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«FROM THE EDITORIAL BOARD»

LETTER FROM THE EDITOR

Dear friends and colleagues!

Over a year has passed since the publication of this jubilee issue of our Bulletin. We are extremely thankful to you for the letters of support and for your understanding. Thanks to the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation, we will be able to go on publishing our Bulletin, though at a reduced length. We will have to find other ways of disseminating the information that can no longer be printed in the Bulletin. We hope that you will give us your suggestions.

In future we will not be able to include information on grant applications, conferences and workshops in the Bulletin or its supplements. This information will be circulated on the Internet instead. Other materials will be published in the Bulletin but in abridged form while unabridged versions will be available on the Internet. If do not have access to the Internet, you may request these versions via 
e-mail.

Also, we have had to re-register the addressees of our Bulletin. This will not affect persons working directly in the reserves system or similar organisations.

We have decided to make our Bulletin more ecologically friendly: the paper will be thinner and less white.

Finally, we care very much about the opinions of our readers concerning the content of the Bulletin and ways to improve it. We look forward to hearing from you.

The Editors
Nature Reserves and National Parks Bulletin

«CURRENT EVENTS»
DANGEROUS AMENDMENTS TO THE LAW
ON PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS
The State Duma Ecology Committee Ecology is working on Federal Act No. 71598-3, a bill to amend the Law on Protected Natural Areas. The bill was introduced by State Duma deputies V. A. Grachev, R.S. Bakiev, A. N. Greshnevikov, and V. V. Olenyev in December 2002. The new draft of the Law on PNAs has been disseminated to Russia’s 89 regions and to the Russian Government. The Ecology Committee is still receiving comments and suggestions about these proposed amendments.

The draft document was drawn up with the help of leading experts on protected natural areas (PNAs), specialists from different regions of Russia and from NGOs. The draft law is based on the concept of Russian PNA system development and the development of federative relations in this field, on succession in legislation development with regard to current normative legislation and implementation of Russia’s Ecological Doctrine. The Federal Act «On Protected Natural Areas» is one of Russia’s most legally correct, efficient and verified through legal acts. Any amendments would not change the general concept of this law; meanwhile its revision is necessary given the new realities of legal practice. The law must be adjusted to conform with new legal acts adopted after 2000. The basic statements of the draft law include:

— Differentiation of authorities of government departments as regards PNA status identification, management and control in the sphere of PNA establishment and functioning;

— Closer definition of PNA protected zones’ legal status and procedure of reserving lands for further PNA creation;

— Providing legal instruments of national parks and state nature reserves financial security on account of non-budgetary funds and reducing burden on federal and regional budgets;

— The procedure of including Russian PNAs in the international system of biosphere reserves and UNESCO’s Natural and Cultural Heritage List;

— Establishment of a procedure for changing PNA’s borders;

— Regulation of activities providing for regulated tourism and recreation in national parks;

— Adjustment to the norms of the Water Code and the Land Code.

Thus, the draft law is supposedly aimed at improving PNA legislation and its adjustment to the new realities of legal practices and the current legislation. The bill will specify current norms and solve collision issues that had accumulated in the field of PNA management since 1995.

In accordance with the prescribed procedure, the draft law was sent to the Government. The Government sent the document to relevant ministries and departments. In March 2003, the Russian Government submitted the draft of the new revision of the Federal Act «On Protected Natural Areas» for consideration to the Ministry of Natural Resources. This bill takes into account the results of the Presidential Committee responsible for drafting statements on authority differentiation of federal authorities, government authorities in the subjects of the Russian Federation and municipal authorities. The Ministry of Economic Development and the Ministry of State Property supported the draft law designed under the guidance of D. Kozak. The basic statements of this draft law are as follows: 

1. The given revision of the law abolishes the fundamental principle of PNA development in a federative state — PNAs multilevel character (Russian protected natural areas are divided into federal, regional and municipal/local). Thus, the bill violates constitutional fundamentals of federal structure in Russia as regards the areas of mutual confidence and justification of plurality of natural resource property forms, particularly as regards the property of Russia’s 89 regions. The draft law infringes the rights of Russia’s regions as regards the execution of their authority over the objects of mutual competence (Article 72 of the Russian Constitution) in the sphere of natural resource use, nature conservation, environmental safety and protected natural areas.

2. The draft law fixes the list of PNA categories thus depriving regional and municipal authorities of the right to establish PNAs of other categories. As a consequence it devalues the key idea of PNA formation and the right of Russia’s regions to develop their own PNA legislation. Providing no substantiation, the bill stops the positive practice of the last decade of developing a regional system of PNAs of different categories, including the Republic of Sakha, the Republic of Altai, Chita Region and many other regions of Russia. In fact, the bill destroys positive experience in developing PNAs at the municipal level (Ulyanovsk Region, Kamchatka Region, etc.).

3. The draft law means revision of the whole PNA federal and regional legislation developed over the past decade (including numerous regulations and sub-law acts) as well as other legislations (the federal act on PNAs provides the ground for the new Land Code, the Code of the Russian Federation on Administrative Offences, the Federal Act «On environmental Protection», etc.). There is almost no continuity in the draft law: it ignores current legislation. The adoption of this bill will require much work, such as abrogation, review and modification of all existing federal acts and actual abrogation of most regional acts (most of the Russian regions have their own laws and other normative acts on PNAs based on the Constitution and the Federal Act on PNAs).

4. The bill suggests that all PNAs should be under federal government authority. New, mainly federal PNAs would be established only by a decree of federal authorities. Regions and municipalities would have the right to designate only nature monuments, botanical gardens and arboretums. This means that most existing regional PNAs (approximately 15,000) would be liquidated. This means nature parks and state nature protected areas (zakazniks) – the categories of regional PNAs most important for Russia to fulfill its international responsibilities in the field of biodiversity conservation and environmental safety. Some regional PNAs are already listed in UNESCO’s World Natural Heritage List. Adoption of the bill would require revision of the protection regime in these areas that are now under protection of international law.

5. The bill liquidates a whole category of PNAs – nature parks (the most important PNA category of regional significance). Thus, the enormous amount of work done over the past seven years to develop a nature park network in the republics of Adygeya, Altai, Bashkortostan, Kalmykia, Sakha, Udmurtiya, Primorye, Volgograd, Kamchatka, Omsk, Sakhalin, Sverdlovsk regions, Khanty-Mansi Autonomous Area and in the city of Moscow will have been wasted.

6. The bill stipulates that financing for state nature reserves and national parks will come from the federal budget only. This threatens the stable existence of this unique system recognized all over the world and deprives it of legitimate sources of additional financing (annually 30—40% of the total budget) from regional and municipal budgets, domestic sponsors, charitable grants, as well as the PNAs’ own earnings.

