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«CURRENT EVENTS»
Russia’s One Hundredth State Nature Reserve

The new Ezri State Nature Reserve was established by a government decree (December 21, 2000, No. 992) that can be considered historic: now Russia has one hundred nature reserves!

The Ezri Reserve (total area: 5,970 hectares) is situated in the mountains of the Northern Caucasus, in the Dzeyrakh district of the Republic of Ingushetia. The reserve borders the Chechen Republic, while a semi-protected buffer zone surrounding the reserve (34,240 hectares) borders Georgia and the Republic of Northern Ossetia – Alania.

The reserve is extraordinarily picturesque and has a high level of biological and landscape diversity. The Dzheyrakhsko-Assinskaya Depression is inhabited by more than 180 rare and endangered species, including strict endemics of the Caucasus not found elsewhere. The background species of mammals include bears, wolves, foxes and wild boars. There are also roes, chamoises, bezoar goats, Daghestan aurochs, badgers, European wild cats, and sometimes lynxes. Of rare bird species, the Caucasian snow cock, golden eagle, and peregrine falcon, among others, have been registered. The reserve contains unique natural sites of high scientific and aesthetic value (a rare subspecies of forest pine Pinus sylvestris spp. Hamata; the Shoansky Glacier; a sea buckthorn grove; the Assa River Canyon, etc.), as well as numerous historic and cultural landmarks. The famous Dzheyrakhsko-Assinsky State Historical and Architectual Museum Reserve is situated within the buffer zone. The Ezri reserve has created a remarkable historical, cultural and natural ensemble in the Republic of Ingushetia that will preserve the natural and historical values of the region and its national heritage.

Like all of Russia’s state nature reserves, Ezri is a site of federal importance and is included in the system of reserves administered by the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources. The Ministry now administers a total of eight state reserves and national parks in the mountains of the Northern Caucasus.

V. B. Stepanitsky

The Baltic Jewel in the Unesco World Heritage Crown

The 24th Session of the World Heritage Committee has decreed that the Kursh Spit should be included in the UNESCO World Heritage List. Documents have been prepared and submitted to UNESCO by GreenPeace Russia jointly with the Natural Heritage Preservation Fund. This action was supported by Dresden Technical University (Germany).

Kursh Spit is famous for its sand dunes, some of the world’s highest. Some are as high as 68 meters. The dunes form an unbroken strip – 70 km long and 300 meters to 1 km wide – along the entire Kursh Peninsula. Thanks to its geographical position and orientation, many bird species migrating from northwestern Russia, the Baltic Region and Finland to central and southern Europe fly over the spit. Up to 20 million birds fly over the spit yearly in spring and autumn. Many of these birds, including white-tailed sea eagles, fish hawk, and about ten other rare and endangered species (including ones listed in the Red Data Books of Russia, Europe and the IUCN Red Data List), stop here for rest and feeding.

The Kursh Spit is also rich with cultural heritage sites. Its unique landscape was formed both by natural processes and human activity. The time when the Kursiai tribe inhabited this land is long gone; however, its ethnographic heritage (personal belongings, household objects, fishing boats) remains intact. The avant-dune (or beach ridge protecting the spit from erosion), the defense constructions (faggots) to prevent sand from shifting, and various archaeological and religious remains, are all remarkable sites relating to history, science and art.

“The natural and cultural ensemble of the spit is unique in that it is a harmonious creation of people and nature” says GreenPeace representative Aleksei Butorin.

At the 24th World Heritage Committee session, the Ferapont Monastery and the Kazan Kremiln were also added to the World Heritage List of cultural sites. There are now 690 sites in 122 countries on the World Heritage List. Of these, 529 have the status of cultural sites, 138 – of natural sites, and 23 – of both natural and cultural sites.

Seventy-one projects from 43 countries were considered at the last UNESCO session.

For further information call Russia’s GreenPeace office (tel. +7 (095) 257-4116, 257-4118, 257-4122) and ask for Eugeny Usov, Polina Malysheva or Gennady Shumkin.

Internet: www.greenpeace.ru
Report on the All-Russian Seminar-Meeting of Directors of State Nature Reserves

November 20–26, 2000: The Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources and the Kavkaz State Nature Biosphere Reserve hosted an All-Russian Seminar-Meeting of Directors of State Nature Reserves to discuss the organization of work at Russia’s state nature reserves. The seminar-meeting was held in Krasnaya Polyana (Krasnodar Krai) and sponsored by the Global Ecological Facility (GEF) Project Russian Biodiversity Conservation.

The seminar-meeting was attended by 153 participants, including the heads of 91 of Russia’s state nature reserves; heads of the natural resources committees of the Republics of Altai, Karachaevo-Cherkessia, Saha (Yakutia), Krasnodar Krai, Amur and Irkutsk Regions; heads of the departments of natural resources of the northwestern and southern regions, as well as of the State Committee on Ecology of the Republic of Bashkortostan; heads and specialists of the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources; heads and specialists of the Global Ecological Facility (GEF) Project Russian Biodiversity Conservation, of the World Wild Fund Russian Office, of the Environmental Education Centre “Zapovedniks”, of the Dersu Uzala Center for Development of Ecological Tourism, of the Center for Russian Environmental Policy, of the Biodiversity Conservation Center, and of several other environmental and scientific organizations and the mass media.
The participants of the seminar-meeting agreed:
1. To generally approve the content of the Draft Work Concept for Russia’s State Nature Reserves.

2. To give the above-mentioned document the following title: Major Goals for Russia’s State Nature Reserves till 2010.

3. To propose that the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources review the above-mentioned document and consider the suggestions presented by meeting participants within 30 days, and submit it for adoption by the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources.

4. To recommend that state nature reserves submit any further suggestions concerning this project to the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources within two weeks.

5. To ask the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources to introduce the Management of Reserves into the structure of the central office of the Ministry within the block of the federal nature preservation service for purposes of improving the management of state nature reserves and national parks. To suggest that the Ministry of Natural Resources create a Federal State Office of the Ministry of Natural Resources in order to improve the coordination and systematic support of scientific research, environmental education, etc., in state nature reserves and national parks.

6. To recommend that the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources draft a departmental document regulating the procedure of interactions between the regional branches of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources and the state nature reserves and national parks.

7. To propose that the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources jointly with the Kavkaz State Reserve prepare and publish the papers given at this meeting.

8. To recommend that the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources investigate the possibility of adding state nature reserves to the list of organizations working according to the watch method.

9. To recommend that the Krasnodar Krai Committee of Natural Resources, the Kavkaz State Nature Reserve and the Association of Reserves and National Parks of the Northern Caucasus extend trans-border cooperation with nature conservation bodies and natural protected territories of the Republic of Abkhazia in environmental protection and protection of biodiversity and landscape diversity.

10. To note the exceptional importance of regular seminars for heads of reserves. To suggest that the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources and the Global Ecological Facility (GEF) Project Russia’s Biodiversity Conservation hold another All-Russian seminar for heads of reserves and national parks in 2002. And devote this seminar to working with the local populations around the reserves and parks.

11. To note the significant role of the Environmental Education Centre “Zapovedniks” in preparing and training reserve and national park staff.

12. To support the initiative of the EEC “Zapovedniks” to create a specialized visit centre in Moscow called the Moscow Reserve Embassy.

13. To note the significant role of Zapovednyye Ostrova and Zapovedny Vestnik Newspapers in publicizing the reserves.

14. To recommend that the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources sign an agreement with the Russian Ministry of Education on joint efforts in ecological education on the basis of specially protected natural territories.

15. To express gratitude to the Governors of the Khanty-Mansiy and Yamalo-Nenets Regions, as well as to the heads of territorial administrations, for long-term financial support of Malaya Sosva, Yugan and Verkhne-Tazov state nature reserves.

16. To recommend that the Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources study the possibility of conducting in-depth analyses of state nature reserves’ effectiveness.

17. To express gratitude to the Kavkaz Resreve for its work in organizing this seminar-meeting.

Provided by the Department of Environmental Protection 
and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources

The Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks Holds Seminar to Discuss Results of Joint Efforts on its Natural Protected Territories

October 30 to November 6, 2000: The Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks held a seminar to discuss the results of joint efforts on its natural protected territories. The seminar was held in Shushenskoye Village (Krasnoyarsk Krai) and hosted by the Sayano-Shushen Biosphere Reserve, the Khakas Reserve and Shushen Bor National Park. In was supported by the Global Ecological Facility Project Russian Biodiversity Conservation and by the World Wild Fund Project Ensuring Long-Term Preservation of the Altai and Sayan Ecological Region.

