities for 2000-2003 were adopted at the Conference. A new Council and Review Board were elected. 

The following were named as SEU Council priorities for 2000-2003:

1. Closer and more permanent cooperation between SEU members (through program and regional coordinators); 

2. New sources of financial support for the SEU as a whole and for its member branches; 

3. Information support for actions by the SEU and its members; 

4. Cooperation between the SEU, the public, and other organizations (authorities, political parties, etc.); 

5. Various kinds of support for efforts by SEU members (legal aid, moral support, solidarity, defense actions, etc.); 

6. CCI work management, considering the interests of SEU members and the SEU as a whole; 

7. Drafting SEU external and internal policies (strategic planning, documentation to clarify the SEU's position, analysis of the global situation); 

8. Analytical work necessary to understand current local and global processes; adequate work management of the SEU and its members. 

The new Council’s members are:

1. Farida Kamil-Kyzy Guseynova
370200 Azerbaidjan, Sumgait
5 kvartal, ul. Dostlug, d. 13/34 kv. 18
Tel.: (8-10-99450) 329-93-91
E-mail: guseynovafk@aznet.org
5. Sergei Vladimirovich Krichevsky
141160 Russia, Moscow Region
Zvezdny gorodok, d. 47, kv. 29
Tel.: (095) 526-29-67 (home)
E-mail: sergei.krichevsky@starcity.ru

2. Sviatoslav Igorevich Zabelin
121019 Russia, Moscow
Box 211
Tel./Fax: (095) 124-79-34
E-mail: svet@seu.ru
6. Dmitry Sergeevich Rybakov
185031 Russia, Karelia
Petrozavodsk, Oktyabrsky pr.
Box 159
Tel.: (8142) 70-31-81 (home)
E-mail: greens@karelia.ru

3. Irek Ilgizarovich Ziganshin
420015 Russia, Kazan
Box 93
Tel.: (8432) 15-68-24 (home)
35-93-69 (work)
E-mail: odop@mi.ru
7. Lev Aleksandrovich Fedorov
117291 Russia, Moscow
ul. Profsoyuznaya, d. 8, k. 2. kv. 82
Tel.: (095) 129-05-96 (home)
E-mail: lefed@online.ru 

4. Askhat Abdurakhmanovich Kayumov
630000 Russia, Nizhny Novgorod
Box 631
Tel.: (8312) 30-28-81
E-mail: askhat@dront.ru


Prepared by the Center for Coordination and Information
of the Socio-Ecological Union

Reserve Staff Day — 2000

Russia's unique institution of strict nature reserves (zapovedniks) has existed for more than 80 years and includes 99 reserved territories. It has made possible the preservation of virgin natural landscapes and rare species of animals and plants. Russia's system of reserves has gone through good and bad times. The reserves, however, have always been supported by indefatigable and enthusiastic staffs, whose professionalism and devotion remain the guarantee for the preservation of Russia's natural heritage. Some 5,000 people work in Russia’s various reserves for the good of nature and ourselves. October 14, 2000, marked the second annual celebration of nature reserve staff in Russia (this holiday was established in autumn 1999 at a meeting of reserve directors in Vladivostok).

On October 11, 2000, an official meeting devoted to the “Fate of the Reserves” was held in the Main Hall of Russia's Culture Fund. The meeting focused on the staff of Russia's zapovedniks and their professional holiday. An excellent exhibition of works by artists among the reserves’ staff was held during the holiday. Some 60 pictures (oil, water color, pencil, ink and pastel) were shown. A spot opinion poll among viewers named I. A. Filus of Altaisky Reserve and K. N. Tkachenko of Bolshekhekhtsirsky Reserve the two best artists. Other events held during the holiday included:

· presentation of the best inspectors – winners of the “Ranger-99” contest; and the best reporters – winners of the “Crystal Magpie” contest with special prizes; 

· congratulations from time-honored colleagues who have devoted more than 30 years of their lives to reserves, as well as from representatives of the labor dynasties; 

· performances by singer-poet-musicians. 

The main heroes of the event were the representatives of four dynasties from different reserves (Shpilenkov from Bryansky Les Reserve, Borodiny from Nurgush Reserve, Megalinskiye from Pechoro-Ilychsky Reserve and Polivanovy from Teberdinsky Reserve); staff members who had devoted more than 30 years of their lives to reserves; directors and other reserve staff. All the honored guests received diplomas, gifts and flowers.

Yu. P. Kovalev of Basegi Reserve, A. V. Lipatkin of Khakassky Reserve and independent reporter V. Sharov were the singer-poet- musicians. They sang wonderful songs, popular ones and ones they’d written themselves.

Staff from 19 reserves attended the event: Barguzinsky, Basegi, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Bryansky Les, Voronezhsky, Voroninsky, Zhigulevsky, Kavkazsky, Kerzhenski, Kuznetsky Alatau, Nenetsky, Nurgush, Pechoro-Ilychsky, Rdeysky, Sayano-Shushensky, Teberdinsky, Khakassky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy and Tsentralno-Tchernozemny Reserves.

The event was organized by the Russian Culture Foundation, Section of the Natural Protected Territories of the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of Ministry of Natural Resources of the Russian Federation, Dersu Uzala Ecotourism Development Fund, and the Zapovedny Vestnik Newspaper (Yoshkar-Ola).

A number of non-profit organizations and foundations supported the event: Siberian Interregional Resserves Center, Global Environmental Facility Project “Biodiversity Conservation” of the Russian Federation, WWF Russian Programme Office, International Fund for Animal Welfare, Ecological Tourism Center, Environmental Education Reserves Center, World Conservation Union (IUCN) Representative Office for the CIS, National Parks Fund, Biodiversity Conservation Center, Ecotok Independent Non-profit Environmental Organization, Dlya Zapovednikov Non-profit Partnership, and several individuals.

The exceptionally warm spirit of the evening turned the event into a real holiday as well as a wonderful opportunity to meet friends, colleagues and people who care about nature conservation.

N. I. and A. A. Troiskiye,
Staff members of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources’ Department
of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety 

From the editor: we hope that this day will become the professional holiday not only for the staff of the zapovedniks (strict reserves) but also for the staff of other natural protected territories: national and natural parks, federal zakazniks (reserves) and natural landmarks.

Fortieth Anniversary of Russia's First Nature Conservation Law

Forty years ago, on October 27, 1960, the Supreme Soviet of the Russian Soviet Federated Socialist Republic adopted Russia's first law “On Nature Preservation in the RSFSR” (Vedomosti Verkhovnogo Soveta RSFSR – News of the RSFSR Supreme Soviet, 1960, #40, p. 586). This law was in force for more than 30 years before being supplanted by the new (current) RSFSR Law “On Preservation of the Natural Environment” (paragraph 6 of the Resolution of the RSFSR Supreme Soviet, 12.19.91 #2061-1).

The 1960 law was the first the only general legislative act that functioned within the Russian Federation for three straight decades: no federal law like it has been adopted, despite the efforts of environmental lawyers and concerned citizens. 