7. The new draft of the law does not solve a single legal problem the Russian PNA system faces today; it ignores the proposals of a working group under the State Duma Ecology Committee as those of regional authorities as regards PNA system development based on a combination of federal, regional and municipal PNAs.

According to ecological NGOs, the draft law designed by the President’s Administration destroys existing PNA systems and PNA legislation; if this bill is adopted it could seriously damage territorial protection of nature throughout Russia.

To read the new draft of the Law on PNAs and comments, go to the BCC website: http://reserves.biodiversity.ru/law-new.html.

WWF Russian Office
RESOLUTION OF THE 
MEETING ON SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH WORK IN PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS 
AND ITS ROLE IN REGIONAL ECOLOGICAL POLICY

(MOSCOW, OCTOBER 15-16, 2002)

Meeting participants noted that, despite administrative and financial difficulties, Russia's reserves and national parks are of vital importance since they are the basis for Russia's ecological network and the main links for regional PNA systems; they also promote scientific research and ecological education. In order to maintain and develop this potential, the participants agreed to:

· Ask Russian Minister of Natural Resources V.G. Artyukhov to set up a Scientific and Practical Council on Conservation at the Department of Protected Natural Areas and Sites and develop a mechanism for making vital environmental decisions related to PNAs (scientific research, level of interference, regulation, use and PNA development).

· Ask the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) to coordinate research in nature reserves and national parks with the Ministry's need for information concerning natural ecosystems, natural resources and environmental quality assessment for purposes of state environmental control, monitoring, wildlife studies, OVOS and state environmental examinations.

· Ask the Commission for Biodiversity Conservation at the Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS), the Department of Protected Natural Areas and Sites and other concerned organizations to advise PNAs on inventory and monitoring as well as on prospective areas of scientific research related to assessment of environmental capacity and permissible impact, environmental health assessment, invasions, and formation of regional eco-nets. In order to implement this proposal it will be necessary to identify coordinators from the RAS, from nature reserves and national parks and from other concerned organizations.

· Propose to nature reserves and national parks that they set up public centers involving all interested parties (local government, businesses, institutes, schools and the public) to support NPAs, participate in regional environmental policy, and help develop a civil society. (The meeting participants called on the RAS, CEPR, the Zapovedniki Ecological Center, the Biodiversity Conservation Center and other concerned organizations to help coordinate these activities.)

· Ask the MNR to consider improving the organization of the relevant MNR department in charge of managing PNAs.

· Ask the MNR in association with the RAS, the Zapovedniki Ecological Center, the Biodiversity Conservation Center and other concerned organizations to develop a system of vocational training for PNA personnel.

· Organize public discussions about PNA development strategy.

· Appeal to the MNR, RAS and other concerned organizations to convey to the highest legislative and executive authorities, including President Vladimir Putin, and to the public, the importance of the unique PNA system, Russia's most valuable natural heritage, an object worthy of our national pride and the attention of state and community alike.

DEMONSTRATING SUSTAINABLE BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION
ON THE EXAMPLE OF FOUR PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS
IN THE KAMCHATKA REGION: A UNDP/GEF PROJECT

The development of management plans for four protected natural areas in Kamchatka region – Kronotsky state nature biosphere reserve, Yuzhno-Kamchatsky state nature federal protected area (zakaznik), Nalychevo and Bystrinsky national parks – was recently completed. The development of management plans for these PNAs was a part of a larger model project Demonstrating Sustainable Biodiversity Conservation on the Example of Four Protected Natural Areas in the Kamchatka Region, a UN Development Program project with the financial support of the Global Environmental Facility.

The key objective of the Management Plans is to provide PNA directors with management tools, such as medium-term management programs to ensure conservation and development of their natural, historical and cultural heritage. Requirements to implement the system of compulsory 5-year management plans for all Russian state nature reserves are stipulated in «Key directions of development of the system of state nature reserves and national parks in Russian through 2015», adopted by the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources in 2003.

The main results of management plans development are as follows:

· Description of concrete objectives, strategies to achieve them and required resources; 

· Coordination of management and scientific research goals; 

· Identification of needs in additional education and training and infrastructure development; 

· Providing basic long-term material resources to sustain PNAs, and access to additional financial resources. 

The management plans were developed by special planning teams consisting of staffers from Kamchatka national parks and the Kronotsky reserve as well as representatives from the Kamchatka Branch of the Pacific Geography Institute (Russian Academy of Sciences), the Kamchatka Region Administration and other regional organizations.

The Biodiversity Conservation Center provided relevant expertise, particularly by Doctor of Biology Y. A. Buivolov, BCC Senior Expert, and Y.V. Dobrushin, Rosgiproles Planning Expert under the management of A.R. Grigorian.

The project team also made substantial use of relevant international experience. The staffers from Kronotsky reserve and national parks visited Canadian parks on a study tour. They also participated in a special PNA management tools workshop conducted by BCC specialists and Dr. Stephan Fuller of Canada. 

The parties involved met frequently and were always in touch. In April 2003, we held special meetings to discuss management aims and objectives for the given protected natural areas till 2008. Participants included representatives from the Kamchatka Regional Administration, municipal authorities, conservation, and scientific and educational organizations as well as the representatives of NGOs and citizens interested in PNA management. We finalized the results of our work in August 2003 when relevant amendments were made to the management plans. Between meetings we arranged a number of workshops and provided expertise to the parties involved: Kamchatka Region Administration, local municipal authorities, national communities of native peoples of the North, non-commercial and commercial organizations. 

Y. A. Buivolov,
BCC Senior Expert

«ECOLOGICAL EDUCATION»
ECO-EDUCATION ACTIVITIES AT NATIONAL PARKS
AND STATE NATURE RESERVES IN 2002

(Based on letters from the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources #63-01/165
and #63-01/166 dd. September 3, 2003)

By the end of 2002, separate divisions specializing in ecological education were functioning as independent units in 17 out of 35 national parks and in 70 out of 95 state nature reserves supervised by the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR). In 3 reserves (Visimsky, Ust’-Lensky and Tsentralnosibirsky) and in 2 national parks ecological education was part of the staff of scientific departments, and in 2 national parks — of tourism and recreation departments, while Kenozersky national park established its own eco-education service. Eco-education workgroups were functioning in Voronezhsky, Zhigulevsky and Kabardino-Balkarsky reserves. In 9 reserves eco-education was conducted by staffers in other divisions: Bastak, Bolshoi Arktichesky, Komsomolsky, Kuznetsky Alatau, Mordovsky, Olekmansky, Orenburgskiy, Prioksko-Terrasny and Rdeisky. In 7 reserves (Dzhugdzhursky, Magadansky, Norsky, Rostovsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Chernye Zemli, Yugansky) scientific departments included 1-5 specialists in ecological education and training. The total of 391 staffers responsible for eco-education worked in the Russian state nature reserves. In national parks a total of 79 staffers were responsible for eco-education. On average, 4 persons were engaged in eco-education in reserves, and 2 — in national parks.