Participants included heads and members of Association organizations, of its Learned Council, of reserves; heads and staff of regional state nature preservation bodies; researchers from several scientific institutes and high schools; as well as GEF and WWF representatives.

Due to the length of the seminar’s resolution, we are unable to publish it in full here. What follows are those points which, in the opinion of the editor, may be of interest to colleagues who are not members of the association.

1. The seminar participants recommended that a permanent action group of Natural Protected Territories of the Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks be set up for purposes of protecting rare species (snow leopard, argali, musk deer, rare bird species). The experience of Far Eastern reserves should be considered and special attention paid to spot-checks.

The Regulations on the Action Group of Natural Protected Territories of the Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks should be established by November 30, 2000. The intra-reserve decrees on assigning inspectors for the Action Group should be written. The Action Group’s agenda for 2001 should be prepared.

A program of yearly training seminars for Guard Services of Natural Protected Territories of the Association should be drafted. An application for a grant to create and support an Action Group, as well as to conduct yearly training seminars for Guard Services of Natural Protected Territories of the Association, should be written.

The Department of Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources should be asked to support the creation of the Action Group of Natural Protected Territories of the Association.

2. The consolidation of the scientific potential of the Association’s natural protected territories depends largely on the formation of workgroups to handle specific programs within the Association. The application of the creative potentials of the association’s natural protected territories to regional conservation, research and environmental education programs should produce good results.

It is vital that a scientific center be established within the Association for purposes of forming joint action groups to pursue the main goals of reserves, national parks, and other natural protected territories in the region:

· monitoring and preservation of rare animals species and their communities in southern Siberia on the basis of research and conservation efforts within the natural protected territories;

· developing joint projects on environmental education and ecological tourism;

· assuring continued support of the Nature Annals with the aim of providing ecological monitoring within the region;

· developing regional aspects of the concept of reserves;

· analyzing the current state of the natural protected territories’ network, evaluating its importance for the preservation of the landscape and biological diversity, nature conservation, scientific research and environmental education;

· analyzing regional peculiarities of interactions between the reserves and the local population and suggestions for their optimization; actions aimed at increasing the importance of the natural protected territories in the sustainable development of the region, preservation of the traditional forms of land use;

· optimizing the internal functional structure of the Association’s natural protected territories.

A database on availability of specialists for natural protected territories shall be created. A training program for the staff of the Association’s natural protected territories shall be set up.

Supporting the Nature Annals and inventories of flora and fauna is a priority of the scientific work of the Association’s natural protected territories. A special forest survey shall be conducted within the Association’s natural protected territories in accordance with the program considering the requirements of the reserve regime.

The development of a joint information system (e-library) on biodiversity of the flora and fauna in the Altai-Sayan eco-region within the framework of the Association is desirable. This information system would aim to: increase the joint efforts of the reserves within the Altai-Sayan Eco-region; to speed up the exchange of information; to adjust the various scientific information on the state of biodiversity to solving nature conservation problems; and to promote knowledge of ecology and nature conservation in the region and adjacent territories.

3. The first stage of the project Monitoring of Rare Plants and Animals Species of the Region on the Basis of the Association’s Research and Conservation Work planned for 2000 produced a number of programs on several plant and animal species developed in several of the Association’s natural protected territories.

The seminar agreed on how to structure the programs.

The second stage calls for the publication in 2000 of the Association’s scientific works in a book to be entitled Rare Animals of the Altai-Sayan Eco-region.

4. The Training Section on Application of the TURBOVEG Standard European Package of Geobotanic Databases both trained scientific research staff of the Association’s natural protected territories and systematically supported geo-botanical research.

It was recommended that TURBOVEG be adopted as the standard package of geo-botanical databases for the Association’s member reserves. It is vital that the primary documents describing the basic elements of biodiversity (geo-botanical and floristic descriptions, herbarium labels, descriptions of species habitats and ecosystems) be unified.

5. Environmental education aims both to form a positive image of the reserve in the mind of the local population and to increase eco-tourism.

The participants of the seminar recommended:

· developing a joint plan for ecological tours in the Association’s reserves and the national parks;

· developing ecological tourism in the Association’s reserves and the national parks;

· conducting a demonstration tour at the next Seminar;

· applying for a GEF grant to Develop Eco-tourism in the Association’s Reserves and National Parks and to Conduct Training Tours.

6. The importance of the joint project of the Sayano-Shushen and Khakas Reserves on Establishing the Yeniseyskiye Ostrova Natural Protected Territory on the Basis of the Sayano-Shushen and Khakas State Reserves was confirmed. This project has been supported by the Krasnoyarsk Krai and by the Khakas Republic but has not yet been completed.

7. The title of the IRBIS Information Bulletin should be confirmed as it meets all requirements.

With the aim of creating a network of bulletin correspondents, the directors of reserves and national park shall make certain staff members responsible for the regular submission of materials to the bulletin every month.

8. The Association’s Agenda for 2001 should include:

· Reserves and Ecological Aspects of Nature Exploitation, a scientific and applied conference to be held in the Katun State Biosphere Reserve on July 25–28, 2001;

· events connected with the anniversaries of the Sayano-Shushen (25th), Khakas (10th), and Katun (5th) reserves.

9. The seminar wrote to the Head of the Department of Natural Resources of the Siberian Federal District and asked that he be aware of the Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks and its desire to cooperate on important issues of preservation of biological and landscape diversity in Siberia in the work of the Sub-Department of Natural Protected Territories of the Department of Natural Resources of the Siberian Federal District.

In addition, planned natural protected territories and the optimization of their networks in the Altai-Sayan Region were discussed within the framework of the seminar.

Natural protected territories are planned by local specialists and experts. This work is supervised by the Association and supported by the WWF.

Krasnoyarsk Krai

Biosphere proving grounds in the Sayano-Shushen Biosphere Reserve (219,000 hectares) and the Bolshaya Pashkina Refuge (30,000 hectares) are being planned. These projects have been approved by the heads of the regional administrations.

Kemerovo Region

Three regional refuges are under consideration.

Altai Krai

The cluster area of the Tighirek Reserve (119,000 hectares), and the Gornaya Kolyvan’ National Park (118,000 hectares) are under consideration.

Altai Republic

The Yungur cluster area of the Katun Reserve (180,000 hectares) is being planned. The pre-project coordination is done with the organizations and departments concerned.

Tuva Republic

The Ubsunurskaya Kotlovina Reserve project, nine clusters with a total area of 323,000 hectares, will be reconsidered. The territory has been described physically and geographically; its typicality has been evaluated; its borders defined and described; and an explication of lands prepared.

Khakas Republic

Two small natural parks are planned: Iyussky Park (27,000 hectares), and Ivanovskiye Ozera Park (36,000 hectares). Decisions concerning the organization of these natural protected territories have been received from the heads of the regional administrations.

Eastern Kazakhstan Region of the Kazakh Republic

The Katon-Karagay National Park is being planned (430,000 hectares). The planned territory is being coordinated with the authorities and given technical and economic support. The schedule of papers’ adoption by the republican authorities is being coordinated.

Thus, seven natural protected territories of different statuses (with a combined area of roughly 1,250,000 hectares) are currently being planned in the Altai-Sayan eco-region. In addition, five more natural protected territories (total area 300,000 hectares) are under consideration. The preliminary results of efforts to optimize the network of natural protected territories in the Altai-Sayan eco-region were discussed at the Seminar. The Association of Yenisei Reserves and National Parks is conducting and supervising these efforts. In all the abovementioned regions, groups of experts have been formed for this purpose. The preliminary results were discussed at the seminar, systematic approaches considered, the structure of the final report coordinated and adopted.

Reserve Staff Day at the Botchin Reserve

October 14, 2000: Botchin State Nature Reserve was among the Russian reserves to celebrate Reserve Staff Day, a professional holiday. The reserve suggested that the district’s conservation organizations hold a Green Town March that day. The initiative was supported by town and district authorities alike.

