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«FROM THE EDITORIAL BOARD»

WE ARE TEN NOW
On October 22, 2003, our Bulletin will celebrate its 10th anniversary. During this period of time, the Bulletin has grown from a self-publishing small-circulation periodical into an officially registered all-Russian mass magazine broadly recognised in Russia and abroad. Its purpose remains the same: to maintain an integral information space for protected areas in countries of the former Soviet Union. We are not going to retell the magazine’s history now (see the article on pp. 3—4, Bulletin No. 39 for 2002). We would only like to draw the reader’s attention to the fact that starting from Bulletin No. 40, all regional scientific libraries of the Russian Federation are receiving the magazine.

The Editorial Board

«CURRENT EVENTS»
THE THIRD ALL-RUSSIAN CONGRESS ON NATURE CONSERVATION

On November 18—21, 2003, the Third All-Russian Congress on Nature Conservation, eventually the most scandalous in the Russian history, was conducted in Moscow. Ecological and conservation NGOs were, in fact, withdrawn from the preparations for the Congress. This forced the WWF Russia, GreenPeace-Russia, the International Social-Ecological Union, the BCC, and the Center for Russia’s Ecological Policy to conduct a press-conference on the eve of the congress (information on the press-conference can be found at: http://reserves.biodivers.ru). At the press-conference, it was said that such methods of conducting the congress should be considered as “an evident attempt to wreck planned administrative reforms aimed at restoring the efficiency of the state management in the field of environmental protection and wildlife conservation. In the end, it is an attempt to prevent transparency of nature resource use”.

Over 5,000 people representing executive and legislative authorities of all levels, Russian and international non-governmental environmental organisations and conservation institutions, conservation agencies of the former Soviet Republics and other foreign countries, scientific and educational organisations, big resource-using companies as well as scientists and experts in environmental protection and nature conservation participated in the Congress.

Unfortunately, due to the huge size of the Resolution draft, we are unable to provide here the full version of the document.

Resolution
of the Third All-Russian Congress on Nature Conservation
(Moscow, November 18—21, 2003)
[Extracts]

9. Protected natural areas and biodiversity conservation

9.1. Consider unacceptable the drastic revision of the Russian protected area-related legislation that could destroy existing mechanisms of protected area designation and management. While improving the law, it is necessary to ensure the succession and preservation of the conceptual base and positive practices of the protected area system development.

9.2. In order to ensure the efficiency of the protected area network management, it is necessary to establish a State Agency for Protected Area Management which should possess all functions and powers essential for the effective management of the protected area network in the framework of the relevant federal executive authority responsible for environmental protection.

9.3. We consider that one of the most urgent tasks of the government and law enforcement agencies is to stop attempts to alienate land and water areas from PAs and use these for purposes incompatible with biodiversity and landscape conservation.

9.4. Recommend Russian regional executive authorities to create specific agencies responsible for the management of regional PA systems.

9.5. Take urgent measures to prevent illegal extraction, exploitation, and other uses of biological resources, including improvement of the legislation and legal practices as well as creation of specific inspections.

9.6. Recommend the Ministry of Natural Resources and other executive authorities to take urgent measures to designate new state nature reserves and national parks according to the List approved by the Decree of the Russian Government #725-p (May 23, 2001) and produce plans of marine protected natural areas designation for the period till 2012.

9.7. Development and adoption of the federal acts “On Protection of Seas Against Oil and Oil Products” and “On Flora”.

9.8. Recommend to delegate all the control powers over the use and processing of biological resources to one federal executive agency responsible for the state management and control in the field of environmental protection.

9.9. Recommend regional executive authorities to develop regional biodiversity conservation strategies in accordance with the statements of the National Strategy for Biodiversity Conservation in Russia and the Ecological Doctrine of the Russian Federation, and ensure purposive funding for relevant action plans from regional budgets.

The Resolution was adopted at the final meeting of the Congress, November 21, 2003.