Russia's first nature conservation law was what is now called a “framework act”. It regulated the main issues of conservation of natural objects (land, minerals, waters, forests and other kinds of vegetation, fauna, air, natural protected territories, etc.) and included the basic standards of responsibility for violations of the law, of natural conservational census and control, of sanitary protection and participation of non-governmental organizations in nature conservation.

The RSFSR Law “On Nature Preservation in the RSFSR” was ahead of its time and played an enormous role in establishing and developing nature preservation and exploitation regulation in Russia and throughout the Soviet Union. It became the basis for the system of corresponding regulations – for specific natural objects as well as environmental legislation in general.

The legal norms for the preservation of particular types of natural resources were developed on the basis of the 1960 Law “On Nature Preservation in the RSFSR”. These norms became part of different versions of the land, water, forest codes and regulations on minerals. This same law became the foundation of entire sub-branches of legislation, including sanitary, epidemiological, wildlife and air regulations.

The 1960 law was the first time that issues of conservation of typical landscapes, rare and spectacular natural objects, federal nature reserves, recreational landscapes, forest park protective belts and suburban green zones were legislated. Later these issues were included in more detail in the new legislation on natural protected territories and recreational landscapes.

Clause 18 of the Law is worth mentioning. It calls for compulsory environmental education in secondary and high schools.

In my opinion, professional lawyers, Russian citizens and federal decision-makers alike should be grateful for Russia's first law on nature protection and the norms and principles it established. 

V. L. Mishchenko, PhD
President of Ecojuris Institute of Environmental
Law Winner of the 2000 Environmental Goldman Prize

Fortieth Anniversary of Russia's First Student Nature Guards

Forty years ago, on December 13, 1960, the first Student Nature Guards (Druzhina) were created at the Faculty of Biology of Moscow State University (MSU). 

A lot has changed since then. The first curators of the Druzhina – Vadim Nikolayevich Tikhomirov and Konstantin Nikolaevich Blagosklonov – have passed away; we live in a different country and are facing a different socio-economic situation. However, the work that was started by biology students 40 years ago, during Lysenko's time, has not stopped; on the contrary, it is being expanded and diversified. 

Russia’s student nature guards are no longer just a group of enthusiasts, but a broad-based youth movement with a membership from all over the former USSR and beyond. Besides catching poachers as they used to do in the Losiny Ostrov Small Nature Reserve in the early 1960s, student nature guards now help set up environmental networks and influence federal policy on nature conservation. 

Since 1960, many former student nature guards have gone on to make significant contributions to the country’s nature conservation community. Druzhina graduates work in national, regional and local environmental organizations and several other NIS, in many large national and international non-governmental environmental organizations; teach in secondary and high schools; conduct scientific research; and some of them simply work for the good of Mother Nature as foresters, reserve rangers, hunting inspectors…

Almost all the environmental activities initiated by the Druzhina have attracted the attention of specialists and large groups using the same methods. For example, the system of training environmental inspectors originally developed by the inter-Druzhinas Vystrel Program is now used throughout Russia's nature reserves. The work initiated by the Druzhina in the 1970s in small nature reserves and Fauna Sectors is now carried out in many of regions of Russia. Here, networks and systems of natural protected territories, regional and interregional ecological frameworks are being created. Recreational problems first researched by the Druzhina of the MSU Faculty of Biology and worked on for several years successfully by another students' organization – the Nature Protection Group of the MSU Faculty of Geography – resulted in the establishment of national parks in Russia and in current works to improve control over them. Even this journal you are now reading was written by former members of the Druzhina.

We hope that the Druzhina of the MSU Faculty of Biology will celebrate many more anniversaries and remain a source of educated and principled people interested in nature conservation in general and in Russia’s system of nature reserves in particular.

In conclusion, we append a document, which shows how the campaign against illegal fir logging before the New Year holidays initiated by Druzhina members almost 40 years ago has evolved into a federal enterprise of which senior government officials take note. 

Decree of the Mayor of Saint Petersburg
of December 6, 1995 No. 1265-r

On Organization of Enforcement of Environmental Legislation before the New Year Holiday
With the purpose of preventing unauthorized fir logging before the New Year, I hereby decree:

1. To accept the suggestion of the Forest Committee of the Leningrad Region on organizing inspections at railroad stations and roads of Saint Petersburg, as well as in trade zones, with the purpose of preventing the import of firs and fir branches cut without permission into Saint Petersburg. 

2. Before December 10, 1995, the Head of the Committee on City Property Management shall prepare and adopt the staff of the joint headquarters of “Fir campaign – 1995” nature conservation inspections and the joint headquarters regulations. 

3. The Department of Nature Conservation of Saint Petersburg shall allot 4 million rubles from the funds of the Saint Petersburg Nature Conservation Fund managed by the Department to the Forest Committee of the Leningrad Region for the purpose of inspections before the New Year Holiday.

4. To authorize the Vice-Mayor of Saint Petersburg (the Head of the Committee on City Property Management) to ensure that this decree is carried out.

Vice-Mayor of Saint Petersburg
V. V. Putin

In the next issue of our Bulletin, we will discuss current activities of the Druzhina aimed at creating and preserving Natural Protected Territories. 

Former Druzhina members,
A. V. Zimenko,
Biodiversity Conservation Center General Director ,
V. Shcherbakov, 
Head of the BCC Publishing House 

Discussion Meeting on the Draft Management Strategy of Russia's National Parks

A discussion meeting on the draft management strategy of Russia's national parks was held by the Biodiversity Conservation Center on October 5–6, 2000, at the British Embassy in Moscow.

The meeting was attended by representatives of the Russian State Duma, the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources, the Russian Ministry of Culture, the Russian Ministry of Agriculture, and several other departments, as well as by representatives of the Department for International Development of Great Britain, non-governmental organizations and concerned Moscow citizens. British ambassador to Russia Sir R. Lyne opened the meeting. Deputy head of the State Duma Committee on Natural Resources K. V. Remchukov, Head of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources’ Department of Natural Protected Territories M. P. Fedotov, and several others presented their views of the draft Strategy.

In accordance with the results of the meeting, a Resolution was adopted which generally supported the Strategy’s main aims. The Biodiversity Conservation Center, which created the Strategy, thanked meeting participants for their remarks and suggestions, which will be taken into account in drawing up the final version of the Strategy. The final version will be submitted to the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources for its consideration in early 2001.

Experience in Cooperation

The Shushensky Bor National Park of the Krasnoyarsk Territory was one of Russia's national parks to receive a Global Environmental Facility grant to draft and implement a management plan. This project is supported by the Biodiversity Conservation Center.

Work on the project is being done with the local administrations. This approach turns out to be productive as early as the draft stage.

For example, as a result of cooperation between the National Park, the Administration of the Yermakovsky District of the Krasnoyarsk Territory and the Administration of the Sayano-Shushensky State Biosphere Reserve, the Agreement Protocols creating the Yergaki Branch of the Shushensky Bor National Park within this district have already been signed.