In 2002, staffers of eco-education departments of 16 reserves and 8 national parks completed upgrading and professional training courses.

Ecological education activities in national parks and state nature reserves in 2002 were carried out along the following lines:

· Management of museums, visit-centers, stationary, temporary and itinerant exhibition displays; 

· Interaction with mass media (articles, appearances on radio and TV, periodical publications); 

· Promotion and publication; 

· Work with schoolchildren; 

· Interaction with teachers and education authorities; 

· Liaison with local population; 

· Organization of ecological festivals and ecological PR actions. 

Additionally, national parks provided visitors services visitors (excursions, tours, etc.) as required by current legislation.

Museum Management
In 2002, visitor centers were established or were under construction in 8 national parks and 46 reserves. By the end of the year, 57 visitor centers in reserves and 16 visitor centers in national parks were receiving visitors. Nature Museums were functioning in 37 reserves and 12 national parks. 

Both visitor centers and Nature Museums were functioning in 19 reserves: Astrakhansky, Baikalsky, Barguzinsky, Basegi, Bashkirsky, Bolshoi Arktichesky, Volzhsko-Kamsky, Voronezhsky, Darvinsky, Kandalakshsky, Kronotsky, Lazovsky, Pechero-Ilychsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Taimyrsky, Teberdinsky, Khopersky, Tsentralno-lesnoi, Shulgan-Tash.

In 2002 national parks set up 232 exhibition displays for different audiences, and reserves — 603. The most displays were organized by the reserves: Baikalsky, Lazovsky, Poronaisky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Taimyrsky, Khankaisky, and the national parks: Plescheevo Ozero, Russky Sever and Sebezhsky. Beside these PNAs more than 10 exhibition displays were set up by the reserves: Bashkirsky, Bolshekhekhtsyrsky, Botchinsky, Verkhne-Tazovsky, Darvinsky, Zhigulevsky, Kavkazsky, Komandorsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Ust-Lensky, Khakassky, Tsentralno-Lesnoi, and Shulgan-Tash, and the national parks: Valdaisky, Orlovskoye Polesye, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Sochinsky, and Ugra.

Children’s art displays were set up by 69 reserves and 19 national parks and were very popular. The most active in organizing such displays were the reserves: Baikalsky, Lazovsky, Taimyrsky, Ust'-Lensky and Khankaisky, as well as the national parks: Plescheevo Ozero, Smolenskoye Poozerye and Russky Sever.

In 48 reserves and 15 national parks eco-education specialists set up 153 and 39 photo-exhibitions respectively. The greatest number of photo-exhibitions were organized by the reserves: Baikalsky (12), Komandorsky (11), Botchinsky (10), Laplandsky (8), Porpnaisky (6), Altaisky, Bastak, Kuznetsky Alatau, Norsky and Shulgan-Tash (5 each), and the national parks: Russky Sever, Sebezhsky and Plescheevo Ozero.

In 35 nature reserves and in 14 national parks eco-education specialists set up 107 and 43 nature conservation exhibition displays respectively. Among reserves, the most active here were Darvinsky (15), Taimyrsky(14), Poronaisky (8), Baikalsky (7) and Bashkirsky (6).

Art exhibitions were set up by 31 reserves (72 displays) and 10 national parks (34 displays). In 2002, the most active here was Plescheevo Ozero national park, which organized the greatest number of displays of the kind (12) as well as the reserves: Lazovsky (8), Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe (5), Norsky, Poronaisky (4 each), Bogdinsko-Baskunchaksky, Kavkazsky, Nizhne-Svirsky and Taimyrsky (3 each).

21 reserves and 8 national parks set up 67 literature exhibition displays (40 and 27 respectively). The leaders here were the national parks Plescheevo Ozero and Sochinsky, and the reserves Kavkazsky, Lazovsky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Sayano-Shushensky, Taimyrsky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy and Schylgan-Tash.

As for the variety of the exhibition topics (5 each) the most active were set up by 14 reserves (Taimyrsky, Lazovsky, Poronaisky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Ust'-Lensky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, Khakassky, Kavkazsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Barguzinsky, Zhigulevsky, Shulgan-Tash, Magadansky and Polistovsky) and 7 national parks (Valdaisky, Orlovskoye Poleskye, Plescheevo Ozero, Russky Sever, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Sochinsky and Ugra). Exhibition displays of four kinds were set up by 9 reserves: Verkhne-Tazovsky, Astrakhansky, Kronotsky, Belogorye, Daursky, Denezhkin Kamen’, Stolby, Olekmansky and Malaya Sos’va.

So-called «pet corners» and animal houses were displayed to visitors in 9 reserves (a total of 23 in the reserves Pechero-Lychsky, Poronaisky, Prioksko-Terrasny, Oksky, Taimyrsky, Teberdinsky, Khingansky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy and Cherniye Zemli) and in 6 national parks. In Shulgan-Tash, a bee apiary display was open for visitors. Ten reserves (Belogorye, Verkhne-Tazovsky, Volzhsko-Kamsky, Kavkazsky, Kandalakshsky, Kivach, Lazovsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Ust'-Lensky and Tsentralsno-Chernozemny) and 8 national parks had exhibitions of live plants.

Visitor Services

In addition to nature museum excursions the visitors to national parks enjoyed field excursions and various tours:

· Walking tours (for visitors on their own) — in 19 parks; 

· Boat trips (for tourists and visitors)— in 14 parks; 

· Car and bus tours (for tourists and visitors) — in 9 parks. 

In 2000, 208 ecological paths and routes (12,028 km total) were open in 32 national parks (376 km per NP, on average). 

A total of 499,315 visitors in groups or specially organized tours passed through national parks (on average, 17 218 visitors per NP), including 41,399 tourists from abroad.

The greatest number of visitors passed trough Sochinsky, where 290,100 legal visitors were registered. Most popular among foreign tourists was Kurshskaya Kosa — 36,389 visitors.

Interaction with the Mass Media
In 2002, the staffers of reserves and national parks wrote 2,625 articles which were published in periodicals (1801 articles by reserve specialists and 824 articles — by NP specialists), including 1801 (1210 and 591 accordingly) — in regional, 267 — in federal (187 and 80 accordingly) and 557 (404 and 153 accordingly) — in the local press. On average, 25 articles per reserve or national park.

Articles by staffers of 42 reserves and 15 national parks were published in national editions. Most distinguished here were the reserves Astrakhansky (35), Kavkazsky (21), and Khingansky (11), and the national parks Smolenskoye Poozerye (29), Plescheevo Ozero (17), and Sebezhsky (10).