Warning: the original text of the Congress final resolution could be slightly different from the published above because at the moment of the issue publication only draft version of the resolution was available.

ALL-RUSSIAN MEETING OF FEDERAL PROTECTED AREAS DIRECTORS
On December 25, 2003, an All-Russian meeting of federal PA directors took place. The meeting was conducted by V.P. Roschupkin, the first Vice Minister and the Head of the State Forest Service. Generally, all the statements of the chief MNR officials related to reserves and national parks, and particularly to the Department of Protected Natural Areas, Objects and Biodiversity Conservation expressed discontent, and sometimes even annoyance. All speeches (by the Deputy Head of the Department of Scientific Support and Innovations Policy A.V. Panfilov and others) included the phrase that the speaker joins the opinion of the preceding one, and if the Department currently in charge of the PAs is to be dissolved, he or she is ready to take the relevant specialists to his/her department.

At the same time, the speakers demonstrated misunderstanding, ignorance, and, very often, unwillingness to identify and understand the problems faced by the reserves today. It was evident, that people in the MNR are unwilling to take into consideration the specific features of PA management — remoteness from post offices, and the fact that these institutions structures do not “live” in Moscow and simply cannot personally come to all the MNR departments regarding their sore points. Meanwhile, Statutes on reserves and national parks were persistently called “Regulations”, whereas reserve lands, from the MNR law department’s point of view, in the new land legislation have no specific designation and should be considered separately from reserves and national parks as organisations.

Regarding the designation of new nature reserves and national parks, it was announced with no confusion right from the tribune that the documents on many proposed PAs are not kept in the MNR with no progress for many years (!) and they (the MNR) do not know what to do with them further. The questions V.P. Roschupkin asked to directors of nature reserves and national parks were largely about such “burning” issues as: how large are overgrown forests, what is the scale of sanitary felling, what are the prices for construction and firewood timber the PA sells, etc. Therefore, the declaration of S.S. Korshunov, the Head of the Department of Industrial Control and Auditing, that 108 (!) nature reserves and national parks are to be inspected in 2004, did not sound already as sheer utopia – it seemed to be true. There were made several remarks that the MNR possesses information that some PAs are involved in illegal timber trade and poaching. However, there was no answer to the question that came directly from the audience to name at least some of these PAs. The question asked by A.A. Tishkov as to how much such inspections cost, remained unanswered as well.

In conclusion, the directors learnt that not a single PA will receive funding in the upcoming year until all the nature reserves and national parks submit the required set of documents for 2004 (one of the forms to be filled in was presented only at the meeting). Reference to the fact that all the forms are available at the MNR web-site turned to be misleading: here, from Moscow, we tried to find the documents among the samples of standard departmental forms displayed at the site, but found nothing.

In general, the situation was really depressing. We do not know how soon the decree reflecting outputs of the meeting will be issued. One thing, however, is evident: we were spectators of a well-staged performance, and the guilty persons are already identified. To finish the picture described above, NGOs, such as WWF and GreenPeace, were not admitted into the hall. There were even attempts to take the BCC representative out of the hall. But even those, who had all legal rights to attend the meeting, were deprived of the MNR public council membership cards. The opponents had no change to take the floor, and the famous V.M. journalist V.M. Peskov was peremptorily asked to sit down, and could not ask a question.

I do not think we should keep it silent. Let us develop strategy and tactics to fight for our rights. Or other, I wonder, how did the system of reserves managed to survive for 85 years without the MNR?!

Nikolai Alexandrovich Maleshin,

Director of Non-Commercial Partnership
“Partnership For Reserves”,
Managing Editor of the journal 
“Russian Conservation News”
THE FLIGHT OF BEUROCRATIC THOUGHT: NEW MNR DECREE
WWF comments to the Decree issued of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources #1107 dd. September 15, 2003,
“On amendments in the list of national park and nature reserve staff”
(the Decree is available at the MNR site: http://www.mnr.gov.ru/part/?act=more&id=1269&pid=194)

It follows from the preamble to the Decree that the document was issued “to amplify the efficiency of work of the state nature reserves and national parks”, although after getting acknowledged with the Decree it is obvious for a director of a national park or nature reserve that the result of its implementation will be reverse — the worsening of work efficiency.