The National Park and the Administration of the Yermakovsky District agreed on the following objectives for the Branch park:

· To reserve parts of the District that are of special recreational and tourist value, as well as its resources; 

· To ensure centralized management of recreational resources of reserved areas in the interests of the district’s socio-economic development; 

· To publicize the reserved areas and resources so as to attract both investment and visitors. 

The parties of the Agreement decided that the Branch will cover an overall area of 60,000 hectares. This area includes the Kulumys, Yergaki, and Metugul-Taiga mountain ridges.

The Shushensky Bor National Park assumed responsibility for preparing and coordinating the Branch’s environmental and economic foundation. 

The Sayano-Shushensky Biosphere Reserve has joined the Agreement. In particular, both the National Park and the Reserve agreed that they should consider the formation of the Sedyye Sayany Biosphere Yard.

Thus, within the framework of the management plan, the National Park and its planning team succeeded in finding the solution to one of the park’s main problems: improving its own area so as to increase the recreational value of its resources. The solution to this problem was arrived at thanks to constructive cooperation between the Park Administration, other environmental organizations, and local administrations.

Improving Control over Natural Protected Territories
BCC Program

Ryazan’s New Regional Network of Natural Heritage Keepers

October 27, 2000 – A workshop on forming an activists’ network to support notable natural territories of the Ryazan Region was held by the Ryazan Regional Department of Education, Science and Youth Policy and by the Ryazan S. A. Yesenin State Pedagogical University. More than 40 people from 30 organizations (including most regional secondary schools, Tver State University, the Biodiversity Conservation Center, the Center for Preparation and Implementation of International Projects on Technical Assistance, Russia's Bird Conservation Union, and the Regional Environmental Biology Center) attended.

The workshop was an important stage in accomplishing the “Creation of the System of Natural Protected Territories for the Center of the Central Russian Plain” Task in the GEF Project “Biodiversity Conservation” of Russian Federation, as well as of the similar Wild Nature Network BCC SEU Program, in the Ryazan Region. The workshop’s main aims were to create a public monitoring system for natural landmarks and small nature reserves of national significance, and to organize environmental education on this basis.

Fourteen talks on various issues of natural heritage preservation were presented at the workshop. As noted by their authors, the Ryazan region now has substantial experience in applied nature conservation. This work is carried out by the public and includes the investigation of important natural objects. On the other hand, a basis for the formation of a system of environmental and patriotic education of young people has been created in the Region. In particular, significant experience in environmental education and preservation of natural heritage of Ryazan Region was presented by the Ryazan State Pedagogical University, Priokskiy Children's Creativity Center, Ryazan Regional Environmental Biological Center, Leaf Ryazan Regional Children's Public Organization, Zhelannov Secondary School of Shatsky District, Aleshin Secondary School of Kasimov District. 

Meeting participants suggested the following objectives:

· strengthen business contacts with the authorities dealing with preservation and management of natural resources, cultural organizations, movement of regional studies; 

· organize on-going exchanges of experience among nature protection activists. This includes joint nature protection actions, as well as regional and interdistrict workshops; 

· draft action plans for the most important small nature reserves and natural landmarks and other priority objects of natural heritage of the Ryazan Region. 

At the end of the meeting, a presentation and sale of literature on nature protection and environmental issues was held.

News from Ukraine

Ukrainian President Leonid Kuchma has signed the Law on the State Program for the Formation of a National Ecological Network of Ukraine in 2000–2015. This law was adopted by the Supreme Rada on September 21, 2000. This state program aims to increase the acreage of natural landscapes enough to preserve their diversity. Another objective is to link these landscapes in such a way as to ensure the natural migration and dispersal pathways of plants and animals.

The National Ecological Network must meet requirements as part of the Pan-European Ecological Network, and fulfill basic functions to do with the preservation of biodiversity. The program must also contribute to a balanced industrial exploitation of biological resources.

In addition, two new Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources’ regulations have recently been passed: Decree #151 (09.29.2000) On Ratification of Regulations on State Inspection of the Sea of Azov; Decree #150 (09.29.2000) On Ratification of Regulations on State Inspection of the Black Sea.

These documents can be found at the following web address: http://www.liga.kiev.ua/
This report is based on material
from the Ecological North West Line (Saint Petersburg)

 «DECISION-MAKING ISSUES»
Letter of Instruction from the Russian Ministry
of Natural Resources’ Department of Environmental Protection
and Ecological Safety

October 23, 2000 #33-01-3/462

On Restricted Economic Activity Inside State Nature Reserves
In view of recent enquiries regarding restricted economic activities inside nature reserves and their fenced-off areas, the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources’ Department of Environmental Protection reports:

Economic activities permitted inside state nature reserves are regulated by the Federal Law on Natural Protected Territories and the Regulations on State Nature Reserves in the Russian Federation adopted by the Russian Government Decree #48 (December 12, 1991) with subsequent amendments.

Specified types of restricted economic activities inside state nature reserves may be conducted only in strict accordance with the regulations of the reserve in question. 

Economic exploitation of fenced-off areas is allowed only in accordance with regulations adopted by local executive authorities.

Inside restricted areas, cattle may graze only in those places specified in the reserve’s regulations and in compliance with the recommendations of the reserve’s Research Council (maximal livestock, limitations on goat pasturing, etc.) and with forest legislation requirements.

Forest husbandry, fire control and biotechnical activities, construction and repair of cordons, winter cabins, stationary buildings, bridges, other technical buildings, clearing of glades and paths, arrangement of eco-tourism routes, boundaries of reserves, forestries, guard routes and squares, fencing of individual areas, mowing, round-wood harvesting and firewood chopping must be included in the yearly plan of forestry and reservation/regulation enterprises.

This plan is prepared by the reserve’s guard departments in conjunction with other relevant departments. The plan is handed to members of the reserve’s Research Council, evaluated by the Research Council, and presented by the director of the reserve to the Ministry of Natural Resources’ Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety (hereinafter “the Department”) for its consideration in accordance with established procedure. The plan is submitted together with an explanatory note and a copy of the minutes of the Research Council’s session presenting the course of discussion and the results of the voting. Where necessary, alterations and additions to the forest and reservation/regulation enterprises plan may be made during the year using the same procedure.

The reintroduction of various fauna and flora in restricted and fenced-off areas is permitted in strict accordance with the Federal Law on the Animal World and only after the subject has been considered by the Research Council and permitted by the Department.

The hunting of wild animals (including wolves and birds of the corvid family) inside reserves for scientific and regulatory purposes is permitted exclusively in compliance with the current Regulations adopted by Russian Nature Ministry Decree #24 (December 8, 1992). Inside reserves, hunting requires the written permission of the Department (except where small mammals, listed in the Regulation for scientific purposes, and invertebrates are concerned). Inside fenced-off areas, hunting is done in coordination with the Department and by permission of the respective regional governmental authorities (or in accordance with a different procedure as established by the Regulation of the Reserve’s Fenced-off Area).