Articles written by the staffers of 78 reserves and 23 national parks were published in the regional press. More than 50 articles published in the regional press belong to the reserves Sikhote-Alinsky (100), Laplandsky (86), Belogorye (56) and Khakassky (55), and the national parks Nizhnyaya Kama (168), Plescheevo Ozero (112) and Smolenskoye Poozerye (56). 

Articles by the staffers of 33 reserves and 23 national parks were published in the local press. Here the leaders were the reserves Darvinsky (53), Putoransky (37), Khankaisky (34), Bureinsky (33), Komsomolsky (27), Kaluzhskiye Zaseki (19), Teberdinsky (18), Altaisky (16), Bryansky Les, Kavkazsky (15 each), Yugansky (14), Visimsky, Vishersky (12 each), Botchinsky, Rostovsky (11 each), and the national parks Shushensky Bor (36), Meschersky (26), Ugra (25), Chavash Varmane (18), Taganai (14) and Nechkinsky (12 articles).

Fifteen reserves (Altaisky, Bryansky Les, Bureinsky, Visimsky, Darvinsky, Denezhkin Kamen’, Dzherginsky, Kronotsky, Mordovsky, Putoransky, Ubsunurskaya Kotlovina, Khakassky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, Tsentralno-Chernozyemny, and Shulgan-Tash) and 6 national parks (Losiny Ostrov, Nechkinsky, Paanayarvi, Tunkinsky, Ugra, and Shushensky Bor) practiced interaction with the press most actively.

The greatest number of articles belongs to the staffers of 9 reserves (Sikhote-Alinsky — 100, Baikalsky — 97, Laplandsky — 95, Astrakhansky — 77, Darvisnky — 65, Khakassky — 62, Belogorye — 59, Putoransky — 53 and Tsentralno-Lesnoy — 48) and 3 national parks (Nizhnyaya Kama — 170, Plescheevo Ozero — 129 and Smolenskoye Poozerye — 85).

Appearances on TV, TV reports and programs play important role in ecological education. In 2002, the number of appearances with the participation or support of reserve specialists came to 1,105. National channels broadcasted 53 reports developed with the participation of reserve staffers, and 20 — with the participation of NP staffers, regional TV stations broadcasted 449 and 120 reports respectively, and local TV channels — 336 and 127 respectively. Most distinguished here were the national parks Nizhnyaya Kama (68 TV reports), Sochinsky (49) and Smolenskoye Poozerye (24) as well as the reserves Bolshoi Arktichesky (61), Laplandsky (51), Astrakhansky (34), Bastak (33), Barguzinsky (30), Putoransky, Belogorye (29 each), Khakassky (26), Altaisky (25), Magadansky, Teberdinsky (22 each), Nenetsky (21), Khingansky and Olekmansky (20 each).

National TV broadcasted reports on 21 reserves and 4 national parks. Most active here were the reserves Laplandsky (15 TV appearances), Oksky (5), Teberdinsky and Tsentralno-Lesnoy (4 each). Regional TV broadcasted reports about 61 reserves and 16 national parks. The leaders here are the reserves Bolshoi Arktichesky, Laplandsky, Astrakhansky, Bastak, Magadansky, and the national parks Nizhnyaya Kama, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Kenozersky and Taganay. Forty-six reserves and 8 national parks were presented on local TV stations. The greatest number of local TV appearances belonged to the national parks Sochinsky (49 TV appearances) and Nizhnyaya Kama (45), and reserves Baikalsky (27), Putoransky (26), Nenetsky (20), Bashkirsky (19), Teberdinsky (18) and Kavkazsky (17 appearances).

Materials provided by the Putoransky, Rostovsky, Tungussky and Tsentralno-Lesnoy reserves and the Valdaisky and Ugra national parks appeared on local and national television.

In 2002, 98 video films were made in 55 reserves and 12 national parks (65 in reserves and 33 in national parks), 31 of them (27 and 4 respectively) PNAs made themselves, and 55 video films (41 and 14) were made by outside organizations. Both possibilities were used by the reserves Baikalsky, Bashkirsky, Voroninsky, Daursky, Kivach, Magadansky, Malaya Sos'va, Poronaisky, Severo-Osetinsky, Taimyrsky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, Shulgan-Tash, Yuzhno-Uralsky, and the national parks Meschera, Sebezhsky, Smolenskoye Poozerye, and Sochinsky.

577 reports about 54 reserves and 264 reports about 22 national parks were broadcasted on radio stations. National radio stations broadcasted information 65 times on 65 reserves and 14 times on national parks, regional radio stations — 311 and 107 respectively, and local stations — 201 and 143 times respectively. Most active here were the reserves Laplandsky (61 reports), Belogorye (57), Bolshoi Arktichesky (42), Teberdinsky (29), Prioksko-Terrasny (28), Darvinsky (20), and the national parks Niznyaya Kama (59), Kenozersky and Sebezhsky (27 reports each).

Dissemination of information through periodicals issued by reserves and national parks plays an important role in developing liaison with the local people and work with visitors. In 2002, 17 reserves and 11 national parks issued their own information editions on a regular basis. The largest circulation was achieved by the 12 editions of the Darvisnsky reserve (100,000 copies) and the 12 editions of the Denezhkin Kamen reserve (4,300 copies). Slightly smaller was the circulation of 26 editions of the Yuzhno-Uralsky reserve. Bolshoi Arktichesky, Kerzhensky and Khakassky produced 11 editions each. The reserves Magadansky (10 editions), Katunsky (7), Vitimsky (4), Khopersky (4), Astrakhansky (2), Kostomukshsky (2), Shulgan-Tash (2), Zhigulevsky and Norsky (1 edition each) also published their own editions.

Among national parks, the largest circulation was achieved by the newspapers issued by national parks Ugra (around 4,000 copies), Losiny Ostrov, Prypyshmenskiye Bory (2,000 each), Plescheevo Ozero, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Sochinsky (1,000 each) and Shushensky Bor (just under 1,000 copies).

Supplements to regional and local newspapers were issued with the financial support and expertise of 14 reserves (Bashkirsky, Botchinsky, Bryansky Les, Bureinsky, Daursky, Zhigulevsky, Zeisky, Kerzhensky, Kurilsky, Nizhne-Svirsky, Nurgush, Sokhondinsky, Khankaisky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy) and 2 national parks (Zabaikalsky and Russky Sever). Thirteen reserves and 7 national parks ran their own regular conservation columns in periodicals.

In 2002, electronic editions were developed by 2 nature reserves (2 editions by Dzhugdzhursky, and 1— by Khakassky) and 3 national parks (Mariy Chodra, Plescheevo Ozero and Pribaikalsky).