In anticipation of the holiday, a photography exhibition – The World of Protected Nature – opened on October 3, 2000 at the Town Museum of Local Lore. Ninety works by members of the reserve staff were on display.

October 14 turned out to be an amazingly warm and calm day. By ten a.m. the first Green Town Marchers (students from Vocational School No. 19) had arrived at Victory Square carrying banners and transparencies. By 11 a.m. the whole Square was bright with balloons, posters, banners and transparencies. On the town’s main street, a large banner read: “Botchin Reserve is the common property of this town and all Russia”.

The march was led by the Town Mayor; heads and staff of conservation departments and organizations of the district and the town; representatives of town and district administrations and of the Department of Education; cultural officials; environmental activists; and students from the town’s secondary and vocational schools. Some 360 people marched accompanied by nature conservation slogans. After the march, a rally was held in front of the Town Culture Hall. The rally was opened by Yu. L. Grigoryev, Head of the Town and the District. In his speech, Grigoryev noted the significant role of the reserve in promoting ecological awareness among the local public. He also touched upon several local environmental problems. Other speakers included the heads of the reserve, of the Regional Ecology Committee, of Forestry, and of the Hunting and Fishing Society. Members of the public also spoke. After the rally, a concert was held in honor of the reserve staff. A contest of children’s pavement drawings was also held.

Irina Kostomarova,
Botchin Reserve
Work Group Meets in Alma-Ata to Discuss Inclusion of Natural Monuments in Kazakhstan in Unesco's World Heritage List

On December 25, 2000, a work group met in Alma-Ata to discuss the inclusion of natural monuments in the Republic of Kazakhstan in UNESCO's World Heritage List.

Meeting participants included: the head of the UNESCO section in the Kazakh Ministry of International Affairs; coordinator of the Kazakh National Committee’s UNESCO section cultural heritage project R. R. Muzzafarov; National Committee Chairman of UNESCO Program Man and the Biosphere I. I. Seversky; Kazakh Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection representative N. A. Bebekin; Academician I. O. Baitullin; Tengese-Korgalzhinsky Lakes Project coordinator G. T. Ablaikhanova; and representatives from non-governmental organizations.

The work group discussed those Kazakh nature sites nominated for inclusion in the World Heritage List as well as the situation and composition of the work group.

It was observed that at present not a single natural or cultural Kazakh monument is included in the abovementioned List, though Kazakhstan has many monuments worthy of that status. Today the List includes only three monuments in Central Asia: two in Uzbekistan and one in Turkmenistan.

The work group nominated the following natural monuments for inclusion in the World Heritage List: Steppe Turgai, Kurgaldjinsky State Nature Reserve, North Tien Shan, Altyn-Emel State National Park, Aksu-Djabaglinsky State Nature Reserve, Ile-Alatausky State National Park, Burabai-Kokshetau State National Nature Park, Bayanaulsky and Karkaralinsky State National Parks, Ustyurtsky State Nature Reserve, Kazakhstan Altai.

Of these monuments top priority was given to:

1. Steppe Kazakhstan — Steppe Lakes (Kurgaldjinsky and Naurzumsky Nature Reserves);

2. Altyn-Emel State National Nature Park;

3. Aksu-Djabaglinsky State Nature Reserve;

4. North Tien Shan — Ile-Alatausky State National Nature Park.

The work group agreed to complete brief descriptions of these nominations by January 15, 2001, for a draft list of Kazakhstan Natural Monuments nominated for inclusion in UNESCO’s World Heritage List.

The work group proposed that a Coordinating Board be set up under the Kazakh Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection. Further coordination of the nomination process should be handled by G. T. Ablaikhanova, coordinator of Tengese-Korgalzhinsky Lakes Project.

From the web newspaper 
Kazahkstan EcoPravda

«DECISION-MAKING ISSUES»

NEW LEGAL ACTS
Departmental Letter of January 5, 2001

Concerning the Interaction of Regional Authorities Under the Russian Ministry 
of Natural Resources With State Nature Reserves
and National Parks

The Russian Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) announces the following system for interaction between its regional authorities and those state nature reserves and national parks under the MNR.

MNR regional departments participate in the management of subordinate state nature reserves and national parks as follows:

· they exercise control over conservation activities of state nature reserves and national parks, observation of territorial regime and the state of natural complexes and monuments;

· they examine and coordinate plans for forestry activities of state nature reserves and national parks concerning the volumes of timber cutting and reforestation;

· they delegate representatives to nature reserve and national park technical-scientific boards as needed;

· they include directors of nature reserves and national parks in the work of regional collegial boards;

· they involve nature reserves and national parks in:

· regional protected natural areas network planning as well as providing regime control over these areas;

· collaborative work to conserve biodiversity, in particular terrene fauna and sea bio-resources in areas adjacent to nature reserves and national parks;

· preparation of annual reports on the state of the environment in the corresponding entities;

· coordination of land and mountain plots assignment within nature reserves and national park buffer zones, including the lands of other stakeholders not excluded from economic use;

· they involve specialists from nature reserves and national parks in the work of State Ecological Inspection expert commissions, primarily the inspection of sites which may damage nature reserves and national park complexes;

· they review the results of the research and ecological monitoring from nature reserves and national parks, including the Nature Chronicles Program;

· they solve problems to do with extending the borders of nature reserves and national parks and the creation of their protected zones;

· they assist nature reserves and national parks in obtaining funding from regional budgets as well as from non-budgetary sources.

State nature reserves and national parks collaborate with regional MNR bodies on issues of natural heritage, biodiversity conservation and landscape variety. Their main responsibilities are:

· to provide MNR regional departments with:

· the results of research and ecological monitoring held in nature reserves and national parks;

· information about the status of protected natural complexes/monuments and the results of efforts to protect them;

· materials needed to prepare annual reports on the state of the environment in the corresponding entities;

· other records for the MNR;

· they make proposals to regional bodies on how best to use nature reserve and national park protection services to ensure biodiversity conservation in adjacent areas;

· they make proposals to regional bodies concerning the organization of protected natural areas (PNAs) of regional value as well as how to use the potential of nature reserve/national park conservation to ensure protection and control in regional PNAs;

· they make suggestions on co-active participation in conservation and ecological education of the population;

· they include representatives of other regional authorities in technical-scientific Boards of nature reserves/national parks for conservation and protection.

First Vice Minister
A. F. Poryadin

MNR Decree
№ 118 of February 5, 2001

On MNR Officers Conducting State Eclological Inspections

In accordance with the Statement On the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR), formally endorsed by the governmental Statement № 726 of September 25, 2000, and until the governmental Statements № 718 of July 17, 1996 and № 1344 of October 22, 1997 are amended, I order the following:

1. In the MNR the state ecological inspection, as per Article 70 of the Federal Act «On Environment Protection», is executed by:

· First Vice-Minister, Head of the State Nature Conservation Service;

· Vice-Minister in charge of state control;

· Head of the Department for Nature Conservation and Ecological Safety;

· Head of the State Control Department;

· Deputy Heads of the Department for Natural Conservation and Ecological Safety;

· Deputy Heads of the State Control Department;

· Heads of the divisions, their deputies, senior, leading and other specialists of the Department for Natural Conservation and Ecological Safety;

· Heads of the divisions, their deputies, senior, leading and other specialists of the State Control Department;

· Heads of specialized marine inspections, their deputies and other inspectors of these services;

· Heads of regional natural resource departments;

· Deputy heads of regional natural resources departments, their deputies and senior, leading and other specialists responsible for nature protection, biodiversity conservation, and state control;

· Heads of regional natural resources committees;

· Deputy heads of regional natural resources committees responsible for nature protection, biodiversity conservation and state control;

· Special state protection inspectors of nature reserves and national parks and their deputies, senior and area state inspectors of nature reserves and national parks.

2. Control over the enforcement of the present decree is imposed on the First Vice-Minister A. F. Poryadin and the Vice-Minister A. Y. Hvostov.

Minister 
B. A. Yatskevich

«MARCH FOR PARKS»
A Children's Art Exhibition: “The World of Living Nature“

“Everything drawn by these children is unique, exceptional, amusing, splendid. 
Their pictures contain the genuine emotions and vision that many adults and authorities lack.”

