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«CURRENT EVENTS»
THREE MORE PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS IN RUSSIA
EARN STATUS OF BIOSPHERE RESERVE
On September 19—21, 2001, at a meeting of the International Bureau of the Executive Committee of UNESCO’s Man and the Biosphere Program, three more Russian natural sites were awarded the status of biosphere reserve: Nerussko-Desnyanskoye Polesye (together with Bryansky Les State Nature Reserve), Visimsky State Nature Reserve, and Vodlozersky National Park.

Vodlozersky National Park is Russia’s first national park to be awarded such a status.

We heartily congratulate the teams of these conservation establishments and wish them further success in their work.

EXPERT COMMITTEES FROM THE EUROPEAN COUNCIL
ON ECO-NETWORKS HOLD JOINT MEETING
On October 4-6, 2001, in Istanbul, two committees of experts from the European Council met to discuss the creation of a Pan-European Eco-Network and of an Emerald Network of Areas of Special Conservation Interest.

Well-known in Russia, the Pan-European Ecological Network was developed within the framework of the Pan-European Strategy on Landscape and Biological Diversity, while the Emerald Network is the creation of the Bern Convention on European Wildlife and Natural Habitats Conservation.

The need to hold a joint meeting of these two related committees had long been apparent: it was originally discussed at the first session of the Committee on Eco-Networks. The meeting helped to determine the principle of integration of the two most important European conservation systems. Areas of special conservation interest defined during the implementation of the Bern Convention now also refer to the Pan-European Eco-Network Key Natural Areas. Although Moldavia and Ukraine are the only countries in the CIS to have ratified the Bern Convention so far, other states have the right to participate in its activities, particularly in setting up the Emerald Network. In 1999, for example, the All-Russia Scientific Research Institute for Nature did a pilot project to set up an Emerald Network in a region of Russia.

Meeting participants listened to progress reports by member-state representatives on setting up the Pan-European Ecological Network and the Emerald Network. The report from Russia was prepared by deputy head of the Department for Protected Natural Areas (Ministry of Natural Resources) V.A. Pischelev and BCC Wildlife Network Program Coordinator N.A. Sobolev.

The Last Intact Forest Landscape in Northern European Russia, a book by A. U. Yaroshenko, P. V. Potapov and S. A. Turubanova, was presented and given to the Secretariat as proof of successful achievements related to key forest areas of the Great Eurasian Natural Massif.

The European Center for Nature Conservation (ECNC) showed the first draft of a Map of the Pan-European Ecological Network (PEEN) for Central and Eastern Europe. In the course of discussions, participants identified a number of flaws that the maps’ authors promised to correct.

Belgium’s Nature Conservation Institute presented a survey of ecological restoration projects. The document (its archived text comprises approximately 900 kilobytes) is available at the BCC and can be sent by e-mail on special request.

The Royal Natural Sciences Institute, also of Belgium, presented a Palaearctic biota classification for areas of Russia and Ukraine.

Belgium’s WWF presented the Emerald Network Bulletin. It is available on request (please write to: Sjen@wwfepo.org).

The meeting approved the draft work program for setting up the Pan-European Network in 2002. The program includes: the next session of the Pan-European Eco-Network Expert Committee; the work of experts; the awarding of European Council Diplomas to protected natural areas; and the setting up of a Pan-European Ecological Network in CIS countries. This last enterprise is not covered by the European Council’s budget; therefore, PEEN member-states will be asked to contribute 20,000 euros each to its financing.

Meeting participants also discussed preparations for the 6th Meeting of the Convention on Biodiversity (2002) and the Conference of Ministers on Environmental Matters in Kiev (2003). They drafted a declaration for the Kiev Conference and planned to prepare information materials as well.
Vija Buša of Latvia was elected Chair of the Expert Committee for Setting Up the Pan-European Ecological Network, and Henri Jaffeux of France deputy chair. Antal Sànta of Hungary was elected Chair of the Emerald Network Expert Committee, and Marie-Christine van Klaveren of Monaco deputy chair.

N. A. Sobolev,
Biodiversity Conservation Center
A CIVIL FORUM IN RUSSIA

On 21-22 November 2001, a Civil Forum took place in Moscow. The Forum was held to promote constructive dialogue between government authorities and public organizations. This was the first event of its kind and scale in modern-day Russia. Over 4,000 people attended; roughly 10% of the participants came from conservation and conservation-related organizations.

The Forum issued the following declaration:
ECOLOGY AND CIVIL SOCIETY

An analysis of successes and failures with respect to conservation and to the regulation of natural resources exploitation in Russia and elsewhere has shown that the existence of civil institutions makes it easier to solve environmental problems and prevents many of them.
Russian conservation organizations note that there is a serious lack of connection between the public and the government in Russia. That is why the following government actions were possible:
· the abolition by President Putin in May 2000 of independent government conservation bodies (the State Ecology Committee and the Russian Forestry Committee) for whose establishment society had worked for decades;

· the decision in 2001 to import spent nuclear fuel despite the expressed opposition of a majority of Russian citizens;

· the revival of plans to build new nuclear power stations (including Primorskaya, Kostromskaya, Yuzhno-Uralskaya, Balakovskaya, and Bashkirskaya) and hydraulic power stations (Yumaguzinsk Reservoir, Katunsk Hydroelectric Station, etc.), as well as the starting up of the Rostov nuclear power station in February 2001;

· the tolerance of large-scale illegal cutting (including mountains and undisturbed forests) and poaching;

· the preparation for use of chemical weapons; the production, release and destruction of missiles and toxic fuel; the use of atomic submarines that violate safety standards; the classification of data on numerous environmentally hazardous operations in the past to destroy chemical weapons;

· the implementation of large-scale projects that are not environmentally or sometimes even economically viable;

· the prosecution of environmental activists for such far-fetched crimes as treason and espionage;

· violations of conservation legislation by natural resource users and the authorities with impunity;
· the reduction of school and study hours devoted to ecology-related disciplines.
Today citizens’ constitutional rights are being violated all over Russia, primarily:

· the right to a healthy environment;

· the right to reimbursement for damage resulting from environmental violations;

· the right to complete, objective, reliable and timely ecological information;

· the right to participate directly and indirectly in decisions influencing the environment and affecting citizens’ fundamental interests; the right to hold referendums;

· the right to defend citizens’ ecological interests and rights in court.