Amateur fishing inside restricted areas by non-staff is permitted on rare occasions upon consideration by the Research Council and after the necessary amendments are made to the reserve’s current regulations.

Coordination of the above-mentioned actions with other governmental authorities may be required.

For example, when carrying out the actions mentioned above in the Forest Fund, the following variants are possible:

9. Transfer of forest areas to the category of non-forest areas for forestry-related purposes and exploitation of the Forest Fund. Such a transfer may be done by appropriate forest authorities. 

10. Transfer of forest areas to the category of non-forest areas for non-forestry-related purposes and exploitation of the Forest Fund. Such a transfer may be done in compliance with Russian Government Decree #1200 On the Procedure for the Transfer of Forest Areas to the Category of Non-Forest Areas for Non-Forestry-Related Purposes, Exploitation of the Forest Fund, and/or Requisitioning of the Forest Fund Area. 

The following activities should be coordinated with the regional centers of sanitary and epidemiological regulation for ratification of fulfillment of anti-epidemiological enterprises and for purposes of meeting sanitary and hygienic rules and standards:

· choice of plots of land for construction purposes; 

· settlements planning and arrangement; 

· designing, construction and reconstruction of buildings and networks, putting them into operation; 

· choice of water sources to be used for water supply and recreation; 

· water supply for drinking and household purposes; 

· garbage collection, recycling, disposal and reutilization. 

Construction and reconstruction of buildings should be coordinated with the regional offices of the Ministry of Internal Affairs’ Fire Control Service for fire prevention.

Coordination of allocation areas of buildings, as well as expert examination of construction projects and other town-planning documents, should be done by regional or municipal architecture and construction authorities of the Russian State Committee on Construction, Housing and Communal Complex.

In supplying drinking water to people living inside the reserve, all actions must be coordinated with the Russian Center for Sanitary and Epidemiological Regulation. The licensing of water consumption by regional offices of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources is required only when the drinking and household water requirements of reserve residents, construction of buildings, piers and other structures (except for water-detention structures), involve one or more of the following:

· stationary, mobile and floating structures for mechanical and self-flowing diversion from surface water objects; 

· drainage systems to be used for communal and household waste disposal into surface water objects; 

· dams, sluices and other water-regulating constructions (including temporary dams); 

· hydroelectric power stations (reservoir, diversion, tidal, pumped-hydro-storage stations). 

State nature reserves do not need a license for water usage when exploiting water objects without application of constructions, engineered features and facilities (general water use).

To supply water to reserve residents, state nature reserves may use underground waters not listed in the state registry, and construct and use wells for the first water-bearing horizon if the latter is not used as a source of drinking water. 

Borehole drilling for central and decentralized water supplies requires a license. Underground water usage for a drinking water supply may be licensed by the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources and its local authorities in compliance with the Regulation on Licensing Procedure for Drilling adopted by Russian Supreme Soviet Decree #3314-1 (June 15, 1992).

Decisions on the entry of reserves into associations and other profit and non-profit organizations, establishment of companies, self-supporting laboratories and other enterprises, whether or not associated with direct nature exploitation inside reserves, on the basis of reserves, can only be made by the Research Councils.

Consider invalid the Letter of Instruction from the Russian Ministry of Ecology (February 19, 1992 #268/NG) On Restricted Economic Activity within Territories of the State Nature Reserves.

The above information should be made known to the staff of all reserves.

A. M. Amirkhanov,
Head of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources’ Department
of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety

Resolution of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources Board 

(October 11, 2000 #16-1)

On the Current State and Aims of the System of Natural Protected Territories
of Federal Significance in Russia
The existing federal system of Natural Protected Territories includes 99 state nature reserves (zapovedniks), 35 national parks, 67 small state nature reserves (zakazniks), and 28 natural landmarks of federal significance. The network of zapovedniks and national parks has expanded substantially since 1992: 25 new zapovedniks and national parks covering a combined area of 16.7 million hectares have been created, while the territories of 20 reserves have been increased by a combined area of 2.5 million hectares.

At the same time, Russia's state preserves and national parks, especially the newest ones, have had a bad time over the last 10 years due to a lack of funding. Effective operation of the Natural Protected Territories is often hindered by interdepartmental segregation. In general, the practice of preservation and development of Natural Protected Territories needs to be improved. 

The Board decrees:

11. The Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety (Mr. Amirkhanov) shall prepare by January 30, 2001: 

· A Draft Action Plan to ensure the support of the system of state nature reserves and national parks over the period of 2001–2005; 

· The Department shall continue work on establishing 3 new state zapovedniks (in the Altai Republic and the Kostroma and Tver Regions) and 2 national parks (in Primorski Krai and Khabarovsk Territory), on expanding the territories of existing nature zapovedniks, optimizing their boundaries, forming Biosphere Yards and merging them with the zapovedniks over the period of 2001–2005; 

· During the year 2001, the Department shall present suggestions on the step-by-step transfer of the following natural protected territories of federal significance to the authority of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources: 

· State nature zapovedniks: Kedrovaya Pad, Ussuriysky, Dalnevostochny Morskoy (Primorski Krai) currently under the authority of the Russian Academy of Sciences; 

· State zakazniks: Barsovy (Primorski Krai), Khekhtsirsky (Khabarovsk Territory), Khingano-Arkharinsky (Amur Region), Frolikhinsky (Republic of Buryatia), Sochinsky (Krasnodar Territory) currently under the authority of the Russian Ministry of Agriculture; 

· The Department shall analyze and estimate the financial support of the system of federal nature zapovedniks and national parks, determine priorities and prepare suggestions for consideration at the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources Board Meeting in December, 2000. 

12. The heads of the local branches shall: 

· Ensure the organization of biodiversity and landscape preservation actions that do not require immediate creation of ground environment and funding from the federal budget, including the practice of reservation of important natural complexes; 

· Acknowledge the harmonic combination of the interests of preservation of natural heritage and the social and economic development of the regions as a necessary prerequisite for creation of new natural protected territories. 

13. Authorize the Vice-Mayor of Saint Petersburg (the Head of the Committee on City Property Management) to ensure that this decree is fulfilled. 

B. A. Yatskevich,
Chairman of the Board 

Selected Facts on National Parks in 1999

May 1999 – The Russian Federal Forestry Service held a Board meeting to discuss the state of national parks. The Board’s Resolution noted that, in spite of positive changes in the work of the parks, there are still problems, especially in protecting restricted territories, as well as in developing tourism and recreation. Unfortunately, due to the recent reorganization of the nature protection administration, a thorough analysis of the activities of national parks is impossible today. However, even the data currently available affords a basis on which to evaluate the effectiveness of reserve staff.