A Russian State Duma deputy

On April 17-22, 2000, a children’s art exhibition called The World of Living Nature was held. The exhibition was organized by the Biodiversity Conservation Center and the State Duma Ecology Committee within the framework of the March for Park 2002 campaign. The exhibition displayed the 20 best pictures from nature reserves and national parks sent to the International March for Parks Contest. This contest has been sponsored since 1995 annually by the Biodiversity Conservation Center.

Over the years thousands of works from nature reserves and national parks, big cities, towns and villages all over Russia and from abroad have been sent to the contest committee. They range from nearly professional paintings to naive and touching works by the youngest entrants. All of these artworks are by children who know nature at first hand, who converse with nature every day. The World of Living Nature through the eyes of children reveals the poetry and the beauty of our planet Earth.

We are extremely happy that, despite all the difficulties, we have received artwork from children in such remote nature reserves as Big Arctic and Vitimsky. We are also glad that increased postage rates and slow mails have not prevented children in Ukraine, Mongolia and Tajikistan from entering these yearly contests.

The best artwork has been displayed at the Russian State Duma. Some drawings and paintings have been selected for publication in Svirel (The Reed Pipe), an ecological journal for children, and as illustrations for an ecology encyclopedia.

In 2000, over 970 works from 30 nature reserves and national parks were considered. Professional judges chose the winners in the World of Living Nature Contest. The winners will be sent publications from The World of Living Nature series. Our congratulations to them!

Elena Orleneva, BCC
«CHARITABLE GRANTS»
Third Grant Round, December 2000: 
Eco-Region Small Grant Program

The third Advisory Board meeting of the Eco-region Small Grant Program took place on December 22, 2000, in Vladivostok. The program is a joint initiative of the United States Agency for International Development (USAID) and the World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF) aimed at biodiversity conservation in the Russian Far East Eco-region. The Grant Board summarized the results of the third grant round and approved financing for 28 proposals (total: $243,806).

Amur Region

Conservation of Nesting Grounds of Rare Birds of the Nora and Selemdja Rivers Basin, Nora State Nature Reserve

Expected Results:

· Research of nesting grounds of rare (listed in the Red data book) bird species;

· Summary report on the status of rare birds;

· Zoning of territory under consideration and inventory of protected areas;

· Documents to support the Nora State Nature Reserve’s inclusion on the Ramsar list;

· Monitoring station involving local school clubs and volunteers.

Protected Areas under the Snow Leopard Brigade’s Protection, Amur Branch of the Socio-Ecological Union

Expected Results:

· Joint raids on the Khingan and Nora state nature reserves to stop poaching and other violations;

· Patrolling of roe deer’s migration routes through the Nora State Nature Reserve;

· Survey of the Selemdzhin district to find a site for a new forest refuge;

· Increased professional skills of at least 40 students through their participation in raids and patrolling activities.

Orlov Federal Wildlife Refuge Begins its Activity, Hunting Department for the Amur Region
Expected Results:

· Infrastructure of the refuge developed through construction of a central base and three guard posts.

Creation of a Model Eco-net at the Khingan State Nature Reserve, Khingan State Nature Reserve

Expected Results:

· Inventory of nature landmarks in Arkharisk district;

· Documents permitting transfer of forests of the State Forest Fund to Khingan State Nature Reserve;

· A network of protected areas of different statuses in the Arkharin and Burein districts.

Inventory of Specially Protected Areas in the Amur Region, Environmental Committee for the Amur Region

Expected Results:

· Inventory of protected areas of the Amur Region as well as maps, tables, and charts;

· Specialists to maintain and update the inventory data.

Northern Ecosystems Should Be Protected, Amur Branch of Socio-Ecological Union

Expected Results:

· Campaigns in the mass media aimed at promoting the conservation of northern ecosystems and the traditional lifestyle of indigenous peoples;

· Field research and a scientific basis for the creation of a new wildlife refuge in Tyndin district.

Khabarovsk Krai

Far Eastern Turtle: To Be or not to Be? Amur Ecological Fund
Expected results:

· Examination of the turtles’ habitats in the lower reaches of the Amur river;

· Assessment of anthropogenic impact on the turtles’ habitats and the state of the turtle population;

· Strategy for Far Eastern Turtle Conservation Measures;

· Documents to support this species’ inclusion in CITES appendix.

The Far Eastern Market of Wildlife Medicines, Krechet (NGO)

Expected results:

· Information on trade in legal wildlife products used in medicine;

· Recommendations to help optimize activities aimed at stopping poaching and protecting fauna species used for medicines;

· Inclusion of above recommendations in nature protection rules and regulations adopted in the Far Eastern Eco-region;

· Information brochure.

We’re Ready for the Creation of an Eco-net, Burein State Nature Reserve

Expected Results:

· A network of protected areas of different statuses based at the Burein State Nature Reserve.

Ecological Security as a Basis for the Development of Eco-tours, Khabarovsk Wildlife Fund (NGO)

Expected Results:

· Eco-tours at the Khekhtsir wildlife refuge;

· Zoning of the refuge's territory;

· Recommendations of eco-tour routes.

Primorye Krai

Development of Uniform Information Reference System called Foreign Trade in Marine Biological Resources of the Russian Far East, and its Introduction at Far Eastern Marine Customs, Vladivostok Branch of the Russian Customs Academy.

Expected Results:

· Uniform information reference system as a tool for proper declaration of and control over legal and illegal export of marine resources, including CITES species;

· Customs officials trained to use this system;

· 50 copies of diskettes distributed among customs posts of the Far Eastern Customs Department.

Field Research and Conservation of Rare and Endangered Birds of Wetlands in the Southern Sikhote-Alin Mountain Range, Lazov State Nature Reserve
Expected Results:

· Census and data on current state of rare bird populations inhabiting Lazov, Chuguev and Olginsky districts;

· Database on birds’ distribution, numbers, nests and nesting grounds, and accumulation sites;

· Inventory of nests and nesting grounds;

· Documents needed to establish two nature landmarks submitted to local environmental committees for their consideration.

Assistance to Natural Forest Regeneration in the Russian Far East, Institute of Forestry at the State Agricultural Academy

Expected Results:

· New technology aimed at minimizing costs and time of reforestation in forest-free areas;

· Improvement of strain composition in low-value stands.

The Living Sea, Institute for Climatology

Expected Results:

· Qualitative and quantitative geological, biological and ecological description of Expedition Bay plus description of land-produced contamination;

· Detailed description of mud (used for medicinal purposes) and laboratory research (sanitary, bacteriological, microbiological, microelement analysis);

· Report sent to Environmental Committee for Primorye Krai;

· Medical mud put under governmental control.

Organization and Hosting of an International Conference called Biodiversity of Northeast Asia, Far Eastern Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences

Expected Results:

· Identification of main problems of biodiversity conservation and nature protection in northeast Asia and adjacent territories;

· Solutions to these problems;

· Suggestions for involving China as a full-scale partner in biodiversity conservation activities.
Training Border Guards in How to Behave on Meeting a Tiger or Leopard, Primorye Krai Society for Nature Protection

Expected Results:

· Border guards trained in three districts of Primorye Krai;

· Distribution to border posts of methodological materials with recommendations from biologists;

· Biologists’ recommendations included in Young Border Guard course.

This is My Home, My Planet (Environmental Center)

Expected Results:

· Basic information on protected areas posted along the roads of Primorye Krai.

Territory- and Site-Oriented Evaluation of Biodiversity in the Far Eastern Eco-region, Pacific Institute of Geography of the Far Eastern Branch of Russian Academy of Sciences

Expected Results:

· Biodiversity evaluation of main biotic groups and territories;

· Suggestions to improve work on Eco-net and promote biodiversity research;

· Set of electronic maps showing natural resources, habitats and biodiversity sites in the southern Far East.

Training of Watch Dogs to Identify Illegally Harvested Biological Resources, State Environmental Committee for Primorye Krai

Expected Results:

· Two watchdogs trained to detect illegally harvested bio-resources;

· Cynologist added to Tiger inspection staff;

· Enclosure for two trained watchdogs.

Creation of Training Center for Studying the Basics of Environmental Protection and Nature Use, Institute for Sustainable Nature Use

Expected Results:

· Infrastructure for studying the basics of environmental protection and nature use by specialists;

· Summer tent camp for studying the basics of eco-tourism;

· Effective protection methods of the eastern Sikhote-Alin.