There exists an obvious threat to the security of present and future generations of Russians as well as to national security since:
· a significant part of Russia, where tens of millions of people live, has been turned into an environmentally hazardous zone as the result of pollution past and present;
· the influence of ecological factors on people’s health increases with each new generation, the length of human life decreases, new ecology-related illnesses and diseases appear;

· the dumping of toxic wastes into the water and atmosphere is increasing because the system of state management and control has broken down;

· policy governing the exploitation of natural resources reflects the interests of a small group of people who are pocketing spectacular profits from the unsustainable use of resources that are public property; the corruption in this sphere is so great that it now threatens the very future of Russia;

· the scale of environmental disasters and the threat of environmental terrorism (as a result of the ongoing implementation of environmentally dangerous projects) are increasing with every year;

· many natural areas in Russia that help to sustain the global ecological balance and many natural heritage sites that are national symbols of the peoples of Russia are deteriorating;

· in reviewing questions concerning the use of natural resources, the courts tend to favor government ministries and private industrial companies, while judgments in favor of the public are mostly never carried out;

· the rights of indigenous peoples to make traditional use of natural resources continue to be ignored;

· more and more decision-makers and young people have begun practicing ecological nihilism;

· Russia is being purposely de-environmentalized at all levels (legislative, economic, public awareness); organizations and individuals who try to stop this process are prosecuted.

We propose:
1. To restore the system of government management of environmental protection (including the protection of forest resources) by creating specially authorized federal and regional bodies.

2. To punish all environmental offenses and demand compensation for damages to the environment and to people as the result of these offenses.

3. To establish federal and regional committees (including the authorities, public organizations, business and scientific circles) to work out solutions to such key ecological problems as:

· ensuring environmental safety and people’s health;

· developing nuclear power and importing nuclear waste;

· ensuring people’s safety during use of chemical weapons;

· developing economic and financial instruments for the sustainable use of renewable natural resources and fair distribution of income generated from exploitation of our natural heritage;

· making Russian legislative, executive and judicial bodies aware of the environment;

· making budget allocations for conservation and national health protection transparent;

· creating environmental training programs and making people environmentally aware;

· social and economic aspects of housing;

· international collaboration on conservation and sustainable development.

4. To promote the development of a civil society in the environmental sphere, we must:

· honor citizens’ constitutional ecological rights, including the right to a healthy environment, to information, to participate in the environmental decision-making process;
· improve economic and legislative mechanisms of developing public ecological organizations.
We call on all Russian government and regional authorities and municipalities to take extraordinary measures to solve environmental problems.

We call on all Russian non-commercial organizations and other public sector structures to consider the necessity of solving ecological problems and protecting the national health.

A HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT MEANS A HEALTHY SOCIETY!

To find out more about the Civil Forum on environmental and related topics, visit the BCC at www.biodiversity.ru and the International Socio-ecological Union: www.seu.ru.

CREATING A REGIONAL NETWORK OF PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS
(IN FRAMES OF GEF BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION PROJECT):
PRELIMINARY RESULTS
The aim of the regional PNA network project is to set up eco-networks to sustain the biodiversity of species and ecosystems in several model regions, to improve methods of local nature protection and to promote these methods among specialists.

Due to fluctuations in the exchange rate, the project’s budget has been cut roughly in half. Some of the project’s objectives had to be abandoned and the volume of most contracts decreased. Nevertheless, the preliminary results look fairly optimistic.

The most successful ventures have been in the Central Russian Plain (subcontractor — JSC “Geoecological Institute”) and in the Volga-Urals Region (subcontractor — Center for Support of the Volga-Urals Eco-Network). As a result of completing Action B.4.3. in the Central Russian Plain (Vladimir, Kaluga, Moscow, Ryazan, Smolensk, Tver, Tula and Yaroslavl Region) and in the Volga-Urals Region (Bashkortostan and Tatarstan republics and Samara Region), proposals for setting up a unified regional PNA network have been drawn up. The proposals are based on current legislation and protect valuable natural areas from further destruction. In some of these regions public support for protected areas has taken shape as the result of a concerted effort on the part of NGOs, resource users and the authorities.

Preparations (situation analyses and model projects) for drawing up similar proposals have been made in the Central Chernozemny Region (Belgorod Regional State Ecological Committee, Belgorod State Pedagogical University, Divnogorye Museum Reserve), in Belgorod, Voronezh, Kursk, Lipentsk and Tambov regions.

Thanks to similar projects to set up eco-networks carried out by the BCC, WWF and other organizations, we now know how to proceed in setting up a Russian Eco-Network as part of the Pan-European Eco-Network.
N. A. Sobolev, 
Action Coordinator,
Biodiversity Conservation Center
TSENTRALNO-LESNOY RESERVE CELEBRATES
ITS 70TH ANNIVERSARY
On August 22 – 25, 2001, Tsentralno-Lesnoy Reserve held a Conference to celebrate its 70th anniversary and discuss the reserve’s plans for the next decade.

Research at this reserve focuses on the study of natural complexes and the long-term analysis of natural processes and their dynamics so as to forecast the environmental situation, to provide a scientific basis for conservation and biosphere biodiversity, and to restore natural resources and use them rationally.

In 1985 Tsentralno-Lesnoy was awarded biosphere status; the reserve is also participating in UNESCO’s Man and Biosphere Program.

At the anniversary Conference, the 74 participants listened to 32 reports made by representatives of 20 different organizations. Especially noteworthy were the reports of such leaders of Russian scientific thinking as F.R. Shtilmark (Institute of Ecology and Evolution, Russian Academy of Sciences), who spoke about contemporary conservation trends; Y. G. Puzachenko (IEE, RAS), who discussed the organization of scientific research in reserves; L.O. Karpachevsky (Moscow State University), who focused on long-term stationary research in reserves and contemporary approaches to topsoil formation; and Academician V.E. Flint. These reports will soon be published in a single volume.

Representatives of district and regional administrations congratulated the Tsentralno-Lesnoy Reserve on its anniversary. Some of the staff received Honorary Diplomas. Reserve director A.S. Zheltukhin was presented with the Medal of St. Mikhail Yaroslavich of Tver.

An exhibition of works by local artist G.L. Orlov and a display of children’s artwork and handicrafts, received through the March for Parks campaign, were held at the reserve’s Visiting Center. Another exhibition – of works by L.V. Tyulina-Dolinskaya, a St.-Petersburg artist – was held in the laboratory building. The Conference took place at a local club where participants looked at many photographs of the nature of the reserve as well as photo-albums devoted to the reserve’s history and the work of its staff. They also visited the Nature Museum and walked along an ecological path called The Mysteries of Okovsky Forest.

Organizers and participants agreed that the Conference was very productive and will be a wonderful impetus for further work.