In 1999, the combined number of national park staff rose from 3,577 to 4,188 (17%). At the same time, the inspectorate increased by only 6% (to 1,986 people). Given that only some of the violations committed in national parks are reported, one important way to estimate the parks' efficiency is by the number of violation reports file. A total of 2,462 reports were drawn up in 1999 (or 298 more than in 1989). The number of spot-checks increased substantially, as well (from 3,050 in 1998 to 5,228 in 1999). More spot-checks, however, do not necessarily mean more violations reported. For example, although Valdaysky National Park checked almost twice as many spots in 1999 as in 1998, there were 27% fewer reports in 1999. In Nechkinsky National Park, only 84 violation reports were filed after 722 checks. The overall effectiveness of the checks dropped as compared to 1998, to as little as 0.47 reports per check. To be fair, not all the parks are so inefficient. For instance, a total of 57 reports were filed after 28 checks in Pribaykalsky National Park, 85 reports after 40 checks in Ugra National Park, 131 reports after 36 checks in Vodlozersky National Park.

It is not enough to file a violation report; one must also find the culprit, bring him or her to account, and impose a fine. Only 700,000 rubles in fines were collected in 1998, and that was only 27% of the fines claimed. In 1999, this sum rose by as much as 62%; but the amount of the fines collected increased insignificantly, by only 41 thousand rubles. 

What are the violations most often committed in national parks? About a third of the reports deal with violations of fishing and hunting regulations; another third with unauthorized logging and violations of fire regulations in forests; and the rest with other violations of the parks' nature preservation regulations. This is, however, just the overall picture. For instance, a total of 38 violation reports were filed in Chavash Varmanye National Park in 1999, 36 of which deal with violations of fire regulations. There are hardly any objections to checks for this type of violation, but it is definitely not the only violation that the park's administration should check for!

National park rangers confiscated a total of 109 firearms and 2,070 prohibited fishing gears in 1999 (as opposed to 21 and 1,263 units, respectively, in 1998).

The efficiency of national park rangers depends largely on the equipment they use. The situation here improved overall in 1999; however, it is still far from satisfactory. More than half of all park rangers still have no uniforms. This is due not only to a lack of funding but also to a lack of will on the part of the parks’ directors. The Ugra National Park solved its uniform problem though it has no more money than other parks.

In 1999, the national parks received a total of 46.3 million rubles from the federal budget (33% more than the previous year). Including the parks' own funds and other sources of financing, their total outlay reached 102.8 million rubles as opposed to 72.1 million rubles in 1998. Most of the money went to pay salaries and cover general production costs (more than 54% of the total sum). This means that the actual cost of maintaining national parks (56.1 million rubles) exceeds the amount allotted for this whole system both from the federal and regional budgets (53.3 million rubles). Such a large appetite on the part of national parks is understandable when their costs are repaid with usury with their own funds. For example, the Sochinsky National Park receives 3.5 million rubles from the budget and spends twice that (7.4 million rubles); however, this amount is a little over half its total budget. Therefore, there is enough funding left for the fundamental work the park was actually established for. It is harder to understand the administrations of the Zabaikalsky and Kurshskaya Kosa National Parks that use all the funding they receive plus a large share of their own funds (69.6% and 76.5% of total expenditure, respectively). Kurshskaya Kosa national park has repeatedly been cited as a notable one; indeed, it is one of the best parks in the country. The park’s director should not take offence at these words, but he should analyze and adjust the structure of outlay. This national park is the country's smallest, but only one other park spends more on its maintenance (not counting the park's museum) – the Sochinsky National Park.

From the above it should be clear that the expenditure for nature conservation enterprises, education and area development average out to less than a half of the total expenditure. In all the parks on average, the expenditure for landscape, environmental enterprises and enterprises for establishment of tolerant green plantations totals 18.5%; for anti-fire measures, pest and disease control measures in forests, 9.9%; for development of recreational zones, ecological and tourist routes, 7.4%; for bio-technical enterprises, 4.9%.

Expenditures for different kinds of activities vary greatly. For instance, landscape, environmental enterprises and enterprises for establishment of tolerant green plantations amount to 41.6%, 45.3% and 51.8% of the total expenditure in Meshchersky, Prielbrusye and Meshchera National Parks, respectively. On the other hand, the same enterprises amount to as little as 0% to 2% of the expenditure in Vodlozersky, Zabaikalsky and Paanayarvi National Parks. The highest relative amounts are allotted for area development in Paanayarvi (22.3%), Sochinsky (19.3%) and Bashkiria (16.1%) National Parks.

The data cited here is by no means a way to evaluate the work of each national park. However, even this brief analysis shows the difference of approaches to park management in some of them.

V. Popov,
Member of the Biodiversity Conservation Center staff

«CHARITABLE GRANTS»
John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation
Research and Writing Grants for Individuals 
(Initiative in Russian Federation and Post-Soviet States), 2000 

Environment and Society
Nikita Evgenievich Barsuk, Ashghabat, Turkmenistan
Ecological Monitoring and Remediation of Oil Spills at Petroleum Industrial Enterprises on the Eastern Coast of the Caspian Sea

Tatiana Aleksandrovna Bek, Moscow, Russia
Northern Karelia: Memories of Last Year's Snow

Vladimir Viktorovich Bologov, Zapovedny, Russia
A 21st Century without Poison

Irina Viktorovna Butorina, Mariupol, Ukraine
Key Elements of Environmental and Economic Revival in the Priazovie Region

Alla Gennadievna Galanevich, Lipetsk, Russia
Environmental Assessment: a Legal Mechanism for Public Participation in Decision-Making on the Regional Level (Case Study of Lipetsk Region)

Boris Ilich Gartsman, Vladivostok, Russia
Dynamics of Riverbed Processes under Conditions of Economic Development of Small- and Medium-Sized River Valleys in the Southern Region of Russia's Far East

Suren Vladimirovich Gazarian, Krasnodar, Russia
Monitoring Colonies of Cheiroptera in 'Canyon' Cave and Developing Protection Measures

Vadim Konstantinovich Goncharov, St. Petersburg, Russia
Assessment of the Environmental Impact of Natural Gas and Oil Leakages from Seabed Pipelines

Mikhail Vladimirovich Gubinskii, Dnepropetrovsk, Ukraine
Utilizing the Energy Potential of Biomass in the Context of Ukraine's Transitional Economy

Gaip Khudainazarov, Ashgabat, Turkmenistan
Assessment of the Technogenic Pressure Associated with the Agricultural Development of New Areas in the Shakhsenem Mountains (Tashauz Aral Sea Area)

Konstantin Aleksandrovich Korotenko, Moscow, Russia
Chemical Weapons Dumped in the Baltic Sea: Facts, Trends, and Predictions concerning a Possible Environmental Disaster

Vladimir Nikolaevich Krainiuk, Karaganda, Russia
Estblishing Sustainable Fishing in Rivers and Lakes of the Karaganda Region

Aleksandra Andreevna Liapina, Moscow, Russia
The Environmental Dimensions of Russia's National Heritage

Oleg Grigorievich Listopad, Kiev, Ukraine
The Tradition of Preserving Sacred Wells as an Effective Method of Protecting Water Sources 

Kim Semionovich Losev, Moscow, Russia
Environmental Issues and Prospects for Russia's Sustainable Development at the Turn of 21st Century

Viktor Mikhailovich Maslennikov, Moscow, Russia
What Price Clean Air?