Creation of System to Monitor Violations of Environmental Protection Legislation, Pacific Institute of Geography of Far Eastern Branch of Russian Academy of Sciences

Expected Results:

· Monitoring system for violations of environmental protection legislation;

· Detailed current information on the environment provided to relevant government offices and users of natural resources.

Environment: Ring of Protected Territories of the Russian Far East, Eco-Patrol (Non-Commercial Partnership)

Expected Results:

· A series of 13 radio programs;

· Six rounds of the “Living Planet” radio competition dedicated to problems of rare flora and fauna.

Sakhalin Region

The Sacred Island, Kuril State Nature Reserve

Expected Results:

· Environmental visit center; methodological materials in three languages;

· Eco-routes through the reserve.

The Living Book, Sakhalin Environment Watch (NGO)

Expected Results:

· Systematization and processing of years of video-materials;

· Reinstatement of the regular Living Book environmental program on regional TV;

· Regular environmental radio program called Nature Radio.

Jewish Autonomous Region

Rest Zone, Society of Hunters and Fishermen of the Jewish Autonomous Region

Expected Results:
· Wildlife game refuge in the Jewish Autonomous Region;

· Patrolling of the territory (12 raids at least);

· Fifteen information posters;

· Elk census;

· Mapping of cranes’ and storks’ nesting grounds.

Active Distribution of Information on Forest Fires among Local Population, Bagulnik (NGO)

Expected Results:

· Press-center to distribute regular information on forest fires;

· TV and radio broadcasts on forest fire prevention;

· Sixteen parachute jumps in heavily populated areas to publicize fire-prevention agitation (using loudspeakers and leaflets);

· Five posters with fire prevention information put up in Birobidzhan (capital of the Jewish Autonomous Region), plus four other posters on the main roads out of the city.

Irkutsk Region

Curriculum on Biodiversity Conservation, Irkutsk School of Wildlife Biologists (public foundation)

Expected Results:
· Curriculum on biodiversity conservation adopted at federal level.

Moscow

Optimization of the System of Protected Areas in Far Eastern Leopard Habitats, Central Research Expedition of Hunt Management

Expected Results:

· Suggestions on how to optimize system of protected areas in Far Eastern leopard habitats adopted at federal and local levels.

The tables below show the results of the third grant round:

1. Submitted and Financed Proposals in Various Regions
(Totals for the third round: 109 proposals received, 28 proposals financed)

Region
Number of Proposals Submitted 
Number of Proposals Financed

Amur Region
14
6

Primorye Krai
52
12

Khabarovsk Krai
21
4

Jewish Autonomous Region
4
2

Sakhalin Region
14
2

Irkutsk Region
1
1

Moscow Region
1
1

Kamchatka Region
1
-

Chukotka Region
1
-

2. Submitted and Financed Proposals of Different Award Levels

Award level
Number of Proposals Submitted
Number of Proposals Financed

Level 1 
82
22

Level 2
27
6

3. Submitted and Financed Proposals of Different Priority Directions

Priority Direction
Number of Proposals Submitted
Number of Proposals Financed

Optimization of the system of protected areas
29
13

Improvement of natural resources management
28
9

Raising local population’s awareness of conservation
52
6

4. Submitted and Financed Proposals of Different Types of Organizations

Type of Organization
Number of Proposals Submitted
Number of Proposals Financed

NGOs
45
13

State academic institutes
7
1

Scientific organizations
12
5

Nature Reserves
15
5

Other government offices
21
4

Commercial organizations
9
-

For further information on this program, please contact Small Grant Program Coordinator Yuliya Fomenko,

tel. (4232) 40-66-51, 40-66-52, 40-66-53

e-mail: yfomenko@rfe.wwfrus.ru
«MISCELLANEOUS»
Unesco's World Heritage List and Russia’s Place in it

UNESCO's Convention Concerning the Protection of the World’s Natural and Cultural Heritage /the World Heritage List

The World Heritage Convention (hereafter — the Convention) adopted by the General Conference of UNESCO at the 17th Session in November 1972 in Paris is one of the most efficient instruments for the conservation of outstanding cultural monuments.

The creation of the World Heritage List (hereafter — the List), a special international inventory, features largely in various measures envisaged by the Convention and aims at to conserve world heritage. The List includes the world’s most outstanding cultural and natural monuments as well as sites of both cultural and natural value.

In accordance with Article 2 of the Convention, the sites must satisfy at least one of the following criteria to be considered part of the World Natural Heritage (hereafter — WNH) and included in the World Heritage List. Natural monuments should be:

i — outstanding examples representing major stages of the earth's history, including the record of life, significant ongoing geological processes in the development of landforms, or significant geomorphic or physiographic features, or

ii — outstanding examples representing significant ongoing ecological and biological processes in the evolution and development of terrestrial, fresh water, coastal and marine ecosystems and communities of plants and animals, or

iii — superlative natural phenomena or areas of exceptional natural beauty and aesthetic importance, or

iv — vital natural habitats for in situ conservation of biological diversity, including those containing endangered species of outstanding universal value for science or conservation.

Presently, the List is increasing by 30 to 35 monuments annually. As of January 2001, 690 different monuments including 563 cultural, 144 natural, and 23 mixed, had been included.

The greatest number of these monuments belongs to the United States (12), Australia (10) and Canada (8) – two monuments are shared by the USA and Canada.

The List includes many protected natural areas (hereafter — PNAs) of various sizes and statuses. Among them 135 national parks (including 3 in Russia), approximately 100 different nature reserves (including 8 in Russia) and around 25 nature (provincial, regional and state) parks (including 5 in Russia). Additionally, WNHs incorporate nature monuments and refuges, nature reserve buffer zones, national parks and nature parks, wilderness areas, state-owned forests, private protected areas, ecological stations, ethnographic reserves, etc.

The areas of approximately 50 WNHs coincide completely or partially with biosphere reserves (inter alia Russian Baikalsky, Bargusinsky, Caucasian, Katunsky, Kronotsky and Pechoro-Ilychsky biosphere reserves). A number of WNH sites include wetlands of outstanding universal value (the Ramsaar Convention). In Russia it is Selenga River Delta.

The World Natural Heritage Properties in Russia — Current Situation and Prospects

As of January 1, 2001, there have been 16 nominations to the List from Russia, including 11 cultural heritage nominations and 5 natural monuments (see Table).

Table. Russia's World Natural Heritage Properties

Name
Composition
Criteria 
The year of inscription on the List

Vergin Komi Forests
Pechero-Ilychsky Nature Reserve and its buffer zone, Yugud-Va National Park
ii, iii
1995

Lake Baikal
Water and coastal areas, including Baikalo-Lensky, Baikalsky and Bargusinsky Nature Reserve as well as National Parks Zabaikalsky and Pribaikalsky 
i—iv
1996

Volcanoes 
of Kamchatka
Kronotsky , Nature Parks Bystrinsky, Nalychevo and Uzhno-Kamchatsky
i—iii
1996

Golden Mountains of Altai
Nature Reserves Altaisky and Katunsky, the Teletskoe Lake with its buffer zone, Ukok Quiet Zone, Belukha Nature Park 
iv
1998

Western Caucasus
Kavkazsky Nature Reserve and part of its buffer zone, Bolshoi Thach Nature Park, 3 nature monuments
ii, iv
1999

Note: Kushskaya Kosa (Curonian Spit) National Park (6,600 hectares, see the article ) was recently included in the World Heritage List. Though nominated primarily as a mixed site, it was approved as Cultural Heritage. Currently, the park comprises the joint Lithuania/Russian site called the Curonian Spit.

The combined area of the 5 WNH sites in Russia is slightly over 15 million hectares, including 3.3 million hectares of water area. All Russian WHS sites are outstanding in scale: they include 8 nature reserves, 3 national parks, 5 nature parks, and a number of nature refuges and natural monuments.

However, if one considers the vastness of Russia and the exceptional diversity of its nature, it becomes evident that the number of Russian monuments on the World Heritage List is scant and should be substantially increased.