In 2002, the process of introducing the Internet continued steadily. Eighteen reserves (Baikalsky, Barguzinsky, Belogorye, Bogdinsko-Baskunchaksky, Bolshyaya Kokshaga, Bolshoi Arktichesky, Verkhne-Tazovsky, Zhigulevsky, Komandorsky, Kronotsky, Oksky, Polistovsky, Stolby, Taimyrsky, Khakassky, Khingansky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, and Shulgan-Tash) and 15 national parks (Bashkiriya, Vodlozersky, Zyuratkul’, Mariy Chodra, Meschera, Paanayarvi, Plescheevo Ozero, Pribaikalsky, Russky Sever, Sebezhsky, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Taganai, Ugra, Shorsky, and Shushensky Bor) had their own websites or web-pages on the websites of other organizations.

Promotion and Publication

In 2002, 22 reserves issued 11,061 copies of leaflets and 11 national parks — 11,408 copies. Most of these materials were provided by the reserves Bolshaya Kokshaga (4,000 copies), Komsomolsky (2,000), Zeisky (1,000), Teberdinsky (1,000), Shulgan-Tash (1,000), and the national parks Losiny Ostrov and Meschera (2,000 copies each).

A total of 119,913 booklets were published in 18 national parks, and a total of 52,840 copies in 21 reserves. The best results here were shown by the national parks Sochinsky (105,000 copies), Ugra (3,500), Losiny Ostrov (3,000), Kenozersky (2,100), and Sebezhsky (2,000), and the reserves Kerzhesnky (10,000), Vishersky (5,000), Baikalsky (4,520), Bolshaya Kokshaga (4,500), Barguzinsky (4,050), Zeisky, Kivach, Severo-Osetinsky (3,000 each), Tsentralno-Lesnoy (2,520), Visimsky (2,000), Norsky (1,560), Sayano-Shushesnky (1,240), Bashkirsky (1,050), Voroninsky, Darvinsky, Kaluzhskiye Zaseki, Nurgush, Khakassky, Shulgan-Tash and Yuzhno-Uralsky (1,000 each).

Brochures were published by 11 reserves (a total of 7,366 copies) and 8 national parks (8,724 copies).

Thirty-six reserves and 11 national parks produced their own wall calendars (a total of 11,345 copies by 20 nature reserves and a total of 3,801 copies by 5 national parks) and pocket calendars (a total of 27,501 copies by 16 reserves and 641,081 copies by 8 national parks). 

Photo-albums were chosen as presentation materials by13 reserves and 8 national parks (1,082 copies were produced by reserves and 3,642 copies by parks).

Conservation posters were produces by 8 reserves (Astrakhansky, Basegi, Bolon'sky, Vishersky, Lazovsky, Norsky, Teberdinsky, and Tsentralno-Lesnoy) and 4 national parks (Samarskaya Luka, Nizhnyaya Kama, Meschera and Kenozersky).

Eight reserves and 6 national parks produced badges, batches ranging from 100 to 5,000 copies, including reserves Kavkazsky (5,000 copies), Shulgan-Tash (1,000), Voroninsky (850), Kandalakshsky (400), Komsomolsky (251), Khakassky (200), Norsky (194), Stolby (100), and national parks Plescheevo Ozero (1,200), Sebezhsky (1,000), Losiny Ostrov and Smolenskoye Poozerye (500 each), and Nizhnyaya Kama (200 copies).

Emblems were produced by 5 reserves (Verkhne-Tazovsky, Komandorsky, Stolby, Tsentralno-Lesnoy and Polistovsky) and 3 national parks (Plescheevo Ozero, Shushensky Bor and Samarskaya Luka).

Pennants were produced in 4 national parks and 2 reserves (Ugra — 1,000 copies, Nizhnyaya Kama, Plescheyevo Ozero, Samarskaya Luka, Daursky and Stolby — 150 each). Reserves Verkhne-Tazovsky, Stolby and Tsentralno-Lesnoy produced souvenir medals.

Work with Schoolchildren

In 2002, work with schoolchildren was one of the most important and successful activities in reserves and national parks. Regular courses on conservation were given to schoolchildren in 13 reserves (Baikalsky, Belogorye, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Daursky, Kavkazsky, Kurilsky, Lazovsky, Magadansky, Poronaisky, Sayano-Shushensky, Severo-Osetinsky, Khakassky and Tsentralno-Lesnoy) and in 7 national parks (Kenozersky, Nizhnyaya Kama, Paanayarvi, Plescheyevo Ozero, Sebezhsky, Sochinsky, Shushensky Bor). The best results here belong to the staffers of Plescheevo Ozero NP who gave courses to 4,380 schoolchildren. Single lectures on environmental topics were given by the staffers of 57 reserves and 16 national parks.

Specialized workshops and conferences were held in 36 reserves and 12 national parks. Over 20 thousand schoolchildren took part in these events. Most active here were the reserves Yuzhno-Uralsky, Bashkirsky, Zhigulevsky and Khopersky, and the national parks Valdaisky, Paanayrvi and Nizhnyaya Kama.

In 2002, 53 reserves and 17 national parks organized numerous contests and quizzes involving some 20,000 children and teenagers. Among reserves the largest campaigns were initiated by Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe (4,970 participants), Laplandsky (3,000), Voroninsky (1,543), Vitimsky (1,380), Kostomukshsky (1,200), Lazovsky (2,135), Verkhne-Tazovsly (1,050), Daursky (947), Kavkazsky (961), Belogorye (820), Bolshaya Kokshaga (608), Magadansky (600), Poronaisky (489), Prisursky (470), and Severo-Osetinsky (400).

The staffers of 31 reserves and 11 national parks ran various clubs on conservation topics. Most active here were the reserves Belogorye, Komandorsky, Lazovsky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Sayano-Shushensky, Khakassky, and the national parks Sebezhsky, Kenozersky and Paanayarvi.

Research, conservation and other field trips and several-day expeditions took place in 33 reserves and 12 national parks. The largest number of schoolchildren involved belongs to the Sochinsky NP (669 children) and to the reserves Bashkirsky (455) and Kivach (315).

School forestry and conservation brigades were organized in 5 reserves (Bastak, Belogorye, Verkhne-Tazovsky, Teberdinsky and Khakassky) and 16 national parks. Orlovskoye Polesye PN ran 8 of them, and the national parks Nizhnyaya Kama and Shushensky Bor — 5 each.

Most popular among schoolchildren were the large events: concerts (26 reserves), festivals and rallies (39 reserves). In 2002, 105 concerts were held in the following reserves: Lazovsky (1,880 people), Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe (1,600), Kavkazsky (1,270), Voroninsky (1,009), Khakassky (1,000), Bastak (550), and Belogorye (508). 