Irina Ivanovna Moiseikina, Kiev, Ukraine
Environmental Problems of Geothermal Power Plants

Andris Vladimirovich Ozolinysh, Vladivostok, Russia
Developing a Network of Protected Sea Areas in Russia's Far East

Aleksei Vladilenovich Pavlov, Kazan, Russia
Saving the Orsini Viper in Northern Steppe Areas of Tatarstan

Boris Aleksandrovich Revich, Moscow, Russia
Dioxin Pollution as a Possible Cause of Breast Cancer

Yuri Filippovich Rozhkov, Olekminsk, Russia
Assessing Environmental Risks of Gold Mining in Eastern Siberia

Elena Vasilievna Sadchenko, Odessa, Ukraine
Land Use and Biodiversity Preservation in Coastal Areas of Ukraine: Economic and Environmental Know-How for Local Governments 

Andrei Olegovich Selivanov, Moscow, Russia
The Coastal Catastrophe around the Sea of Azov: Sea Level Changes, Living Conditions of Local Populations, and Sustainable Development Strategies

Igor Petrovich Semiletov, Vladivostok, Russia
Global Warming in the Arctic

Irina Vladimirovna Shmytova, Kaluga, Russia
The Ecology of Rare and Endangered Butterflies (Lepidoptera) of the Kaluga Region

Andrei Olegovich Shubin, Moscow, Russia
The Importance of Lake Systems in Southwestern European Russia for the Conservation of Migrating Water Birds

Yuri Zinovievich Shur, St. Petersburg, Russia
Methods of Calculating and Evaluating Indices for a Forest Fire Insurance System (Case Study of the Leningrad Region)

Valeri Konstantinovich Spinu, Chisinau, Moldova
Energy and Water Resource Management Strategies for Sustainable Rural Development

Olga Viktorovna Turkovskaia, Saratov, Russia
Oil Pipeline Damages in the Saratov Region: Biological and Social Aspects

Ruslan Abdibaetovich Umaraliev, Osh, Kyrgyzstan
An Applied Model for Predicting Landslides as a Basis for National Landslide Monitoring Procedures

Elza Ivanovna Valeeva, Tiumen, Russia
The Role of Wetlands in the Sustainable Development of Northwestern Siberia

Mikhail Nikolaevich Valivach, Pavlodar, Russia
A Preliminary Study of the Reproductive and General Health of Female Adolescents Residing in an Environmentally Hazardous Region

Ivan Ivanovich Vasenev, Kursk, Russia
Reducing Environmental Risks of Land Use for Regional Sustainable Development

Viktor Maksimovich Yemets, Voronezh, Russia
Diversity of Soil Organisms in Usmansky Pine Forest (Central Russia): Long-Term Transformations in Nature Reserves and Recreational Areas and Conservation Methods

Perizat Abdykairovna Yesenbekova, Almaty, Kazakhstan
Biodiversity Preservation and Practical Use of Entomophagous Wasps in Anthropogenic Biotopes in the Foothill Zone of the Zailiysky Alatau Mountain Range

Mikhail Erofeevich Zhmud, Vilkovo, Ukraine
Pelicans' Right to Exist in Ukrainian Coastal Areas of Black Sea

Human Rights (extracts)

Andrei Igorevich Kozlov, Moscow, Russia
The Stress of Modernization for Indigenous Populations of the Russian North 

Law and Society (extracts)

Andrei Marlenstovich Aranbaev, Ashghabat, Turkmenistan
Monitoring Activities and the Environment for Non-Governmental Organizations in Turkmenistan

Sergei Iurievich Chucha, Omsk, Russia
Emerging Social Partnerships in Regions of the Russian Federation: Trends and Prospects (Case Study of the Omsk Region)

Midkhat Khabibovich Farukshin, Kazan, Russia
Federalism and Legal Separatism in Russia (Study of Republics of the Volga and Ural Regions: Bashkortostan, Chuvash, Mariy-El, Mordovia, Tatarstan, and Udmurtia)

Viktoria Talikovna Tagirova, Nizhni Novgorod, Russia
The Legal and Regulatory Environment for the Development of Small-Scale Financial Support in Russia

Anu Yri Toots, Tallinn, Estonia
Local Governments’ Information Services and Their Effect on People’s Political Activity 

Peace and Security (extracts)

Nina Vasilievna Kononkova, Blagoveshchensk, Russia
The International Economic Activity of Russia's Far East and Russia's National Security in the 1990s

Irina Aleksandrovna Lambaeva, Ulan-Ude, Russia
Implementing the Law on Baikal in Ethnic Communities of the Baikal Region

Liudmila Ivanovna Ledeneva, Moscow, Russia
Russian Students Abroad: Their Prospects of Returning to Russia

Aleksandr Anatolievich Sergunin, Nizhni Novgorod, Russia
International Security on the Threshold of the Third Millennium: New Approaches and Concepts

«ECOLOGICAL EDUCATION»
Fifty Years with Nature 
(The Young Naturalists Group of the All-Russian Society 
of Nature Preservation (ASNP) is Half a Century Old) 

The year 2000 marks the fiftieth anniversary of the Young Naturalists Group of the All-Russian Society of Nature Preservation (ASNP). This group is the second oldest club of young naturalists after the Moscow Zoo's Club of Young Biologists (CYB). The Youth Section of the All-Russian Society of Nature Preservation was established in Moscow by the distinguished zoologist Prof. A. N. Formozov. Later on, it was headed for several years by Moscow University ornithologist K. N. Blagosklonov. However, the group really came into its own under P. P. Smolin, who succeeded in establishing a sure-footed youth association with strong traditions and continuity. He made his favorite principle and slogan “Closer to nature!” a reality and promoted it in this community of young naturalists. Thanks to this, the group has always been intimately associated with Russia’s system of wildlife reserves.

Field trips have always played a leading role in the group’s activities. In the 1950s and ‘60s, group members went on field trips up to three times a week. In May and November, the group usually went to one of the most interesting places of the Moscow Region – the Prioksko-Terrasny Wildlife Reserve near Serpukhov. Many verses were composed here, songs sung, nests found, birds and bats ringed…

PTZ, as young naturalists referred to the reserve (or zapovednik), also played a special part in their lives because of the group’s research approach. This approach guaranteed the right to do serious scientific work under natural conditions. It was implemented brilliantly in the Prioksko-Terrasny Zapovednik. This was due in large part to the indefatigable G. N. Likhachev, one of the Zapovednik's senior researchers. Every year he allowed a team of school children to inspect artificial nesting-places for birds, dormice and bats. With the help of the young naturalists, he set up an enormous plot of nesting boxes that allowed one to research different aspects of the biology of the birds and mammals nesting therein. The maintenance of this large plot was impossible to manage alone; group members were the ones that did it, putting all their effort into it. Work in the PTZ has provided unforgettable and invaluable field experience for several generations of beginning zoologists. Flood-land lakes at water meadows near the Oka River, arid white moss pine forests, spacious clearings and springs in the valley of the Tadenka River are something to remember for the rest of one’s life. Young naturalists have learned to do observations and value facts, to be responsible for the reliability of their reports and not to complain about weariness and bad weather.