Today the standard list of staff includes the following deputy directors:

· in nature reserves: for territorial protection, for research, for environmental education, for general administrative issues;

·  in national parks: for territorial protection, chief forester (in a number of cases chief forester fulfils tasks of deputy director for territorial protection as well), for research, for environmental education, tourism, and recreation, for general administrative issues.

 The Decree throws into confusion the settled list of staff for the state nature reserves and national parks, which had already proved itself to good advantage (in nature reserves it was effective for 11 years, in national parks — for 3 years).

The Decree artificially complicates the structure of administrative personnel in nature reserves by introducing the position of chief forester for 95 Russian nature reserves of the MNR. (The position of chief forester who was in charge of protection service existed in nature reserves until 1992. Since 1992, due to the creation of a special state inspection for reserve protection the position was abolished; instead the position of deputy director for protection was introduced. Deputy director for protection was in charge of forestry issues as well. He managed to cope with these responsibilities successfully so far).

The Decree, artificially and absurdly, granulates functions related to territorial protection between the chief forester (“forest protection against fires and forest violations” as it follows from the Decree in a tongue-tied manner) and the deputy director for environmental conservation and ecological security (issues related to biological resources and biodiversity conservation).

In contradiction with the time-tested practice, the Decree imposes responsibilities for ecological monitoring, including monitoring of flora and fauna, on the deputy director for environmental protection and ecological security — while in all nature reserves it was a responsibility of the deputy director for research. Thus, ecological monitoring — the sole objective indicator of territorial protection effectiveness — is now transferred from the deputy director for research to the deputy director for protection. Perhaps, its was done to completely prevent objective evaluation of protection measures or the degree of destruction in the protection system.

The Decree also refers nature conservation to the scope of key responsibilities of deputy director for management, environmental education, and tourism. At the same time, the Decree refers protection of natural heritage to the key responsibilities of the deputy director for general issues. If we take into account the fact that chief forester and deputy director for environmental protection have almost same responsibilities, we’ll see the real danger of disorganisation of the nature conservation process in nature reserves and national parks.

According to the Decree, the liaison with law enforcement agencies should be a responsibility of the deputy director for general issues — while these things were always in charge of the deputy director for protection.

The Decree calls the position of deputy director for scientific work in nature reserves "deputy director for science", which contradicts with the current Statement on State Nature Reserves in the Russian Federation approved by the RF Government Decree (edition #527 dd. 23.04.1996), according to which the position should be called "deputy director for scientific work". So, the possible liquidation of the deputy director on scientific work position due to this Decree (and consequent staff rearrangements) are believed to be inadmissible

The Decree also means great bureaucratisation of the PA deputy director assignment process. Until now, only the assignment of deputy directors for research required co-ordination with the relevant Department in charge of the PA (whose stuff members knew experts in science involved into the system very well). Now directors of nature reserves and national parks are bereaved of independence when choosing all their deputies; they will have to run protracted correspondence or even conduct direct negotiations with the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources (notorious procedures of document circulation in the MNR are known by everybody in Russia). The candidature of deputy director for research must be discussed with the deputy minister, who had never been in charge of PAs and has no idea of the situation in nature reserves and national parks. The candidature of deputy director for administration, environmental education and eco-tourism must be agreed with the deputy minister in charge of finance and economic issues (hopelessly abstracted from environmental education and eco-tourism issues).

 The Decree requires nature reserve and national park directors not only to introduce amendments into their lists of staff, but also to withdraw from the staff list a number of leading specialists whose status will remain uncertain for a long period of time due to the procedure of “re-concordance”. It is easy to foresee how all these things would complicate the psychological atmosphere in nature reserves and national parks: searching for a new job is often very problematic for such specialists.