Tsentralno-Lesnoy State Nature Biosphere Reserve

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION JOURNAL MEETING

The Wildlife Conservation journal held a meeting at the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation in Moscow on November 9, 2001. The meeting was attended by senior officials and specialists from the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources, as well as by nature reserve staff, editors of several popular scientific journals (Okhota i Okhotniche Khozyaistvo, Znanie – Sila, and Severnye Prostori), scientists, high school teachers, directors and representatives of several international charitable foundations and of various environmental and conservation organizations.

Participants heard reports by International Independent University of Ecology and Political Science Professor V.V. Dyezhkin; Okhota i Okhotniche Khosyaistvo Editor O.K. Gusev; Znanie – Sila Editor I.V. Pruss; Director of the WWF’s Russian Office E.A. Shvarts; Director of the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation’s Russian Office T.D. Zhdanova; journalist V.M. Peskov; and Advisor to the Head of the Karelian Government E.V. Ivanter. The speakers emphasized the journal’s role in promoting nature conservation and its importance to PNA personnel, universities and NGOs. They evaluated the journal’s performance in recent years and offered advice for the future.

The authors of the journal’s best articles were presented with souvenirs: V. Spiridonov, WWF Russian Office (for Whaling Drama: The Finale or A New Act?); A. Tsetlin, Biology Faculty of Moscow State University (for The Future of Traditional Resource Use on the White Sea: Poaching or Resource Self-Management?); and A. Vlasov and O. Vlasova, Tesentralno-Chernozemny Reserve (for Return of the Steppe Adder). Presents also went to those artists (or their heir), who allowed the journal to publish their pictures free of charge: V.A. Gorbatov and E.V. Zubchaninova, widow of V.M. Smirin. Felix R. Shtilmark, the very productive editor of the journal’s Historical Pages, was singled out for special commendation.
A. V. Scherbakov,
Biodiversity Conservation Center
YOUNG ECOLOGICAL INSPECTOR SCHOOL — 2001
August 8 — 15, 2001, regional public organization “Tomsk Ecological Students Inspection named after Lev Blinov” (TESI) with financial support of PERC (USA) and Regional State Department “OblKompriroda” (Tomsk Oblast Nature Committee) was holding the 3rd Young Ecological Inspector School (YEIS—2001). Over 50 people (students and organizers) from 20 organizations of Siberia and Far East (NGOs, nature reserves, and funds).

The idea of annual YEIS was given birth to even in 1998 at the All-Russia Meeting of Nature Conservation Student Guards. The first School took place in 1999 in Tomsk, the second – the next year in the Lake Baikal district. This time the YEIS base was located at the Lake Teletskoye encampment in Gorny Altai.

The main training modules were as follows: public ecological control, public eco-monitoring, wild life conservation (hunting and fish resources), forest protection, biodiversity conservation. Additionally, there were also workshops on ecological mass media and public relations, eco-education, and ecological programmes modeling.

Theoretical modules were supported with large volume of printed materials distributed among the participants, including methodical guidelines “The File of Public Conservation Inspector” developed and published specially for the occasion. The file includes extracts from basic normative documents, methodical guidelines as well as useful practical advice. Practical workshops were held at sawmill enterprises (inspection checks), the lake Teletskoye (fish resource protection) and nursery forests.

Exams on all the subjects were taken during the last day of the School. Practically all the participants passed them successfully from the start.
Alexei Kudryavtsev,
TESI Press Center

STUDENT BRIGADE HELPS RESERVE
Several student brigades worked at the Prisursky Reserve September 2 - 10, 2001. The group was organized on the initiative of the Youth Ecology Brigade (Druzhina) of the Chuvash Republic.

The groups looked for poachers at different lakes (Bashkirskoye, Schuchye, Lapshevoye, Stakitsa and Staraya Staritsa). The greatest number of poachers was found at the last two lakes and in the eastern part of the reserve’s buffer zone.

While working in the area of the Lyulya River and the lakes’ flood-lands the groups confiscated 21poaching tools (13 nets and 8 fishing baskets). The students filed 6 reports on violations of the reserve’s regime and the use of illegal fishing nets: 1on illegal fishing with nets in the reserve’s protected zone; 3 on illegal hunting in the protected zone; and 2 on illegal camping in the reserve and picking wild plants. The groups also filed 11 “impersonal” (no-offender-found) reports.

E. Osmelkin

HAPPY BIRTHDAY!

On December 20, 2001, Russia’s oldest reserve – Barguzinsky – will celebrate its 85th anniversary. That same month, one of Russia’s most popular Russian reserves – Tsentralno-Lesnoy – will celebrate its 70th anniversary. Meanwhile Baikalo-Lensky and Verkhne-Tazovsky are going to mark their 15th anniversary, and Kenozersky National Park its 10th anniversary. And in October Gydansky Reserve will mark its 5th anniversary.
We cordially congratulate our colleagues and sincerely wish them all success in their work – so difficult, but so crucial for Russia and the entire conservation community!

Nature Reserves and National Parks Bulletin Editorial Board

«DECISION-MAKING ISSUES»

NEW RUSSIAN LAND CODE GOES INTO EFFECT
Russia’s New Land Code went into effect on October 30, 2001. The following inclusions are of special importance for state nature reserves and national parks:

· State nature reserves, national parks, game reserves, natural monuments, botanical gardens and arboretums are referred to as protected natural areas (Article 95);

· PNA lands may not be taken away;

· Regulation of matters related to land leasing (Art. 22), selection and assignment of plots for construction (Art. 31 and 32);

Assignment of allotments to the staff of nature reserves and national parks (Art. 24 and 27).
MANAGER OF THE YEAR CONTEST: WINNERS ANNOUNCED

The Contest Committee has now come to a decision regarding this year’s Managers of the Year, choosing from among directors of nature reserves and national parks. Their decision was made in accordance with the Manager of the Year Contest Statement and based on a thorough review of the reports submitted by state nature reserves and national parks for the first nine months of 2001, including key activities, integration into the social and economic framework of the regions, and fundraising. The Contest Committee also took into consideration the personal input of PNA directors in the development of nature reserves and national parks.

And the winners are:
Alexander G. Russolov — Director of the Sayano-Shushensky State Nature Biosphere Reserve;

Sergey V. Shestakov — Director of the Laplandsky State Nature Biosphere Reserve; and

Dmitry S. Bezobrazov — Director of the Sebezhsky National Park.