After their first field experience, group members usually go further away from Moscow for summer or winter work. They have registered and observed animals at the islands of Kandalakshsky Zapovednik, watched for hours the burrows of bank swallows, ringed ducks and wood-grouse, carried out biological monitoring. Young naturalists have worked in Askania Nova, Tsentralno-Lesnoi, Darvinsky and other resereves. Nowadays, the group usually goes for winter trips to Bryansky Les, Tsentralno-Lesnoi, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Bashkirsky, Laplandsky, Kerzhensky, Khopersky Zapovedniks, and for spring and summer trips to Karadagsky, Prisursky, Kaluzhskiye Zaseki Zapovedniks, and the Solovki Islands. 

The acronym ASNP and the word zapovednik turn out to be closely linked in the minds of future specialists and often predetermine their whole adult lives, directions of research, and environmental attitude.

Another important legacy to the group from its founder is “determined social action”. During his last years, P. P. Smolin associated this legacy primarily with nature conservation. His talk at the opening of the periodic All-Russian School Biological Competition in the crowded Main Biology Auditorium of Moscow State University ended solemnly with the words: “Join the Student Nature Guards!” The wild applause caused serious concern for the safety of lamps and clocks hanging on the walls, as well as the walls themselves.

Not surprisingly, many group members are involved in the nature protection movement, primarily in the Student Nature Guards of the Biology Faculty of Moscow State University. They also join various nature conservation enterprises, especially of zapovedniks. Thanks to their initiatives and efforts, dozens of Natural Protected Territories were established in the Moscow Region as well as in other regions. This work went on even during the worst of times for zapovedniks. For instance, A. L. Mishchenko, a group graduate who has studied the fauna of northwestern European Russia for many years, received the Henry Ford European Conservation Award two years ago for creating two new zapovedniks, Polistrovsky and Rdeysky, located in the Pskov and Novgorod Regions.

Every year, once the field season is over, group members of different ages gather in the forest not far from Moscow for the famous “Green Competition”. Several clubs of young naturalists take part in these field competitions. The children compete both individually and as teams. The contests include bio-registration along a route (describing and mapping all animals, plants and communities seen); botany, zoology and general biology quizzes; and field-skill tests (building campfires, chopping firewood, climbing trees). The winners get special awards.

Although P. P. Smolin died a quarter of a century ago, his system works, and the group he created continues to bring up new specialists in biology and faithful nature guards who think of themselves as defenders of Russian zapovedniks. The succession of generations is retained. Therefore, the old song lyrics are true:

We’ll have no rest ahead; there’s work to do!
P. P. Smolin did not gather us all here in vain!
Ksenia Avilova,
PhD, Senior Researcher, 
Faculty of Biology, Moscow State University

20th Anniversary of Experimental Biological Association

The Experimental Biological Association (EBA) is an education and research subdivision of the Ecology Sector of the Moscow Scientific and Technical Creativity Center for Youth. It was established in 1988 on the basis of the Young Naturalists Group (YNG), which, in turn, started its work at Moscow State University’s Faculty of Biology in 1979 and was officially recognized in April 1980 within the MSU Youth Council of Nature Preservation. YNG, like the EBA later, continued the traditions of research and nature preservation of the Young Naturalists Group of the All-Russian Society of Nature Preservation headed by the gifted pedagogue Pyotr Petrovich Smolin. 

In 1987, the heads of this group were invited to arrange biological work in the Moscow Scientific and Technical Creativity Center for Youth – a school for supplementary education that was then about to open under the aegis of the Academy of Sciences. The work started in June 1988. In addition to the students working in the Young Naturalists Group that formed the Association’s core, many other groups joined with their advisors. A general agenda was drafted and adopted a few years later. The group’s aim was to attract school children to the biological sciences and scientific research. Close and productive ties were quickly established with the tutoring institutions – A. N. Severtsov Institute of Ecology and Evolution, Moscow State University’s Faculty of Biology, Mozhaisky Forestry and several other organizations. Many of these ties are still in effect. In addition to field trips with their EBA groups, the children also participate in the work of these institutions in various regions of the country.

The EBA studies the local flora and fauna; expands and strengthens biological knowledge; and teaches independent research as well as theoretical and applied conservation. The EBA sponsors theoretical, applied, and laboratory courses; bibliographical research; contests; competitions. Field work is also vital since no one can learn to understand and love nature at a distance. That is why the EBA organizes weekend forest trips and longer field expeditions during school vacations. It is during these trips that the children meet the environment, discover the interconnections between the elements of nature, and assist the staff of nature reserves and national parks in studies of their local fauna and flora. 

One-day trips usually mean route observations. Field observations and investigations of the local nature – the start of any field naturalist’s work – are done very effectively. The children learn to keep field diaries, to describe landscapes and biotopes, to recognize plants, to identify birds by their habitats and songs. They also learn diagnostics and photography. 

Longer field trips resemble real scientific expeditions. Tight excursion schedules, field and lab work, and daily reviews help to create an intensive work rhythm. The main aims of the school children’s research are investigation and education. Their projects vary depending on the time of the year. In summer, new students work on the Extranest Activity of Hill Ants Project, the research methods for which are well-established. Group members learn to collect data, record observations, process data correctly, and make deductions. In winter, they work on the Forest Biotope Trees and Bushes without Leaves Project. The knowledge thus acquired is of great help in many other research projects, since the children learn to evaluate biotopes and arrange test plots. Several projects have been repeated over a number of years, and have thus become educational ones, although the students develop their methods themselves.

Group members who pursue their studies for more than a year are thus able to work out study methods for various living creatures based on a consideration of their specifics. Long-term projects include Particular Aspects of the Biology of the Alpine Hare (Fox, Elk, Wild Boar); Insects Inhabiting Stumps and Brushwood Project; Dendrofagous Fungi of Forest Biotopes around the Expedition Base Project, Fauna of Freshwater Reservoir; Flora Diary; Forest Evergreens; etc. Senior group members work on more varied projects, determining objectives and choosing methods independently. Their advisors do just that – they give them advice. As a rule, these projects are more difficult and labor-intensive than the educational ones.

Research projects worked on by senior group members include Interaction of Two Species of Dendrofagous Fungi on the Common Birch; Comparative Nutrition and Ecological Traits of Common and Sand Lizards; Algae in Late Fall and Aspects of their Distribution in Various Reservoirs; and Animals Damaging Trees and Bushes Project. In their quality and detail, many of these projects are superior to the term papers and even the theses of university students.