Large school festivals and rallies were held in reserves Bolshaya Kokshaga (5,574 participants), Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe (2,000), Khakassky (1,500), Sayano-Shushensky (1,280), Malaya Sos’va (1,115), Bastak (1,100), Voroninsky (1,080), Yuzhno-Uralsky (900), Kavkazsky (760), Belogorye (690), Poronaisky (677), Bolonsky, Ust'-Lensky (600 each), and Khopersky (500 participants).

Festivals and marathons were also held in national parks (a total of 68 events). The best results as to the variety of the events and number belong to the national parks Kenozersky, Losiny Ostrov (12 each) and Sochinsky (10). The largest numbers of participants belong to the national parks Sochinsky (4,825), Losiny Ostrov (1,400) and Pribaikalsky (1,245).

Schoolchildren helped PNA staffers in arranging artificial breeding sites for birds, collecting rubbish, facilitating parking, ecological paths and recreational zones, tree planting, etc. within 34 reserves and 18 national parks. 

Thirty-eight reserves and 12 national parks provided ecological summer camps for schoolchildren. Most distinguished here were the national parks Valdaisky, Vodlozersky, Kenozersky, Nechkinsky, Shushensky Bor, and the reserves Altaisky, Daursky, Zhigulevsky, Kavkazsky, Kostomukshsky, Lazovsky and Nurgush. In 13 national parks schoolchildren completed 179 scientific research works. Students improved their practical knowledge by engaging in scientific research at 34 reserves.

In 2002, numerous excursions for teenagers and schoolchildren were held in 48 reserves and 18 national parks with a total of 50,000 participants. The leaders here were the national parks Losiny Ostrov (15,500 children and teenagers), Plescheevo Ozero (2,500), Nizhnyaya Kama (1,653), Smolenskoye Poozerye (1,641), Sochinsky (1,147), and the reserves Laplandsky (6,350), Volzhsko-Kamsky (3,927), Kavkazsky (2,398), Belogorye (2,510), Shulgan-Tash (2,300), Khopersky (2,000), Lazovsky (1,750), Malaya Sos’va (1,719), Severo-Osetinsky (1,600), Khingansky (1,436), Sayano-Shushensky (1,371) and Kostomukshsky (1,023).

In 2002, the staffers of 19 reserves and 8 national parks organized 154 school parties dedicated to conservation topics (reserves gave 98 parties and national parks — 56). The events with the best attendance were those organized by the staffers of the reserves Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Pechero-Ilychsky, Vitimsky, Lazovsky, Voroninsky, Kurilsky, Taimyrsky, and national parks Shushensky Bor and Sochinsky.

Round-table discussions for schoolchildren were held by 25 reserves and 10 national parks. The best results were shown by Khopersky reserve (15 round tables), Losiny Ostrov NP (10), and Shulgan-Tash reserve (7).

Eighteen reserves conducted sociological polls among children and teenagers.

Interaction with Schoolteachers and Educational Authorities
Many reserves and national parks focused on interaction with teachers and educational authorities. Eco-education tools included setting up topical seminars and consultations, arranging upgrading courses for teachers, providing them with informational and methodical literature, visual aids, etc.

In 2002, the staffers of the national parks Nizhnyaya Kama and Plescheevo Ozero delivered regular courses for teachers; single lectures were delivered in 11 national parks. Their audience comprised a total of 2,802 teachers. 

In 2002, 44 reserves and 12 national parks were hosts to 202 conferences for teachers. The leaders as to the number of arranged conferences are the national parks Russky Sever (15), Plescheevo Ozero (9), Nizhnyaya Kama (5), and reserves Verkhne-Tazovsky (12), Bashkirsky (10), Kandalakshsky, Khakassky (6 each), Belogorye, Voroninsky, Daursky, Komandorsky, Kostomukshsky, Magadansky and Prissursky (5 each). The staffers of 12 national parks delivered 187 lectures on methodology and talks for the audience of 1,510 teachers.

The staffers of 35 reserves and 11 national parks provided guidelines, manuals and draft instructions for teachers. The best results here belong to the national park Smolenskoye Poozerye and the reserves Bolshaya Kokshaga, Volzhsko-Kamsky and Yuzhno-Uralsky.

Upgrading programs for teachers on relevant subjects were elaborated in 12 reserves (Darvinsky, Komandorsky, Dzhugdzhursky, Kostomukshsky, Kuznetsky Alatau, Magadansky, Pechero-Ilychsky, Prisursky, Sikhote-Alinsky, Khakassky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy and Shulgan-Tash) and 4 national parks (Kenozersky, Plescheevo Ozero, Paanayarvi and Sebezhsky).

Thirty-seven reserves provided resource aid to teachers in the form of literature materials and methodical guidelines. As to the quantity, the best results were shown by the reserves Laplandsky, Khakassky, Daursky and Prisursky.

The staffers of 31 reserves and 12 national parks provided teachers with thousands of photo- and video materials. Most active here were the reserves Bogdinsko-Baskunchaksky and Verkhne-Tazovsky and the national parks Sebezhsky, Kenozersky and Smolenskoye Poozerye.

Liaison with Local Population
Regular courses for local people were given at 5 reserves and 5 national parks, single lectures, talks and meetings — at 28 reserves and 28 national parks.

Seminars and conferences with the participation of local people were held at 12 reserves and 8 national parks.

Contests for local people were held at 27 reserves and 7 national parks; concerts were organized at 14 reserves and 14 national parks. 

Festive events and festivals took place in 21 reserves. The biggest large-scale events were set up at the Zhigulevsky (3,910 participants), Khakassky (1,500), Vitimsky (1,350) and Stolby (1,000) reserves.

Parties on conservation topics were held in 14 reserves. As to the number of participants, the leaders are the reserves Shulgan-Tash (100), Poronaisky (67) and Komandorsky (50). The staffers of 14 reserves organized 42 round-table discussions; the biggest round tables were held by the Sayano-Shushensky (67 participants) and Khakassky (60) reserves.

Twenty-six reserves showed video films for local people, and 29 reserves and 26 national parks led excursions. Most numerous were the excursions organized by the national parks Sochinsky (44,948 visitors), Smolenskoye Poozerye (19,684), Plescheevo Ozero (5,690), Russky Sever (5,338) and reserves Shulgan-tash (6,111) and Kavkazsky (6,000). Rallies and marches were carried out in 16 reserves. 

Sociological studies and surveys were carried out in 14 reserves (Volzhsko-Kamsky, Dzhugdzhursky, Kavkazsky, Norsky, Polistovsky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Putoransky, Sayano-Shushensky, Ust'-Lensky, Khakassky, Khingansky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, Cherniye Zemli, and Shulgan-Tash) and 10 national parks. Thus, in Norsky reserve 350 people were polled, in Khingansky — 312, in Ust'-Lensky — 300.