Committee Chairman: A.M. Amirkhanov 
Deputy Chairman: V.B. Stepanitsky
Members of the Committee: M.P. Fedotov
N.I. Troitskaya 
I.V. Sannikova
«NEWS FOR THE SCIENTIFIC DEPARTMENTS OF NATURE RESERVES»

CREATING A SURVEY MAP OF THE PAN-EUROPEAN ECOLOGICAL NETWORK FOR CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE: PRELIMINARY RESULTS
The end of September 2001saw the preliminary results of the project Creating a Survey Map of the Pan-European Ecological Network (PEEN) for Central and Eastern Europe.

The project, begun in January 2000, is aimed at developing a survey map as a means of exchanging information, developing methodology, and identifying places where more data is required to set up a regional ecological network. The project is being carried out under the aegis of the UN Expert Committee for Development of the Pan-European Eco-Network.

In mid-October 2001 the preliminary results were sent to more than 100 organizations for review. Reviewers included the conservation ministries of Byelorussia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Moldavia, Poland, Slovakia, Romania, Russia, Ukraine, the Czech Republic and Estonia as well as several intergovernmental organizations and international NGOs. Their comments and corrections will be taken into consideration during the next stage of the Project that finishes in June 2002.

Those who would like to acquaint themselves with these preliminary results should write to the Project Manager, Mrs. Irene Bouma: bouwma@ecnc.nl.
IUCN Russian Office’s Eco-Networks Program for the CIS,
№ 2, autumn 2001

COMPUTER SYSTEM TO STUDY BIODIVERSITY
The Byelorussian Eco-Info NGO (Minsk) has developed a special computer system called Herbarium for inventorying and mapping of European botanical collections. The Herbarium system allows you to create computer databases of herbariums and other collections of vascular plants, mosses, water-plants, and mushrooms.

The program has been tested at environmental NGOs in Byelorussia, Russia, Germany, Bulgaria, Lithuania and elsewhere.

The system allows you to:

· make computer inventories of herbariums and other herbal collections, including scanning of photos;

· keep pictures of plants, their parts and places of their habitation;

· develop maps of natural habitats for Europe, a particular country or region;

· do sampling and data analyses (including distribution maps);

· prepare and print herbarium labels as well as texts and reference notes for images.

The database includes the name of the taxon, type of collection, systematic location of the object, synonyms, country, region, geographic distribution, ecological features, names of collection keepers and authors of definitions, collection data, additional comments and critical reviews.

Photographs and drawings of items may be added to the database. The system includes two maps of Europe (comparable to The Florae Europaeae Atlas and UTM). The user may also add any scanned map needed to map items in formats not related to the above-mentioned ones.

The system has an interface both in Russian and in English. Where necessary, it can be adapted to a specific user.

Minimal system requirements: IBM-PC Pentium 100 MHz, 16 Mb RAM; Windows 95, 98; screen monitor SVGA.

The system is distributed by a Byelorussian company that makes Golden Software products. For a free program demo or more information please write to one of the addresses below:

Internet: http://www.gsbelarus.com/herbarium/

E-mail: support@gsbelarus.com or oleg@biobel.bas-net.by

Special discounts are available for environmental NGOs.

Oleg Maslovsky, Pyotr Rodiononv, Evgenia Yaroshevich,
Eco-Info, Minsk, Byelorussia

KALUGA NATURE STUDY SOCIETY RE-OPENS

Public organizations are indispensable for any economic system. No matter how developed, a government cannot provide adequate support in all areas of a country’s cultural and scientific life.

Many people are involved in studying nature in Russia — researchers, teachers, students, schoolchildren, and amateurs. They all occupy their own niche. Their activities should be supported, promoted and provided with a scientific basis for the results to be valid and become the property of the society. Coordination assistance could be provided at the regional level by NGOs. These NGOs could publish scientific reports, provide literature, evaluate and promote research methods, supervise research work at schools and universities, and raise money. In Kaluga these functions are fulfilled by the Kaluga Nature Study Society.

The Society was originally founded in 1910 when different local lore associations were active in Central Russia and three NGOs were functioning simultaneously in Kaluga. Honorary members of the Society included K.E. Tsiolkovsky, K.A. Timiryazev, D.I. Litvinov, and M.A. Menzbir. Before it was abolished in 1922, the Society published three books of News (Izvestia), including articles on cosmogony (K.E. Tsiolkovsky), flora (N.L. Dmitiryev), fauna (A I. Kirichenko, A.I. Chernyshov, P.P. Sanitsky), and geology (D.P. Bogdanov). The News’s print run was not large (from 300 to 600 copies) and soon became a bibliographic rarity.

The Kaluga Society was re-opened on May 17, 1999, by 7 specialists in the natural sciences.

The Society now has 50 standing members from Kaluga, the Kaluga Region and Moscow. It functions according to the Charter registered in the Kaluga Region’s legal department.

The Society’s main function is to coordinate the activities of naturalists, organize scientific conferences, participate in conservation work, and give public ecological examinations.

The Society has already organized the following departments: botany, terrestrial invertebrates, vertebrates, ecology and bio-indication, and PNA clubs. A number of other departments are planned: geography, hydrobiology, agriculture and general biology problems.

To join the Society one must be recommended by two current members. The Society Board supervises the work of the departments. The Board consists of a Chair, Deputy Chair, Secretary and Treasurer. Annual dues are collected from all members.

General meetings take the shape of scientific conferences, which usually begin with progress reports by the Board and departments.

The Society helped start a library devoted to natural history, scientific and local lore, and indicator determinants, as well as guides and textbooks. There is also a collection of scientific research journals and copies of rare editions.

The Society works with state scientific, educational and administrative bodies. The Society does not have its own premises; it is currently located in the Kaluga Region Student Center of Ecology and Biology.

Financing from the Kaluga Region’s Department of Education and Science allowed the Society to hold an International Scientific Conference on The Oka River in the Third Millennium; the Conference reports were published along with a fourth book of News (May 2001). The Kaluga Society has a joint agreement with Moscow University’s Faculty of Physics, Kaluga Teaching University and The Society for the Study of Electromagnetic Emissions Impact on Living Organisms.

What’s ahead? The Society plans to issue a fifth book of News and to hold another conference.

In conclusion, I would like to quote the first chairman of the Society’s Board D.P. Bogdanov, who wrote in the foreword to the first book of News in 1912: “Our work will be fruitful given the sympathy and active participation of a wide circle of naturalists and admirers. Regardless of one’s field of knowledge, powers of observation and activity can create success and realize plans.” These words are as pertinent today as they were 89 years ago. The Society’s new life depends on us.