Evening conferences to review the day's work help the school children to adjust their methods, separate major and minor issues, find the best way to process the data collected. It is here that they find out what other expedition participants have seen and done during the day. All group members participate in these discussions; this, in turn, helps them to develop and improve their public speaking and debating skills.

Work in nature is a vital and labor-intensive part of what the EBA does. The logistics are complex. This work requires knowledge of how to behave in the field and of certain special skills. An expedition participant should know how to chop firewood, pitch a tent, cook, and administer first aid.

Before an expedition, all members participate in a special training session and are assigned specific duties that will make the life of the field team easier. The expedition is managed by an elected group of the most experienced members. Special people responsible for food, equipment, books, stationery, news leaflets, meteorological observations, “Expedition Diary”, and photography are elected. All expedition participants take turns doing camp duty – cooking, guarding the camp, chopping firewood, and buying food.

Given children's physiology and psychology, the intensive fieldwork, duties and evening conferences exhaust them. Therefore, these activities are alternated with recreation – action-oriented games, swimming in summer, singing, contests and competitions. 

On recent winter expeditions, the children have investigated the biology of the greater-spotted woodpecker Dendrocopus major L. Each researcher or group of researchers discovered the regularities of woodpeckers' feeding behavior, types of woodpeckers' 'smith shops' (feeding spots), the number of seeds extracted from each cone versus the number left within, average lengths of different feeding stages (flight for cones, setting a cone up in the 'anvil', pecking, rest etc.), as well as the sizes of home ranges and the existence of two distinct parts – the feeding range and the night range. Work on this project combines diverse methods of data collection and processing. It appeals to students and helps them to master basic analytical skills.

In addition to independent research projects, the children work on large-scale projects together with professional ornithologists. These projects often deal with conservation issues. They include nest registration and ringing of nestlings, activities connected with Bird Day and Bird Watch Day, as well as the annual spring and fall transit bird registrations.

The Moscow Ornithological Society carries out annual registrations of waterfowl (wild ducks, etc.) wintering in Moscow. For over 15 years, group members have participated in this work, registering birds along the whole length of the Yauza River from its head to its estuary. They form five to six registration teams of up to five persons each. While comparing and analyzing the data series, it is easy to trace the population dynamics and the distribution of groups of waterfowl over the river and adjacent areas.

Both the individual and the team projects give students the feel of scientific work, promote love and care towards nature, contribute to an environmental approach and professional outlook. By the time these children graduate from their secondary schools, many group members have published their own papers in conference proceedings and in adult scientific journals.

The EBA has scientific cooperation agreements with several biological institutions, high schools, and scientific and industrial enterprises. Therefore, some of the group's projects become part of research projects of these organizations. Some senior group members join expeditions from these institutions during summer vacations. They help to collect and process data and often carry out some portion of the research work.

The data on rare species acquired by the young naturalists during their work in the Moscow Region were used when creating the Moscow Region Red Data Book. As a result of an expedition to Kenozersky National Park, the list of this Park’s fish species was increased by four new species, one of which (the common muddler) is included in the Russian Red Data Book. Also in Kenozersky, the northernmost point of the zope’s range in Russia was recorded. In Tunkinsky National Park, group members found sites inhabited by fungi included in the Red Data List. 

The children participate in various competitions, contests and conferences – and often win them. During the 1999–2000 academic year, they received more than 20 awards. The Forest Pathfinder computer program took Second Prize at the Effective Protection for Russia's Natural Heritage All-Russian Competition of School Projects. 

During the EBA’s 20 years, there have been numerous discoveries and losses, joys and disappointments. A huge amount of work experience has been amassed. On the basis of this experience, 34 tutorials and recommendations on different aspects of work with school children have been published, as well as three books of students' works. Children working with the EBA have published some 60 articles in various scientific editions.

Since the Young Naturalists Group (later the EBA) was created, more than 300 school children have graduated from it. Most graduates went on to major in biology at various universities and institutes. Many of them became members of Student Nature Guards. EBA graduates work in different biology institutes, conservation organizations and departments. Even those who went into professions outside biology continue to feel warmly towards and protective of nature. Current study groups include children of some of the group’s first members.

N. P. Kharitonov, founding director of the Young Naturalists Group and the EBA, is a George Soros Teacher as well as a Nationally Honored Teacher. He has received awards from the Give Heart to Children First All-Russian Competition of Supplementary Education Teachers, the Sabin Metal Corporation Prize, and the Center for Russian Environmental Policy.

In recent years, in addition to its traditional activities, the EBA has developed new aspects of environmental computer modeling. This work includes the creation of computer databases for biological purposes (e.g. databases on birds 

of the Novgorod, Yaroslavl and Moscow Regions, and the Chuvash Republic, as well as of amphibians and reptiles of Moscow and the Moscow Region), as well as quizzes, games and educational programs such as Forest, Biology, Hares and Carrots, Biological Puzzle, Animals, “Do You Know Birds?”, Forest Pathfinder etc. An educational web site is currently in development. 

N. P. Kharitonov,
Head of the Experimental Biological Association

Correspondent: 
DNTTM,
Donskaya ul. 37
Moscow, 117419 Russia
Tel.: +7(095)954-0734
Fax: +7(095)954-3719
E-mail: nikol@dnttm.ru
Web: http://www.dnttm.ru/~nikol
Presentation of Ecological Education Programs

October 28, 2000 – the Kindest Lesson Competition of the XXI Century Children and Ecology Third International Festival ended in Krasnoarmeysk of the Moscow Region. 

Two awards were given: the Kindest Lesson Prize at the contest of school programs of ecological education; Kindness to Children Prize at the contest of supplementary ecological education programs. 

The competition was organized by the Local Initiatives Fund and the Krasnoarmeysk Town Administration under the aegis of the Russian Federation Commission on UNESCO.

It was supported by UNICEF, the British Council, the Russian Ministry of Culture, the Russian Federal Ecological Fund, the Administration of the Moscow Region, and Shell Exploration and Production Services (Russia). Information support was given by RIA Novosti, Argumenty i Fakty Newspaper (edition of children's publications), and Pionerskaya Pravda Newspaper.

This was the third such Festival to be held. Many organizations helped to develop and publicize it. For example, the Biodiversity Conservation Center, which participated in a previous Festival, presented its experience of the March of Parks Action.

The Environmental Education Centre “Zapovedniks” is another of the Festival’s traditional partners. Thanks to its information support, more and more zapovedniks and national parks participate in the competitions.

This year, Voroninsky, Denezhkin Kamen, Pasvik and Privolzhskaya Lesostep Zapovedniks, as well as Ugra, Vodlozersky, Sochinsky and Pleshcheevo Ozero National Parks, submitted their works for consideration of children's juries. 

O. A. Shokhina, on staff at the Pasvik State Zapovednik, won the Kindest Lesson Prize.

Importantly, the quality of the works submitted for the Competition by Natural Protected Territories is constantly improving. No doubt they will win an even greater number of prizes at the 4th Festival, which is to take place in the Bryansk Region on April 26–29, 2001.

A. Rybakov,
member of the BCC staff
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