Twenty-two reserves and 20 national parks involved local people in work in PNAs on a volunteer basis.

In 2002, over 100,000 local people were involved in different activities initiated by national parks. In the reserve system, the most successful in attracting people to various events initiated by reserve staffers were the reserves: Kuznetsky Alatau (50,515), Kavkazsky (26,154), Shulgan-Tash (7,439), Khakassky (3,235), Sayano-Shushensky (2,060), Belogorye (1,998), Khingansky (1,901), Lazovsky (1,414), Voroninsky (1,390), Vitimsky (1,350), Daursky (1,328), Taimyrsky (1,284), and Tsentralno-Lesnoy (1,037).

Ecological Festivals and Campaigns

The March for Parks Campaign was the largest event held by reserves and national parks in 2002. Fifty-four reserves and 17 national parks took part (see Table 1).

Table 1. Participation of reserves and national parks in international
and all-Russian Ecological Festivals and Campaigns
	Name of festival or campaign 
	Number of participating organizations 

	
	Reserves 
	National parks 

	March for Parks 
	54 
	17 

	Birds Day 
	31 
	15 

	Earth Day 
	29 
	11 

	Animals Day 
	14 
	5 

	Ecological Danger Defense Day 
	14 
	3 

	Forest Day 
	10 
	6 

	Europark Day 
	2 
	6 


In 12 reserves and 3 national parks the staffers held an Open House; 25 reserves and a number of national parks celebrated their birthdays festively.

Public activities, such as festivals, marathons, rallies, marches, concerts, etc. were timed to coincide with ecological holidays. The staff of the reserves and national parks, authorities, environmental activists and scientists gave speeches; special agitprop teams organized shows. The activities attracted crowds and much publicity in the media. The staffers of the following national parks organized the most numerous campaigns: Plescheevo Ozero, Vodlozersky, Alaniya, Kenozersky and Sochinsky.

Thirty-two reserves and 13 national parks worked with NGOs. Most active here were the reserves Prisursky, Daursky, Kronotsky, Khakassky, Nizhne-Svirsky, Privolzhskaya Lesosteppe, Sikhote-Alinsky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, Shulgan-Tash, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Kavkazsky, Kurilsky, Belogorye, Volzhsko-Kamsky, Laplandsky, Poronaisky, and national parks Mariy Chodra, Russky Sever, Losiny Ostrov, Plescheevo Ozero and Smolenskoye Poozerye.

In general, all the state nature reserves and national parks participated somehow in eco-education and eco-training activities in 2002. According to the Department of Protected Natural Areas, Objects and Biodiversity Conservation, the most comprehensive and efficient work in the sphere of eco-education was done by the staff of the following reserves: Astrakhansky, Baikalsky, Barguzinsky, Belogorye, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Bolshoi Arktichesky, Volzhsko-Kamsky, Voronezhsky, Darvinsky, Daursky, Kavkazsky, Kostomukshsky, Lazovsky, Laplandsky, Sayano-Shushensky, Sikhote-Alinsky, Khakassky, Tsentralno-Lesnoy, and Shulgan-Tash, and the following national parks: Kenozersky, Losiny Ostrov, Nizhnyaya Kama, Paanayarvi, Plescheevo Ozero, Smolenskoye Poozerye, Sebezhsky, Sochinsky, Ugra, and Shushensky Bor.

«NEWS FROM OUR COLLEAGUES»

UKRAINE WILL ETHICALLY EVALUATE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH DONE
IN PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS

In the last issue of our Bulletin we discussed the problem of ethically evaluating scientific research done in protected natural areas (p.6—8). And finally it has happened! Ukraine has adopted a state document identifying key targets, principles and tools of conducting ethical evaluations as well as ethical criteria to evaluate scientific research done or planned in PNAs. We hope that this precedent will serve as a good example for other CIS member-states and the Baltic States. The text of the document, which the Kiev Ecological Cultural Center kindly forwarded to us, is reproduced in full below:

Recommendations for Conducting Experts Investigsations (Ethical Evaluations)
of Topics and Methods of Scientific Research Conducted in State Nature and Biosphere Reserves,
National Parks and Regional Landscape Parks
(Adopted by Order No. 16 of the State Reserve Agency of the Ukrainian Ministry of Ecology
and Natural Resources, June 1, 2003)

In full accord with the Ukrainian Federal Acts «On Ukraine’s Natural Reserve Fund», «On Fauna», «On Ukraine’s Red Book of Rare and Endangered Species» and in order to improve protection and conservation of natural complexes and coordination of scientific research and prevent damage to natural complexes in the course of scientific research,

IT IS ENACTED:

1. To approve «Recommendations for conducting expert investigations (ethical evaluations) of topics and methods of scientific research conducted in state nature and biosphere reserves, national parks and regional landscape parks» as specified in the attached supplement.

2. To recommend to Natural Reserve Fund establishments that they use the Recommendations to plan their scientific research activities.

3. To ensure dissemination of the Recommendations to Reserve Fund establishments (list attached).

4. To supervise the implementation of the present Decree myself.

N. Stetsenko,
First Deputy Head
of the State Reserve Agency

 

Recommendations for Conducting Experts Investigations (Ethical Evaluations) 
of Topics and Methods of Scientific Research Work Conducted in State Nature 
and Biosphere Reserves, National Parks and Regional Landscape Park

Experts investigations (ethical evaluations) of topics and methods of scientific research are intended to check, analyze and evaluate the content, objectives, scope and expected results of scientific research (SR) and methods of implementation, as well as to assess the expediency of the topic (application of a method) within the Nature Reserve Fund (NRF) area or sites.

The aim of conducting expert investigations is to prevent incidents of unjustified human impact on reserve ecosystems, destruction of the environment, and use of inhumane methods in researching flora or fauna.

Key Objectives of an Ethical Evaluation:

· To provide an objective and complex evaluation of the topic’s conformity to the key directions of SR aimed at ensuring the development of reserves and the formation of a national ecological network in Ukraine («Ukrainian Ecological Network Development National Program for 2000—2015», Supplement 7, Clause 5); 

· To make sure the proposed research tools are well grounded and expedient; 

· To anticipate the consequences of topic elaboration (tool application) for the environment; 

· To assess the expediency of SR implementation in a nature reserve or of a certain method application. 

Basic Principles of Conducting Ethical Evaluations
To determine the suitability of a natural complex for SR.

Will the natural area be endangered as the result of SR or of the application of a certain research tool?

To give priority to SR for Ukrainian reserves development.