We invite all those who are interested to work with us. Please write: nature@kaluga.ru

The Founders of the Kaluga Nature Study Society:
A.A.Scmytov, Kaluga Regional Student Center of Ecology and Biology,
I.V. Shmytova, Kaluga State Museum of Local Lore,
V.E. Kuzmichev, Kaluga Teaching University,
Chairman of the Society’s Board

«NEWS FROM OUR COLLEGUES»
DEVELOPING TOURISM IN THE TYAN-SHAN MOUNTAINS
Kirghizia is planning to develop ecological tourism. The Kirghizia government decree On Developing Tourism Through 2010 includes the search for private investors during the first stage (2001—2002); the privatization of recreational and tourist resorts; the creation of a competitive environment to improve the quality and assortment of services; and the construction and reconstruction of key tourist sites during the second stage (2002—2005); and the creation of a comprehensive tourism infrastructure during the third stage (2005—2010).

In addition, the Kirghiz government plans to publish information on the epidemiological and ecological situation in the Republic. This duty is being carried out in part by governmental structures. Unfortunately, NGOs have not yet managed to conduct their own independent monitoring.

The Decree also removes all barriers and constraints imposed by local executive authorities to visiting mountain gorges, historical sites, forests and other protected natural areas of interest to foreign tourists. This is a matter of great concern for Russian environmental NGOs.

Some NGOs involved in the TASIS Intergovernmental Western Tyan-Shan Biodiversity Conservation Project (inaccessible mountain areas of Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Kirghizia) are developing an elite eco-tourism program of their own. A meeting held in Byshkek on August 15-16, 2001, was devoted to this problem.

For more information write to Igor Khodzhamberdyev: P.B. 1451, Bishkek 720040, Kirghizia, 
or send an e-mail to: igorho@sdnp.kyrnet.kg or khigor@cango.net.kg

ECO-Soglasiye Information Service

AZERBAIJAN’S GREEN MOVEMENT IS LOOKING FOR ALLIES
Azerbaijan’s Green Movement (AGM) is appealing for aid and assistance. Unfortunately, AGM has very few addresses of NGOs in Central, Eastern and South-Eastern Europe where the problem of devastation is of greatest urgence. AGM would like to establish contacts with government and non-government organizations that are working or willing to work in this sphere. Currently AGM is collecting information on the devastation in Central and Eastern Europe, especially in Moldavia, in the south of European Russia and in the Ukraine as well as about NGOs working in this area.

Perhaps there are NGOs already dealing with the devastation problem, or maybe someone has information on the situation in countries or particular regions on the following problems:

1. Forest devastation (cutting of forests and other green plantations).

2. Water, wind, slope erosion and degradation of soils caused by any phenomenon (agricultural overuse, etc.).

3. Irrational water use.

4. Pollution of surface and ground soil waters.

5. Chemical, oil or secondary pollution of soil.

6. Improper agricultural activities.

7. Dumping of solid wastes.

8. Climate changes and natural desert formation.

9. Causes of anthropogenic devastation (urbanization, war, electro-magnetic emission, radiation, acid rains, etc..)

10. Plants diseases, fires and other phenomena that endanger vegetation in particular areas.

Additionally, AGM is looking forward to establishing contacts with NGOs working in the following fields:

1) sustainable development of countries and particular regions;

2) sustainable agriculture and sustainable forestry;

3) sustainable water use;

4) solid and liquid waste management;

5) protection of water reservoirs, rivers, streams, etc.;

6) development of alternative power engineering;

7) liaison with local communities;

8) liaison with farmers;

9) work on different aspects of devastation problem;

10) reduction of fauna and flora biodiversity.

AGM would be grateful for texts, photos and any other visual aids (charts, tables, diagrams, maps, etc.) concerning specific facts on devastation; also topical reviews about devastation on national, regional or local levels as well as concerning the devastation of forests, disappearance of springs, drainage of water reservoirs and sources, information on the dynamics of these processes during different historical periods.

We would also welcome official information (from government structures) in the form of references, national reviews and reports, etc.

We would appreciate it very much if the information in Russian could be sent together with an English translation.

If there is any Internet data, please send us the name of the web-site.

Our address is:

47/17 Istiglaliyat Str.

Baku, 370001, Azerbaijan

Tel.: + 99 (450) 329-93-91.

E-mail: guseynovafk@aznet.org

With best regards, 
AGM President
Farida Guseinova

«PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED»
DEVELOPMENTAL STABILITY: THE SEEMING SIMPLICITY 
OF THE METHODOLOGY
The recent study “The Health of the Environment: Assessment Methodology. Assessment of Natural Populations on Their Developmental Stability: Methodical Manual for Reserves” (V.M. Zakharov, A.S. Baranov, V.I. Borisov, A.V. Valetsky, N.G. Kryazheva, E.K. Chistyakova, A.T. Chubinishvili. Moscow: Edition of Russian Ecological Policy Center, 2000. 66 pp.) focuses on the use of developmental stability to assess environmental quality. This study will no doubt attract the attention of many researchers. Most appealing is the simplicity of the methods for measuring and calculating fluctuating asymmetry: the reader gets the impression that even a schoolchild could do it. Yet, is the matter as simple as that? We think not.

The study presents an optimistic view of the universality of correlation between unfavorable impact on an organism and the reduction of developmental stability that is shown in increasing fluctuating asymmetry. Unfortunately, this approach reflects the situation that existed a decade ago; in recent years a more cautious, even skeptical approach prevails to using fluctuating asymmetry to discover stresses among animals and particularly plants. The names of some of the discussion topics speak for themselves: “Waltzing with asymmetry” (Palmer, 1996) and “What does sexual trait FA tell us about stress?” (Bjorkstein et al., 2000). Critics of researches based on measuring fluctuating asymmetry have found a significant number of methodological flaws (Merilä, Björklund, 1995; Björklund, Merilä, 1997; Van Dongen et al., 1999), which cast doubt on some previously published deductions. On the other hand, the absence of fluctuating asymmetry changes does not necessarily mean an absence of stress (Anne et al., 1998): some species demonstrate an unchanging asymmetry level even if the level of industrial pollution is very high (Zvereva et al., 1997; Valkama, Kozlov, 2001). Published negative results (i.e. results that do not fit the universal concept) constitute approximately one third of all publications (Bjorkstein et al., 2000). So, we can say that the method (in its present state) is far from being universal.

The key methodological aims of any research work are to ensure that the results and assessment of authenticity of observed phenomena can be replicated. Problems relating to developmental stability have been much discussed in recent years. But they are not even mentioned in the study under review. Given the interest international edition reviewers traditionally have in statistics analysis methods, I consider such simplification very dangerous: it may result in a number of new publications in Russian editions which the world scientific community would see as informational turmoil. And international journals would certainly refuse to publish articles using this methodological approach.