The Decree requires nature reserve and national park directors to introduce these amendments into the staff list for 2004 by December 26, 2003. The procedure of staff approval had already been made more complicated in this year by a minister’s Decree (currently directors have to get a visa in the Staff Department, while the list itself should be approved by the deputy minister in charge of PAs). Most of the directors had already approved these lists for 2004, which means that they will have to do it once again.

We would like to note that the Decree was developed out of consideration of the Department of Protected Natural Areas, Objects and Biodiversity Conservation, directors of nature reserves and national parks, or any other experts. It is evident that this is the next move of the MNR aimed at the destabilisation of the federal network of nature reserves and national parks.

WORKSHOP ON ZONING
AND MANAGEMENT OF MARINE STRICTLY PROTECTED RESERVES IN RUSSIA

Workshop on zoning and management of marine protected areas was held at Marine Experimental Station on the border of the Far Eastern Marine Biosphere Zapovednik on the coast of the Troitsa Cove, ca. 200 km south from Vladivostok. It was organized by Moscow office of UNESCO and WWF together with Department of Marine Ecology of DVGU and Biodiversity Conservation Center.

Even though the importance of marine protected areas in the global sustainable development has been broadly recognised recently and received a considerable input from the top level international forums, including the Earth Summit in Johannesburg in 2002, in Russia, marine protected areas have been largely out of the focus. This situation may seem strange especially when taking into account that ca. 20% of the World Ocean shelf is under Russian jurisdiction. Meanwhile, 21 of Russian federal strictly protected reserves (zapovedniks) have maritime fragments and/or maritime buffer zones, include important maritime wetlands or marine/coastal reserves of lower rank outside of their core areas. Five strictly protected reserves with marine areas have been designated UNESCO Biosphere Reserves and several others are proposed for this status.

The objectives of the workshop were:

· to review the current state of maritime zoning and management of marine fragments of Russian zapovedniks;

· to develop methodology for the designation of maritime extensions of existing reserves; and

· to formulate recommendations for Russian authorities with regards to the better management of marine protected areas.

Furthermore, we were trying to establish a functional network, which would allow reserve managers to share experience and establish liaison to find solutions for common management issues.

The organisers managed to gather a representative team of Russian zapovednik managers, including directors or deputy directors of Astrakhan’ Biosphere Zapovednik (Volga Delta and the adjacent Caspian Sea), Dagestan Zapovednik (Kizlyar Bay of the Caspian Sea), Kandalaksha Zapovednik (Barents and the White Sea), Nenets Zapovednik (Pechora Delta and the Pechora Sea), Commander and Kronotsk Biosphere Zapovedniks (Bering Sea), Magadan and Kuril Zapovedniks (Sea of Okhotsk), and the Far Eastern Marine Biosphere Zapovednik (Peter the Great Bay, Sea of Japan). From the very beginning, the scarcity of funds did not allow to invite managers from High Arctic Reserves having offshore areas. However, this was not a significant loss at the present stage of the networking process because these areas require special attitude due to their geographic position, remoteness and the sea ice cover that remains for most of year.

 Presentations of the directors showed a variety of zoning and management patterns and approaches. Marine zoning is well developed in Far Eastern Marine, Astrakhan’, and Commander Islands Biosphere Reserves. Functional zonation approach originally existed in the design of Commander Islands and Far Eastern Marine zapovedniks. This approach apparently facilitates the designation of UNESCO biosphere reserves. Astrakhan’ Biosphere Zapovednik has acquired its current functional zonation in the course of its historical development and buffer zones designation; there are plans to extent its maritime zones and designate three biosphere polygons. Kronotsky Biosphere Zapovednik does not have any zonation in its maritime area but its remoteness and limited ability of inspectors to control marine areas make such zonation premature.