Priority should be given to applied conservation and fundamental SR to do with creating nature reserves and gaining permanent control over the results of these activities (ecosystem conservation and restoration development tools and mechanisms, management plans, regulating activities plans, monitoring, etc.).

To estimate expediency and alternatives.

Proceeding from the estimated results of SR, one must determine the expediency of conducting SR within a given reserve and of violating the reserve’s regime and ask whether analogous scientific data could be obtained outside the Natural Reserve Fund area.

To use only humane research methods and tools.

Given a choice of scientific research methods, priority should be given to the most sparing and humane methods.

When making video-films, pictures and audio recordings, one must avoid cruelty to animals (keeping animals in a trap, fastening their feet, pursuing game with dogs or beasts of pray, causing pain in order to make animals produce sounds, etc.).

When the subject of study is the animal’s nutrition through investigation of its stomach content, one must make sure that there are no other methods besides killing the animal to yield those results.

During fauna studies, one must consider alternatives to catching or killing an animal to identify its species type (i.e. live species identification methods.

When netting animals, one must estimate the professional level of the procedure from the point of view of preventing deaths of other species. Animal catching should be done by means of methods and tools ensuring minimal reserve regime violation.
Ethical Criteria of Scientific Research Evaluation
Ethical evaluations must be done of SR topics that involve taking (temporarily) plant and animal species out of their natural environment, or may cause degradation of the habitat, migration paths, breeding conditions, integrity of green and soil mantel, natural communities of wild animals, cause disturbances, etc. 

The basic criteria for assessing SR topics, methods and tools are as follows:

· Risk of wildlife and plant deaths and degradation of their habitats; 

· Cruel or inhumane treatment of wild animals; 

· Methods causing considerable disturbance to wildlife; 

· Use of rare and endangered species of plants and animals listed in the Red Book of the Ukraine, in worlds list of rare and endangered species, or in regional lists of rare species; of plant communities listed in the Green Book of the Ukraine and regional lists of rare communities; 

· Danger of destroying landscapes, green and soil mantels; 

· Violation of established reserve regime. 

Mechanisms of Conducting Ethical Evaluations
Scientific research departments of nature reserves involved in long-term topics and programs carry out ethical evaluations of SR to be developed by their staffers. The conclusions of ethical evaluations should be considered at the Scientific Technical Council of the NRF during consideration of annual working plans and scientific and technical activities (Statement on scientific and research activities of Ukrainian reserves and national parks. The Order of the Ministry of Ecological Resources No. 103, p. 1.2.2, August 9, 2000).

As for SR to be developed within protected areas of the NRF by outside organizations and specialists, the Scientific Technical Council should do an ethical evaluation of their work during coordination of quarterly research and research methods (Statement on scientific research activities in Ukrainian reserves and national parks. The Order of the Ministry of Ecological Resources No. 103, Clause 4.3, August 9, 2000).

Conclusions of ethical investigations are reflected in the decision of the Scientific Technical Council of the NRF when submitting its request to approve limits for using natural resources for purposes of scientific research.

«ELECTRONIC EDITIONS AND INTERNET»

NEW BIODAT WEBSITE

Check our new Russian-language Internet resource developed by the Biodiversity Conservation Center with the financial support of the Global Environmental Facility (GEF). To visit the BioDat website go to http://www.biodat.ru/. 

All questions and suggestions regarding this site's construction as well as any mistakes are welcome at admin@biodat.ru.

Andrey Kushlin, Ph.D.
Senior Forestry Specialist
the World Bank, ECSSD
NEW RUSSIAN PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS WEBSITE

Today there are over 200 federally protected natural areas (PNAs) in Russia. PNAs cover a total of 500,000 square kilometers, or 3% of the area of Russia. The Russian system of protected nature reserves (zapovedniks) is unique and extremely valuable for maintaining ecosystems, conserving rare and endangered species and biodiversity as a whole, and developing ecological monitoring, scientific research and ecological and conservation education. The dissemination of information about reserves, national parks and federal protected areas (zakazniks) is vital if one is to promote conservation ideas, support PNAs and raise people’s ecological consciousness and sense of responsibility.

Though domestic and foreign specialists have shown a serious interest in Russian protected natural areas, information on the PNAs rather erratic: often the public has no idea it exists or does not know how to access it. Most publications dedicated to PNAs have a very small circulation and exist only in Russian. Very often information on recently established PNAs is not properly covered in print and electronic editions. Circulation of scientific works written by staffers of reserves is also poor. Lists of rare and endangered species in PNAs are also very erratic. Thus, the colossal work of hundreds of naturalists, scientists and enthusiasts remains extremely difficult of get at for specialists, officials, teachers, students, and the public. Therefore, to thoughtfully arrange and regularly disseminate existing information on PNAs is very necessary and urgent.

In February 2003, the BCC launched a new Internet site called Russian PNAs Information System. It provides information on state nature reserves, national parks and federal sanctuaries. The aim of the site is to collect basic scientific, popular scientific, mapped, published and other information on federal-level Russian PNAs in one place. 

The development of a site map and gathering of information started at the end of 2001. A large group of specialists and enthusiasts from the BCC and other organizations worked together with the support of Academician Y. Y. Syroechkovsky and Doctor of Biology F. R. Shtilmark. The new site’s information on PNAs includes date and the purpose of creation, geographic location, area, number of clusters, subordinate areas and protection zones (if any), conventions associated with the PNA, and contacts. Concerning most PNAs there is a detailed description of their history, physical and geographic conditions, flora and fauna features, bibliographies, etc. Site navigation makes it easy to find the required area on the map or in the alphabetic list.

We are still gathering and verifying information for our Russian PNAs website. Nevertheless, certain gaps exist on some PNAs, particularly on recently established ones. Illustrations (maps and photographs) are also scanty. We plan to translate the basic website information into English and German. We also plan to devote pages to general problems of reserve development in Russia: articles and books on natural area protection, results and materials of conferences and meetings, news from PNAs, history of reserves in Russia, changes in legislation, etc. In addition, we will provide complete versions of articles that had to be abridged in our journals (Nature Reserves and National Parks and Wildlife Conservation).

Staffers at Russian PNAs have already started using the website to publish their own materials and announcements. Together we shall continue to gather urgent information.

Our website designers welcome the involvement and creativity of all interested experts. We plan to replenish and improve the website on the basis of users’ opinions and comments, and we invite anyone in any way associated with Russian PNAs to participate. 

We would very much like to have your opinions and suggestions. We also kindly ask users of the site to inform us of any mistakes, misprints or problems by e-mail: reserves@biodiversity.ru 

To visit the Russian PNAs server go to: http://reserves.biodiversity.ru (only in Russian) 

Alexey Zimenko,
BCC General Director

Maxim Dubinin,
Project Coordinator
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