First of all, any character measurement contains a certain margin of error. Thus, even if we measure an ideally symmetrical organism we can get an FA value not equal to zero. Apparently, measurement error should be considered in calculations (Merilä, Björklund, 1995; Björklund, Merilä, 1997). This is possible if you take multiple (two or three) measures. Further we do not calculate average measure value, we use derived figures in dispersion analysis (See: Van Dongen et al., 1999). From the analysis we learn whether the taken FA measure really differs from zero, or, in other words, whether the value is true or whether there is a hindrance.

The underestimation of measure errors may easily lead to wrong conclusions. As an example I can refer to my own research that was based on now outdated but then generally accepted methods (Kozlov et al., 1996). During the research, we discovered a significant FA increase of birch tree (Betula pubescens subsp. czerepanovii) leaves drawing near the North Nickel Plant (Murmansk Region). But later on we figured out that the birch tree leaf asymmetry in the given gradient of pollution does not change (Valkama, Kozlov, 2001). The error resulted from insufficient accuracy of measures taken (rounding off to 1 mm, as it was recommended in the research work under review), coinciding with the decrease of leaf size as we drew nearer to the plant. We were wrong to take the increase of relevant measure error for an asymmetry increase. Modeling showed that twofold repeat of measures with 0,5 mm accuracy would have allowed us to avoid the mistake even if we had used outdated data analysis methods, while today’s analysis methods (Van Dongen et al., 1999) protect research studies from such mistakes.

Secondly, there are three types of asymmetry: set, fluctuating and anti-asymmetry (Palmer, Strobeck, 1986). Of the three, only fluctuating asymmetry can tell us (not always) something about the stress on an organism (Møller, Swaddle, 1997). Thus, the first stage of any analysis should be to find proof for classifying the observed fluctuations from ideal symmetry as fluctuation asymmetry (Palmer, Strobeck, 1986; Van Dongen et al., 1999). This stage, described in detail in all 20 randomly selected English language publications from 1996 to 2001, is absent not only from the study, but also in the publication of original results to which the authors refer (See: Zakharov, etc., 2000).

The authors’ proposal that we add up (in the first stages of data analysis!) FA values for a number of features of one and the same object is cause for serious objection. If the features under analysis were correlated (as, for instance, various measures of birch tree leaf plate), taking measures from some of them would give us no additional information as opposed to taking measures from one of them. If features change independently of one another, summing them up can result in missing very important information or drawing erroneous conclusions: if one of the features reacts clearly to the impact, while none of the rest do, averaging may do a disservice to the researcher. So, totaling as a means of “information curtailment”, if it can’t be done without, should be applied only in the final stages of the analysis, taking into consideration not only average value, but also individual asymmetry levels separately for each feature under analysis.

It is hard (or almost impossible) to agree with the proposal of the authors to assess the significance of differences between samples by using Student criteria. This method, of which Russian biologists are so fond, is no longer used in the West, where comparison of sampling estimation of FA is carried out with the use of disperse analysis (ANOVA, or ANalysis Of VAriance) (Møller, Swaddle, 1997; Van Dongen et al., 1999).

And finally, in assessing anthropogenic impact on ecosystems, it is important to choose the right place for selecting materials for the analysis. Most studies on relevant topics by Russian scientists are based on comparison of samples from only 3—5 selection places, located along one (only one) gradient (source) of pollution. The authors of the study use the same approach. Unfortunately, this philosophy does not allow one to distinguish the presumed impact of discharges from the influence of other environmental factors not taken into consideration by the researcher. For example, most research done near North Nickel is based on 4—8 sampling sites, located at different distances to the South of the plant. In this case there is no logical basis to explain changes (for instance, reduction of needles in size) due to pollution, and not changes in local climatic features from the North to the South, or impact of any other environmental factor. To estimate the impact of any factor one must compare data from at least two independent samples from the presumably impacted area with two control samples. To graph the source of pollution it is recommended to choose samples located along oppositely directed transects. Enlarging the number of samples considerably improves reliability of the results. In other words, differences between Impact and Control should be compared to changeability within each of these groups.

The ten trees analyzed within one sampling area (according to the authors) in reference to the objective of the analysis cannot be considered independent replications — they are “pseudo-replications”, to quote S. H. Hurlbert (1984); there is only one genuine replication in this case. Unfortunately, the problem of pseudo-replications in ecological researches – with which Western scientists can cope after S. H. Hurlbert’s publication (See: Heffner et al., 1996) – remains unknown to Russian ecologists.

The study’s list of background literature on developmental stability of different organisms is a great puzzle: it includes only works by the authors of the study. The innocent reader could get the impression that the method had never been used by anyone else, and this is not true. Since we cannot suspect the authors of not knowing English-language literature, the reasons for not mentioning it remain incomprehensible.

From my point of view, suppressing my criticisms of the given study could do harm rather than good. Its relatively large print run (1,000 copies) and the support of the Reserves Department of the Russian State Ecological Committee (referred to in the Introduction) make us fear that the efforts of many reserve specialists to whom the study is addressed may be wasted. Moreover, the results of their work could lead to fallacious conclusions and become the basis for unfounded decisions. For example, I can easily prove that any source of pollution has not impacted the environment negatively.

In conclusion I would like to emphasize that my criticisms should not be viewed as a call to stop using fluctuating asymmetry for estimating environmental quality. On the contrary, I believe that this direction is rather promising, but only given careful selection of preliminary information and comprehensive analysis of collected data (Kozlov, Niemelä, 1999; Kozlov et al., 2001; Valkama, Kozlov, 2001). Unlike the authors of the study, I recommend that you:

· be very careful when choosing the place for collecting materials, planning at least two independent replications for each level (or type) of impact under comparison ;

· insist on maximum accuracy (at least 0.5 mm for objects with linear dimensions 15—50 mm, such as birch tree leaves, and 0.1 mm for objects with linear dimensions 3—15 mm, such as leaves of bilberry or dwarf birch tree);

· measure each object at least two times, estimate the degree to which the results can be replicated and margin of error based on independent selections;

· investigate each feature separately during the analysis of one and the same object;

· use modern methods of statistics analysis (mixed model ANOVA) to distinguish between the three types of asymmetry and to prove the statistical significance of measured FA value;

· use dispersion analysis (ANOVA) when comparing samples; use parallel comparison when required (for example, Duncan’s multiple range test);

· remember that one negative result (absence of FA changes) very often does not imply the absence of stress.