According to Greenpeace’s Moscow office, no less than 20 areas in Russia are worth included in the List. UNESCO experts are currently considering the following: Ubsunursk Cavin, the mixed transboundary site (Tuva Republic/Mongolia), Delta of the Lena River (Sakha Republic—Yakutia), Central Sikhote Alin (Primorski Krai), Wrangel Island (Chukchee Autonomous District).

Arguments in favor of the following nature sites have been already completed: the Kurils (Sakhalin Region.), Poutoran Plateau (Taimyr Autonomous District), Valdai Height (Tver and Novgorod Regions), and Komandorskie Islands (Kamchatka Region).

Arguments in favor of the Green Belt of Fennanscandia (Republic of Karelia, Murmansk and Leningrad regions) are currently being developed.

Moreover, according to Greenpeace’s Russian Office, the following properties may be nominated for inclusion in the List: Nature Reserves Daursky (Chita Region), Magadansky (Magadan Region), Tungusky (Evensky Autonomous District), Astrakhansky (Astrakhan Region), The Black Lands (Republic of Kalmykia) and Meschersky National Park (Ryazan Region).

In 1996—1998 efforts were made to nominate Bashkirsky Urals (Republik of Bashkortostan) and Vodlozersky National Park (republic of Karelia and Arkhangelsk Region) for the List. However, the World Heritage Commission rejected both nominations. In future, these sites will again be nominated for the List, but as cultural landscape sites.

Efforts made to nominate natural monuments and mixed sites to UNESCO’s List notwithstanding, Russia’s World Heritage should not be limited to the above-mentioned sites. We believe that such natural monuments as Samarskaya Luka (Samara Region) and Lenskie Stolby (Republic of Sakha—Yakutia) and mixed sites New Land and Kenozersky National Park (both sites are located in the Arkhangelsk Region) should also be included in the List. Volga-Akhtubinskaya Overflow Land, including Astrakhansky Zapovednik (Astrakhan and Volgograd Regiona and Republic of Kalmykia), might be recommended for inclusion as well.

The search for new nominations for UNESCO's List should continue.

Place of Russian Sites in UNESCO’s World Heritage List
In order to increase the number of Russian monuments on the World Heritage List, the place of Russian natural monuments in the WHL should first be analyzed from a number of points of view.

Geographic Zoning

Because different countries are represented on the List differently, the whole picture seems rather varied. The Balkans and the western coast of the Black Sea, the mountainous Wild West of the United States and Canada, the Himalayas and Tibet, equatorial and subequatorial Africa and the western tropical coast of Australia are replete with natural World Heritage monuments.

On the other hand, the WNH map seems incomplete. Such monuments as the cultivated plains of the United States and Canada, the greater part of Brazil, the Arabian Peninsula, the Sahara Desert, Mongolia and Australia’s interior are missing.

In Russia, the WHL is missing northern Siberia and the entire Far East (except for Kamchatka).

Value, or the Range of Significance

The 138 WNH monuments on the List so far include most popular sites, such as the Grand Canyon, Yellowstone Park, the Hawaiian Islands (USA), Iguazu Waterfall (Argentina/Brazil), the Danube Delta (Romania), Belovezhskaya Pushcha (Belarus/Poland), Mount Everest (Sagarmatha National Park, Nepal), Komodo Island and Krakatoa Volcano (Indonesia), Mount Kilimanjaro and Serengheti and Ngorongoro National Parks (Tanzania), the Great Barrier Reef (Australia), the Galapagos Islands (Ecuador), etc.

Such unique Russian phenomena as Lake Baikal, Kamchatka, the Subpolar and Northern Urals, Altai and the Caucasian Highlands clearly deserve to be considered part of the world’s outstanding heritage.

Typological Diversity

The sites on the List vary considerably. They represent various of the Earth’s ecosystems including mountainous areas, virgin forests located in different zones, wetlands, deserts, steppes, prairies and savannas, tundra and open woodlands, glaciers and volcanoes, outstanding geologic and geomorphologic formations (including karst topography, caves, subterranean rivers, etc.), dune complexes, palaeontological fossil remains, unique watercourses, reservoirs and waterfalls, thermal and water springs, large river deltas and mangroves, parts of water areas, archipelagos and separate islands, fjords, atolls and reefs, etc.

Given this variety, Russia’s WHL representation looks monotonous – since all the sites are mountainous areas located in the moderate zone – and inadequate.

Size

WNH sites on the List also vary in size. There are small areas of less than 1,000 hectares (the Vallee de Mai Nature Reserve in the Seychelles, for example, occupies less than 19.5 hectares) as well as vast sites, such as mountain parks and reserves on the border of Alaska and northwestern Canada (9.8 million hectares), Lake Baikal with adjacent national parks and nature reserves (8.8 million hectares), the Galapagos Islands (8.77 million hectares, including 8 million hectares of adjacent water areas), Air and Tenere Nature Reserves in Niger (7.7 million hectares), the Great Barrier Reef National Sea Park (5.1 million hectares).

Three of the five Russian WNH sites exceed 3 million hectares, and Lake Baikal is the second largest site on the List.

WNH Structure

The inclusion of vast areas with complicated (mosaic) territorial structures on the List is a rather common phenomenon. Some WNH sites consist of a number of adjacent PNAs (for example, the outstanding mountainous forest area on the northwest coast of Australia embraces 19 national parks, 31 state forests, 5 forest reserves, and 1 ethnographic reserve).

In Russia, the most outstanding site in this respect is Lake Baikal. Its territory includes 2 national parks, 3 nature reserves and a number of refuges and natural monuments. In spite of its mosaic structure, the Baikal zone remains an integral complex, limited in space in accordance with its uniform principle (draining, or catchment area).

Cluster structures are also common on the List. For example, the other Australian site, located on the east coast, consists of approximately 45 different PNAs, integrated in 8 blocks. Their total area is 370,000 hectares.

Among Russian WNH sites, the Volcanoes of Kamchatka possess the most evident cluster structure: 5 isolated sites representing the peninsula’s most valuable ecosystems.

Trans-boundary Sites

The List includes around 10 trans-boundary sites, consisting of so-called parallel PNAs, among them Belovezhskaya Pushcha (Belarus/Poland), a complex of parks and nature reserves in Alaska (Canada/USA), Mosi-oa-Tunya/Victoria Falls, (Zambia/Zimbabwe).

Russia’s only trans-boundary WNH site is the Golden Mountains of Altai (Kazakhstan/China/Mongolia).

Conclusions and Recommendations

Russia’s representation on the UNESCO List should be increased in accordance with a clear and unified schedule.

First of all, the criteria set by the Convention must be followed. However, we believe that those criteria reflect a certain ideology on the part of UNESCO experts. We would therefore recommend that the following steps be taken:

1. The distribution of WNH sites in Russia should be made more equable. This would better represent Russia's regional specificity, in particular its main natural landscapes. This corresponds to UNESCO’s position on this issue: the World Heritage List should represent in total the globe’s diversity of outstanding natural monuments and cultural sites of universal value.

Therefore, most important today is the proposal to nominate the following Siberian and Far East sites for the List: Poutoran Plateau, Lena Delta, Wrangel Island, Central Sihote-Alin, and several Nature Reserves (Daursky, Magadansky and Tungussky, Lenskie Stolby). These sites ensure the integrity of Asian Russia’s natural heritage as well as representing several of the planet’s eco-regions.

2. In nominating sites for the List, all types of landscapes should be considered – not just mainly mountainous landscapes, as is now the case. The following non-mountainous sites deserve immediate consideration: the Lena and Volga Deltas, the Commander Islands and the Kurils, Wrangel Island, Samarkskaya Luka, Valdai, Meschera, and the Black Lands Nature Reserve.

Typological diversity can be increased with mixed sites in the cultural landscape category. Sites of outstanding historical and cultural value include the Bashkirsky Urals and National Parks Vodlozersky and Kenozersky.

3. Sites exceeding 1 million hectares should be included in the List. For instance, Siberia and the Far East where considerable territorial reserves still remain. Also: Ubsunursk Cavin (over 2 million hectares), Poutoran Plateau (over 2 million hectares), Sikhote-Alin and Lena Delta (1.5 million hectares each).

4. Cluster and mosaic sites should be promoted since they would mean a high international status for a number of valuable sites at one time. Most interesting for this purpose are the Green Belt of Fennoscandia (cluster structure) and Central Sikhote-Alin (mosaic structure). Also the New Land.