 Some zapovedniks that are not designated UNESCO Biosphere Reserves yet, have historically developed zonation schemes. For instance, Kurilsky Zapovednik is able to control fisheries in its buffer zone around Kunashir Island due to the annual ban of fishing set by the State Ecological Expert Review of the Total Allowable Catch, while in the waters of Small Kuril Islands fishing is allowed under the zapovednik control. This makes the nature reserve an effective barrier against poaching, which is permanently growing in the Kuril Islands waters. The Kandalaksha Zapovednik also has a historically established zonation scheme because it includes archipelagos affected by economic activities.

 The discussion revealed several examples of positive impacts from marine protected areas on the sustainability of nature use in surrounding areas. Thus the Far Eastern Marine Reserve is an area where several commercial benthic stocks are protected against poaching. The same positive role with regards to fish stocks play Astrakhan’, Dagestan, Nenetsk, Kuril, and Magadan zapovedniks. A specific recommendation of the workshop to strengthen the role of reserves in commercial stocks protection was addressed to the environmental and fishing authorities of the Russian Federation. A particular attention was paid to the accessibility of the fishery satellite monitoring information to protected area administrations.

The factors threatening the marine environment and biodiversity in various zapovedniks are very similar. These are: unsustainable fishing and poaching (in all the reserves present at the workshop), tourism (Far Eastern Marine, Kandalaksha, and the Astrakhan’ reserves), offshore oil development (Nenetsk Reserve and potentially Astrakhan’, Dagestan, and Magadan Reserves), land-based pollution (Astrakhan’ and Far Easstern Marine Reserves), shipping (Kandalkasha, Nenetsk and Far Eastern Marine Reserves). The expansion of particular fisheries (sea urchin harvesting), tourism, offshore oil and gas exploration, and shipping brings the extension of functional zonation in existing zapovedniks to the agenda.

Participants of the workshop recognised the extension of Magadan Zapovednik made to include the important maritime area around Yamskie Islands a model example.

 The initial design of Far Eastern Marine Zapovednik (1978) included zonation. The Eastern division was designated as the area of strict protection, the Southern Division — as the research area, and the Northern Division — as the Educational area. In addition, there was an experimental area where aquaculture developed under the control of the Zapovednik administration. Currently, the main threats to the marine environment and biodiversity are: poaching (illegal underwater harvesting of sea cucumbers and scallops), pollution (especially land-based pollution in the south), and tourism. In 2003, Far Eastern Marine Zapovednik was designated a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve. The Biosphere Reserve includes a core area around islands of the Eastern division, a buffer zone along the borders of the reserve, and a transition zone up to the Town of Slavyanka in the north (where it borders the Barsovyi Reserve) and up to the Chinese border in the south. One of the serious problems is the regime enforcement in buffer and transitional zones on the land (which is now facing strong tourism pressure) and on the sea (where enforcement is weak outside the reserve boundaries and the level of co-ordination between reserve inspectors with other control services is clearly insufficient).

V.A Spiridonov,
Coordinator of Maritime Program, WWF

DECLARATION OF FREEDOM FOR WILDLIFE
Approved of the International Workshop “Natural Rights of Nature” (“Tribune”-9),
Kiev, May 16-18, 2003
By proclaiming this Declaration of Freedom for Wildlife we:
· consider freedom as one of paramount achievements of individuals and the society;

· recognize the fact that freedom is an integral condition for natural development not only for the man, but also for every living being;

· take into consideration that wildlife welfare depends largely on human activities;

· understand that the man must assume responsibility for the observance of the right of wildlife for freedom;

· call on citizens of all countries, public and state institutions to promote recognition and observance of this Declaration.

 Under "wildlife" we mean parts of biosphere unguided, uncontrolled and slightly disturbed by the man, while under "freedom of wildlife" we mean unrestricted possibility to demonstrate its capacity for natural evolution.