Critical analysis of methodical indications has been done within the framework of the Vulnerability of Northern Ecosystems to Pollution and Climate Change Project, supported by NorFA (Nordic Academy of Advanced Studies).
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NEW AND NOTEWORTHY
The Last Intact Forest Landscapes in Northern European Russia / A. Yu. Yaroshenko, P. V. Potapov, S. A. Turubanova — Moscow: Ed. Greenpeace Russia, 2001. — 75 p.

Methods and work results of intact forested of Northern European Russia mapping by means of satellite survey. This approach allows one to identify all major natural ecosystem disturbances.

Contact address:

Moscow, 127994, GSP-4, Russia, Greenpeace Russia.

Tel.: +7 (095) 257-41-16, 257-41-18;
fax: +7 (095) 257-41-10.
E-mail: alexey@greenpeace.ru
http://www.greenpeace.ru

RESERVES: METHODOLOGICAL NOTES BY THE COMMITTEE ON RESERVES (RAS).
ANALYSIS OF EDITIONS FROM 1996 TO 2000
Scant scientific periodical press has been reinforced by an interesting and versatile journal that covers different aspects of theory and practical work corresponding to reserves. The edition is issued under the Department of General Biology of the Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS) signature stamp.

The lead article in the first edition (1996) states that the journal’s aim is: “To mirror general issues and ideology of conservation work, large scope of researches conducted in reserves: from discovering new or rare species to in-depth study of ecosystems; specificity of prolonged stationary successive researches of different levels, beginning with inventory of all natural objects situated in a reserve to the study of complex links in biogeocenosis. The journal welcomes articles from all specialists from Russian reserves as well as from reserves of CIS countries, scientific research institutes and high schools” (p. 6).

“Reserves” was created by the RAS Committee on Reserves. The scientific work of the Committee is well known to the readers. It includes reports and reviews of numerous conferences and meetings (over 10 editions), “Problems of Reserves” series collection (10 editions), and the unique series “Fauna and Flora of Reserves” (98 editions).

This new publication is rather original although it can be viewed as the continuation of 13 editions “Scientific Methodical Notes”, issued by the Committee on the Reserves in 1938—1949 (Shtilmark, 1996)
. This is a compliment – not a reproach.

The “Reserves” Editorial Board consists of famous scientists working in the field of nature conservation and reserves. The Editor of the first three editions was RAS Academician V.N. Tikhomirov who did so much for reserves in the USSR and Russia. Academician D.S. Pavlov, now head of the Commission, edited the other editions. The life and soul of “Reserves” has always been the scientific secretary of the Commission, Bachelor of Science in Biology, T.M. Korneyeva. She was responsible for coordination, scientific, methodological and publishing work. Past and present members of the journal’s editorial board include: I.I. Gnidina, I.S. Darevsky, L.V. Kulikova, E.N. Matyushkin, V.O. Mokievsky, A.A. Nikolsky, Y.D. Nykhimovsky, Y.G. puzachenko, N.N. Skokova, V.B. Stepanitsky, A.A. Tishkov, K.P. Filonov.

Most articles were dedicated to reserves’ general problems (38% out of all publications). Zoological issues were covered in 20% of the articles, botany and ecology — in 15%, other directions — in 14% articles. Among the publications — materials on research conducted in 31 reserves and 2 national parks. Materials on scientific research conducted in Altaisky, Baikalsy, Darvinsky, Zeisky, Zhigulevsky, Lazovsky, Stolby, Khopersky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy were covered in the journal more than once.

The journal has 11 sections; the largest is called Principles, Results and Methods of Scientific Research in Reserves. Over a third of the articles are published under this heading. Articles by A.P. Utenkov and G.V. Motuzov (1998), D.M. Polushkin (1999), O.V. Morozova and V.N. Korotkova (1999) reflect the content of the section in a most profound manner.

New Protected Areas is the second largest section. It contains information on designated natural reserves (Gasparyan, 1996, 1998, 2000), new protected natural areas, and frontier and trans-border PNAs (Gunin, Bazha, 1998; Chibilev, 1999; Brylev, Sagalayev, 2000).

The History of Reserves is a very original and interesting section containing the ideas of classic reserve experts (Kozhevnikov 1997; Sukachev, 1997; Borodin, 1998). It will be wonderful if this section of the journal continues to publish only the best examples of scientific thinking of Russian and foreign reserves classics.

A thorough review of back issues reveals this to be a multi-faceted periodical of high intellectual potential. The distinguished editing and wonderful paleographic technique are praiseworthy.

Discussions on the role and place of PNAs in economic, social and scientific life have yet to produce a precise definition of reserves or their place in the system of knowledge and in the classification of types of activities.

Reserves work is a branch of knowledge still in the making, an interdisciplinary scientific applied complex (ISAC). It is also a part of ecology. The key problem of the Reserve ISAC is the development of concepts and their practical application in order to ensure the protection of nature.

The journal leaves no doubt as to the role and place of reserves. The articles clearly state that Russian reserves have grown out of the “ugly duckling” stage.

G.A. Kozhevnikov (1928, p. 14, 16) defined the key objective of research in reserves as “the study of life’s organic evolution… and the study of permanent changes in organisms due to changes in the environment.” V.V. Stanchinsky (1938, p. 41) was the first to define the role of ecological research in reserves as a means of monitoring and scientific prognostication of prolonged changes in nature complexes: “Only reserves conducting stationary complex research can aspire to solve this extremely important theoretical and practical problem”. In actual practice, however, reserve staff cannot conduct relevant research on their own. They badly need help from leading academic institutions and universities. The most pressing task now is to convert the Nature Chronicles into computer databases so as to put their unique information into international scientific circulation. The journal is also helping to do this.
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HUMANITARIAN ECOLOGICAL JOURNAL
The Humanitarian Ecological Journal is addressed to ecologists interested in the world outlook and in philosophical and ethical aspects of nature conservation.

This journal is published three or four times a year and illuminates such issues as ideology, methodology, and philosophy of nature conservation. There are articles on ecological ethics, theology, aesthetics, philosophy, culture, history, psychology, sociology, and political science. The following topics are also discussed: wild nature value, motivation in conservation, philosophical issues of conservation, social issues associated with nature conservation, folk traditions in conservation, modern theories of ecological ethics and in-depth ecology.

The journal aims to promote the development of an eco-centric ideology based on respect for wildlife and a desire to revive spirituality in local nature conservation. This new conservation ideology should have local roots and serve as a means of expressing cultural traditions of local peoples.

The journal is published in Russian and distributed in the CIS, in Baltic states and Western Europe. The circulation is 500 copies; six issues have already been published.