5. The possibility of nominating some trans-boundary PNAs to the World Natural Heritage List should be explored. Only through combined efforts can these natural monuments straddling two or three national borders be properly protected. Examples include the Green Belt of Fennoscandia (Russia/Norway/Finland) and Ubsunursk Cavin (Russia/Mongolia).

In conclusion, we would note that as more Russian cultural heritage and natural monuments are nominated for inclusion in the World Heritage List, their effective management will be paramount. This means the sites' financing and protection, the promotion and development of eco-tourism, the creation of information centers, personnel training, etc. Providing a legal basis for WNH is of crucial importance for Russia. Developing uniform management plans, especially for cluster, trans-boundary or large-scale WNH sites, is another problem.

Russia’s unique nature sites of global value would be better protected under UNESCO’s Convention Concerning the Protection of World Natural and Cultural Heritage.

The author wishes to thank Alexei A. Butorin (GREENPEACE in Russia) for valuable recommendations and additional information concerning Russia's World Natural Heritage.

N. V. Maxakovsky, Ph.D.
Russian Cultural and Natural Heritage Research Institute.

In “The Fundamentals of the Social Conception of the Russian Orthodox Church”

August 13‑16, 2000 – The Jubilee Bishops’ Council of the Russian Orthodox Church took place in Moscow.

After hearing the report by His Eminence Kirill, Metropolitan of Smolensk and Kaliningrad, the chairman of the Synodal workgroup for developing the draft Fundamentals of the Social Conception of the Russian Orthodox Church, the Holy Bishops’ Council resolved:

1. To approve the Fundamentals of the Social Conception of the Russian Orthodox Church which sets forth the basic provisions of its teaching on church-state relations and some significant social problems, and to regard this document as reflecting the official position of the Moscow Patriarchy on relations with secular society and the State.

2. To instruct the Synodal institutions, dioceses, monasteries, parishes and other canonical church entities, as well as the clergy and laity, to be guided by the Fundamentals of the Social Conception in their relations with the government, various secular associations and organizations and the non-church mass media, to apply the instructions in this document to the pastoral practice associated with new developments in the life of society, and to consider it useful for the church authorities to take action on the basis of this document concerning various more specific issues.

3. To include the Fundamentals of the Social Conception of the Russian Orthodox Church in the curriculum of the Moscow Patriarchy’s theological schools.

4. To urge all members of the Russian Orthodox Church to read this document which, to this end, should be published both in pamphlet form and on the Internet.

XIII. The Church and ecological problems
XIII. 1. The Orthodox Church, aware of its responsibility for the fate of the world, is deeply concerned with the problems generated by contemporary civilization, not the least of all the ecological problems. Today the image of the Earth is being distorted on a global scale. Its bowels, soil, water, air, fauna and flora are damaged. Nature has been almost fully involved in the life support of humanity; humans are no longer satisfied with its diverse gifts but are exploiting whole ecosystems without restraint. Human activity, having reached the level of biosphere processes, is constantly growing due to the accelerated development of science and technology. General environmental pollution due to industrial waste, poor agricultural technology, destruction of forests and topsoil all result in suppressed biological activity and the steady shrinking of the genetic diversity of life. Irreplaceable mineral resources are being exhausted and drinking water reserves reduced. Multiple new harmful substances have appeared, many of which are not included in the natural circulation and accumulate in the biosphere. The ecological balance has been upset; humanity now faces the emergence of pernicious processes in nature, including the failure of its innate reproductive power.

All this is happening together with an unprecedented and unjustified growth of public consumption in highly developed countries, where the search for wealth and luxury has become the norm. This situation prevents the fair distribution of natural resources, which are the common property of all mankind. The consequences of the ecological crisis have proved painful not for nature alone, but also for man as its organic part. As a result, the Earth finds itself on the verge of ecological disaster.

XIII. 2. Relations between man and nature were upset in pre-historic times because of the fall of man and his alienation from God. Sin that was born in the soul of man damaged not only himself, but also the entire world. “For the creature was made subject to vanity, not willingly, but by reason, of him who hath subjected the same in hope, because the creature itself also shall be delivered from the bondage of corruption into the glorious liberty of the children of God. For we know that the whole creation groaneth and travaileth in pain together until now” (Rom. 8:20-22). The first human crime was reflected in nature as in a mirror. The seed of sin, having produced an effect in the human heart, gave rise to “thorns and thistles”, as the Holy Scripture testifies (Gen. 3:18). The full organic unity that existed between man and the world around him before the fall (Gen. 2: 19-20) was made impossible. In their current consuming attitude towards nature, human beings are more often guided by selfish motives. They have forgotten that the only Lord of the Universe is God (Ps. 23:1), to Whom belong “the heaven… and the earth also, with all that therein is” (Deut. 10:14), while man, as St. John the Goldenmouthed put it, is only a “housekeeper” entrusted with the riches of the earth. These riches, namely, “the air, sun, water, land, heaven, sea, light, stars”, as the same saint remarks, God “divided among all in equal measure as if among brothers”. “Dominion” over nature and “subjection” of the earth (Gen. 1:28), to which man is called, do not mean all-permissiveness in God's design. It only means that man is the bearer of the image of the heavenly Housekeeper and as such should express, according to St. Gregory of Nyssa, his royal dignity not in dominion over the world or violence towards it, but in “dressing” and “keeping” the magnificent kingdom of nature for which he is responsible before God.

XIII. 3. The ecological crisis compels us to review our relations with the environment. Today the conception of man's dominion over nature and the consumer attitude to it are increasingly criticized. The awareness that contemporary society pays too high a price for the blessings of the civilization has provoked opposition to economic egoism. In particular, attempts have been made to identify the activities that damage the natural environment. At the same time, a system for its protection is being developed; present economic methods are being reviewed; efforts are being made to create power-saving technologies and waste-free plants which can be fit at the same time into the natural circulation. An ecological ethos is being developed. Guided by it, public opinion is speaking out against the consumer way of life, demanding that the moral and legal responsibility for the damage inflicted on nature should be increased. It is also calling for ecological education and training and collective efforts to protect the environment on the basis of broad international co-operation.

XIII. 4. The Orthodox Church appreciates these efforts to counteract the ecological crisis and urges people to take active part in protecting God's creation. At the same time, the Church notes that these efforts will be more fruitful if the basis on which man's relations with nature are built is not purely humanistic but also Christian. One of the main principles of the Church's stand on ecological issues is the unity and integrity of the world created by God. Orthodoxy does not view nature as an isolated or closed structure. The plant, animal, and human worlds are interconnected. From the Christian point of view, nature is not a repository of resources intended for selfish and irresponsible consumption, but a house in which man is not the master, but the housekeeper, and a temple in which he is the priest serving not nature, but the one Creator. The conception of nature as a temple is based on the idea of theocentrism: God Who gives to all “life, and breath, and all things” (Acts 17:25) is the Source of being. Therefore, life itself in its various manifestations is sacred, being a gift of God. Any encroachment on it is a challenge not only to God's creation, but also to the Lord Himself.

XIII. 5. Ecological problems are essentially anthropological, as they are generated not by nature but by man. Therefore, answers to many questions raised by the environmental crisis are to be found in the human heart, not in the economy, biology, technology or politics. Nature changes or perishes not by itself, but under the influence of man. His spiritual condition plays the decisive role here, for it affects the environment with or without such an influence. The history of the Church knows of many examples when the love of Christian ascetics for nature, their prayer for the world, and their compassion for all creatures had a beneficial influence on living things.

The relationship between anthropology and ecology stands out today when the world is experiencing two concurrent crises: spiritual and ecological. In contemporary society, man often loses the awareness of life as a gift of God, and sometimes of the very meaning of life itself, reducing it at times to physical being alone. With this attitude to life, nature is no longer perceived as a home much less a temple, but only as a “habitat”. The spiritually degraded person leads nature to degradation as well, for it is unable to have a transforming influence on the world. Colossal technological resources cannot help humanity when it is blinded by sin and indifferent to the meaning, mystery and wonder of life; technology in that case cannot be of benefit and may even do harm. In a spiritually disoriented man, technological power will beget a utopian reliance on the boundless resources of the human mind and the power of progress.