If you would like to subscribe to the Humanitarian Ecological Journal, please write to the editorial offices at:
Kiev Ecological and Cultural Center, 48, 31 Raduzhnaya Str., Kiev, 02218, Ukraine.

Tel.: (044) 443-52-62;
E-mail: kekz@carrier.kiev.ua
Web-site: www.ln.com.ua/~kekz/human.htm


Or write to the Biodiversity Conservation Center:

Office 2, 41 Vavilova Str. Moscow, 117312, Russia.

Tel.: (095) 124-71-78;
E-mail: biodivers@biodiversity.ru
V. E. Boreiko and V. N. Grischenko
Editors-in-chief
«MISCELLANEOUS»
ISAR CASPIAN PROGRAM DECLARATION
The ISAR Caspian Program (hereinafter – the Program) was launched in 1998. Its key objectives were formulated in April 1999 in Baku at a Conference on Establishing and Expanding the Partnership Between NGOs in Solving the Caspian Seas Ecological Problems. Over 50 representatives of regional environmental NGOs attended.

The Program’s main objective is to protect the unique ecosystems of the Caspian Sea.

Program Guidelines

1. Creation and development of an independent ecological monitoring system in the Caspian Sea Basin. (The Program helps local NGOs conduct independent ecological monitoring in the Caspian and participate in other monitoring programs, national and international.)

2. Promoting public efforts to protect and restore Caspian ecosystems. (The Program contributes to independent evaluations of PNAs and biodiversity in the Caspian, their protection and restoration.)

3. Finding and promoting alternative forms of economic development in the region. (The Program supports the efforts of NGOs and organizations of other sectors to extend the use of renewable natural resources in the region as an alternative to an exclusively oil-and-gas economy. The priorities in this field are: “clean” power engineering and energy-saving programs; eco-tourism and other kinds of environmentally safe recreation; ecologically responsible sea bio-resources exploitation; sustainable agricultural development.

4. Development of liaison between NGOs and transnational corporations (TNC). (The Program supports the development of relations between NGOs and TNCs to provide for transparency and open dialogue between these groups as well as to ensure that TNCs do not ignore the public opinion.)

5. Assistance to the open exchange of information and ecological education. (The Program supports the functioning of informational CaspInfo web-portal, bulletins, conferences and Ecological Education projects.)

6. Facilitation of the public ecological movement in support of the Caspian Sea. (The Program supports the public ecological movement, including the attraction of new foreign donors to work in the region, and is aimed at improving the investment climate for foreign and local charitable organizations and individuals.)

General Civil Principles
Ecologically responsible development and effective nature conservation in the Caspian region are possible only if the following democratic and civil principles are fulfilled.

1. Utmost development of public initiatives at the local, regional and interregional levels. (Caspian Region Community of NGOs must participate in the decision-making process within all national and international programs related to the present and future of the Caspian Region.)

2. Access to all public and ecologically significant information.

3. Broadening of the role of NGOs in determining the legal status of the Caspian Sea.

4. Imposing a moratorium on military exercises and actions in the Caspian Region; gradually turning it into a demilitarized zone.

Ecological Principals
1. Conservation of the Caspian’s unique ecosystem — key to the preparation and introduction of any political, social and economic decisions relating to the Caspian Region.

2. Sustainable improvement of the region’s ecology.

3. Improvement of the management system; protection of existing protected natural areas and designation of new PNAs. The reserve status of the Northern Caspian must be restored and restrictions on geological exploration, testing and extraction of hydrocarbon resources must be imposed.

4. Exploitation of Caspian natural resources with general reduction of non-renewable resources and non-destructive use of renewable resources. The strictest international ecological standards should be applied in all the cases.

5. Imposition of a moratorium on investigation, extraction and transportation of hydrocarbon resources in the Caspian’s shallow northern zone pending the creation of new technologies securing biodiversity conservation.

Principles of liaison with NGOs
1. Involvement in the Program of all NGOs working to solve regional ecological problems except those using work methods restricted by the law.

2. Ensuring free and easy access to information for all ecological NGOs and interested organizations from other sectors.

3. NGOs participating in the Program should determine their relationship with TNCs on their own and decide themselves how to obtain financial aid from TNCs.

Liaison with International Organizations
1. Open exchange of information and collaboration with any organizations and other stakeholders interested in Caspian ecosystem conservation, although the Program remains independent in choosing its policy, objectives and priorities.

2. Program decisions are made by a Board of Experts. The Board includes representatives of NGOs from the Caspian Sea Basin and ISAR members form each regional office participating in the Program.

Caucasus Environmental NGO Network (CENN)

CULTURAL RECREATION IN SAMAROVSKY CHUGAS

On November 14, 2001, a Samarovsky Chugas Nature Park Presentation took place within the framework of Yugra Ecology.

The Presentation was attended by representatives from other local parks and ecological organizations; it began with a short video film describing Samarovsky Chuga, its history, natural heritage, activities in the field of nature conservation and involvement of local residents in solving ecological problems.

The presentation combined the results of the wonderful work done by the park staff during the last eight months of this year. Activities included planting of trees in spring and autumn, subbotniks (voluntary unpaid work performed collectively) and numerous drives to collect rubbish and clean the city and park area, educational work with children, and much more. Most importantly, the staff did a superb job of preparing the ground for further work. The restoration and cleaning of forest massifs is now in full swing. Children from the forestry schools at Kedrovka and Muravei are also helping. Thanks to the efforts of Samarovsky Chugas Nature Park, Khanti-Mansiysk remains an environmentally clean city.

The presentation was followed by the opening of an ecological path along the Sirin Street — Kholodny Log route. This is the first equipped excursion path in Khanti-Mansiysk. It has all the necessary facilities: sports grounds, recreation zones equipped with picnic tables and benches, playgrounds, specially equipped campfire places, and trash-bins. The specialists there truly proved their skills of forest recreation management.

Unfortunately, not all the citizens appreciate the efforts of the ecologists: there are vandals destroying and burning down wooden facilities. However, the specialists of the park are sure that in the end they will manage to teach people to enjoy these facilities rather than destroy them.

For more information, please write: natalya_kazanina@mail.ru

Samarovsky Chugas Nature Park

«ANNOUNCEMENTS»
E-MAIL ADDRESSES OF RUSSIAN NATURE RESERVES
AND NATIONAL PARKS

Dear colleagues!

Biodiversity Conservation Center has at its disposal all the E-mails of Russian Strict Nature Reserves (Zapovedniks) and National Parks. We can inform you of any of it on your request.

Please, direct it to: biodivers@biodiversity.ru 

The Editors.






� In the list of Literature, articles published in the edition under review are not referred to.
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