It is impossible to completely overcome the ecological crisis given a spiritual crisis. This does not mean that the Church is calling for an end to environmental protection efforts. However, the Church considers that hope for a positive change in the relationship between man and nature lies is society's striving for spiritual revival. The anthropogenic background of our ecological problems shows that we tend to change the world around us in accordance with our own inner world; therefore, the transformation of nature should begin with the transformation of the soul. According to St. Maxim the Confessor, man can turn the earth into paradise only if he carries paradise within himself.
Nature Reserve Brigades: Past, Present and Future

The Student Brigade Movement for Nature Conservation recently celebrated its fortieth anniversary. The history of the Student Brigade Movement and its future plans deserve mention.

Kazan State University was the cradle of the Student Brigade Movement: the first special brigade for working in nature reserves was created there under the aegis of the Nature Conservation Brigade in 1977. Brigades from many other universities soon followed suit. In 1978, an inter-brigade detachment consisted of nature conservation brigades from Voronezh, Donetsk, Kazan, Kalinin, Lvov, Perm, Kharkov, Leningrad, Bryansk, Kirov and Ulyanovsk.

The detachment’s combined membership exceeded 90 people. The students managed conservation work in 15 nature reserves throughout the former Soviet Union: in its European part and in the Caucasus, in Siberia and in the Far East. The results of their work are very impressive. Over the years, brigade members have drawn up 187 reports and acts on conservation violations and detained 1,319 offenders. In the Baikal Nature Reserve, poachers from the surrounding villages feared encounters with the students long after the brigades had gone.

The work of these student brigades was not limited to nature protection. The brigades also did research and provided facilities for nature reserves. Efforts were made to improve outreach work; however, these activities were not that successful.

The number of reports is not an absolute indicator of the success of the work done. However, it conveys a great deal — it shows at least that these young people put their back into conservation work. It was like a stellar explosion! Unfortunately, like any stellar explosion, it declined with time.

The second birth of the Student Brigade Movement took place in the mid 1990s. In 1995 representatives of nature conservation brigades from Novosibirsk and Altai universities made a number of patrol raids in nature reserves in the Far East. The patrol raids were quite successful, judging by the number of reports made and the amount of poaching equipment confiscated. The Student Brigade Movement is still working on a regular basis, covering an increasingly wide area. These young people have already drawn up long-term plans for collaboration with nature reserves.

1997 was a benchmark in the development of the Student Brigade Movement. That year a workshop for students wanting to work in nature reserves was organized at the Altai Nature Reserve. Since then the Siberian interregional nature reserves center (which grew out of the Siberian Student Brigade Movement) has organized such workshops regularly. Now they are a national event. Other brigades have organized similar workshops as well.

These brigades are to be congratulated for their increased activity. At the same time, they lack vocational training and are unable to back up their good efforts with strong PR-campaigns at the local and federal levels.

The future of this student movement is unclear. However, we know that their brigades must become more professional. They should also try to involve not only scientists in their activities, but also law professors, journalists, etc. While in the past the Student Brigade Movement was a sort of launching pad for young people, today it affords them a chance to fulfill themselves and to find a paid job in conservation. This has become possible thanks to the creation of public organizations in post-Soviet Russia. The government and society have come to understand the important role these organizations can play and the continuity they can afford over generations. We lacked this continuity in the past when a brigade’s active membership changed completely every 3 to 4 years. That said, these self-sufficient organizations should not forget to involve young people in activities of value to the community.

Student brigades and the organizations that have grown out of them will begin to accumulate intellectual and material assets. They will play a significant role in conservation. It is to be hoped that the archaic coordination and communication systems of student brigades developed in the 1970s and early ‘80s will be substantially modernized in the near future.

In conclusion, it should be noted that the Student Brigade Movement is the achievement of the entire youth nature conservation movement. These students have contributed greatly to the protection and conservation of unique intact nature. What is even more important, student brigades mark a significant stage in the professional growth of their members. Countless experts working in nature conservation today began their professional careers in these brigades. The still untapped potential of these student brigades is vast – as great as an ocean. Our aim is to use that potential in the best possible way.

V. G. Trigubovich, A. L. Strelnikov, E. A. Anokhin,
Siberian interregional nature reserves center.
The Biodiversity Conservation Center Invites Partners to Participate in its New Project

The Biodiversity Conservation Center is launching a new project: Alternative Civil Service in Nature Conservation. The project’s main objectives are:

· to promote enactment of a Federal law On Alternative Civil Service;

· to develop ways of doing alternative civil service in nature conservation at model sites in the city of Moscow as well as in the Moscow and Amur regions.

In 2000 several federal departments concerned with nature conservation (the Hunting Department, the Airborne Forest Protection Service, the Russian Hydrometeorology Service, etc.) confirmed their interest in the creation of a conservation-related alternative civil service (hereinafter — ACS). The departments are shorthanded; they need specialists as well as ancillary workers. The shortage of personnel is due to difficult working conditions and low salaries. Consequently, some conservation organizations are unable to fulfill their functions as such.

The Russian Hydrometeorology Service, for instance, was forced to shut down several meteorological stations and posts in Zapolyarye and other remote regions of Russia. In recent years, the funds allotted for nature conservation have been greatly reduced. This, in turn, has led to an increased incidence of forest fires. These forest fires endangered economic entities as well as human lives. In the summer of 2000, eight districts of the Amur region had to declare a state of emergency. In the last five or six years, the number of firemen in Avialesookhrana (the Airborne Forest Protection Service) has been reduced by half.

The Russian Constitution gives conscientious objectors the right not to serve in the army. This right is included in many international legal documents signed by Russia. However, there is so far no Federal law on alternative civil service. This hinders its practical implementation. One can uphold one’s right to ACS only in court. At the same time, legislators are hazy about where and how alternative civil service should be implemented.

That is why nonprofit organizations have initiated ACS experiments in those social spheres that are most shorthanded. This practice exists worldwide. Conscientious objectors work in hospitals, hospices, social service centers, etc. (Participation in the experiment is not yet considered official term ACS).

In April 2000 State Duma Deputy Y. Rybakov introduced a bill On Alternative Civil Service. The results of various ACS experiments were weighed. However, nature conservation was rejected for inclusion as an alternative service in this bill. Therefore, new ACS experiments must be launched in nature conservation and must take into account conservation’s specific qualities as well as appropriate types of duty and conditions.

This project means informing draft-age men of their right to perform ACS and to receive ACS legal aid. They must also be informed of the existence of ACS experiments in the absence of a Federal law on alternative service in conservation organizations.

During the experiment, draft-age men will be engaged in nature conservation activities (as part-time or full-time employment or as volunteer work) in those conservation departments where ACS is possible: hunting inspection services, airborne forest protection service bases, hydrometeorology stations, forest services, etc. These experiments will help conservationists draft legal proposals on the following issues:

· conservation organizations (federal, municipal, public) where ACS can be performed;

· ACS training for draft-age men;

· terms of service, official work day and routine;

· psychological adaptation and selection of recruits for different types of conservation activities;

· system of sanctions and promotion, etc .

Our project partner in the Amur region (in Blagoveschensk) is the student nature conservation brigade Bars (Panther). This brigade works to prevent poaching, promote eco-education, create protected natural areas in the Amur Region, and organize schools for young ecology inspectors. The Bars brigade has experience in training conservation staff. The results of our experiment with Bars will enable us to evaluate of the role of youth conservation organizations in any future ACS system. These organizations may work with federal nature conservation departments to recruit and train young people for ACS in the conservation sphere.

Lawyers and psychologists will be needed to provide initial consultations to recruits, to do testing, to monitor the experiment and to solve a number of other project-related issues within the present legal framework.

Sociological research will also be conducted during the project. The results of this research will be discussed in one or more workshops with the participation of State Duma deputies, representatives of interested organizations and experiment volunteers.

We invite draft-age men interested in ACS (after the proper federal law will has been enacted) as well as government, municipal, public and other conservation-related organizations to take part in this experiment.

For more information, please contact:

Mikhail Guskov 
Biodiversity Conservation Center
Ul. Vavilova 41, office 2
Moscow, Russia, 117312 
Tel: + 7 095 124-71-78, 124-50-22
Fax: + 7 095 124-71-78.
E-mail: gouskov@bcc.seu.ru or polarbears2@ yahoo.com
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