By this Declaration we proclaim the following:

I. The right for freedom is a natural, integral and non-estranged right, one of the most primal wildlife rights.

II. Freedom is a principal condition of wildlife existence. Loss of freedom reduces and limits wildlife creative capacity, limits freedom of wild animals, plants and other organisms.

III. Wildlife possesses freedom regardless of human demands, and only in case of serious danger to men or the mankind in general, limited interference of people in natural processes should be permitted.

IV. It is necessary to treasure, respect and protect wildlife, in particularly everything that remains free, beautiful, wild, savage, strange, or undisturbed. The mankind must learn to appreciate freedom of wildlife as a good itself regardless of advantages or profit it gives to people, ecosystems and live being kinds.

V. The man should protect wildlife, first of all, since it exists, lives and should leave its own life.

VI. People could be content with already developed areas and should rehabilitate areas already disturbed by developments. In its further development, the mankind should allot fragments of biosphere sufficient for natural evolution to wildlife for use in perpetuity.

VII. Biosphere fragments where the man already deliberately and consciously restricts its freedom for the sake of freedom of wildlife, first of all, protected areas, have crucial significance for the biosphere and mankind. Ensuring total freedom of wildlife should become a keystone of protected area management.

VIII. It is not enough to protect only a few remaining wildlife areas. It is necessary to allot considerable biosphere fragments that are now used by the man to wildlife and facilitate the restoration of natural ecological processes there.

Thus draft Declaration has been developed at the Kiev Ecological and Cultural Center and the Biodiversity Conservation Center.

DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS OF LIVING BEINGS
Approved of the International Workshop “Natural Rights of Nature” (“Tribune”-9),
Kiev, May 16-18, 2003
The Declaration of the Rights of Living Beings is intended to promote formation of ethical attitude towards all life, a legal regulatory framework for relations between humans and beings of all biological species and forms.

Rights of living beings are specified standards of human fair attitude towards them as subjects. All life forms need specific conditions and resources, without which they cannot sustain full-value and independently. Defending the rights of living beings means granting them the possibility to live according to their biological essence, as they can do it

The human recognition of the rights of living beings is the essence of their moral protection and thereafter the legal one.

With this Declaration we declare that:

I.
All species, subspecies, populations and other forms of living beings arisen and propagating through natural evolutionary and migration processes possess the following rights:

· right for existence;

· right for natural freedom in the natural habitat (a right for wildness);

· right for the share of earth goods, essential for their existence;

· right for legal protection;

· right for freedom from responsibility to the human.

II.
All living beings as individuals have the following rights:

· right for life;

· right for natural freedom and well-being in the natural habitat (a right for freedom);

· right for the share of earth goods, essential for their existence;

· right on protection against suffering from human faults;

· right for freedom from responsibility to the human.

III.
The following rights can also be acknowledged for living beings:

a)
on the level of species, subspecies, and populations:

· right for reparation from damages inflicted;

· right for care (for example, Red Data Book species);

b)
on the individual level:

· right for legal protection;

· right for dignity;

· right for care (for example, for domestic and agricultural plants and animals and tamed wild animals).

IV.
In case of a conflict between holders of different rights, rights of species, subspecies, and populations of rare and vulnerable species should be protected in the first turn.

The draft Declaration was elaborated at the Kiev Ecological and Cultural Center and the environmental organisation "Novaya volna" (New Wave), Rostov-na-Donu.

«NEWS FOR RESEARCH DEPARTMENTS OF NATURE RESERVES»
PROTECTED NATURAL AREAS AND HIGHER SCHOOL COULD HELP EACH OTHER

The Russian network of protected areas (PAs) is outstanding due to its advanced framework of research subdivisions and good tradition to involve specialists and students from relevant academic and industrial research institutes into field works. Both sides gain unique experience from such research co-operation and knowledge exchange. However, today there is a real danger to lose this experience. The current level of budget funding for research and students’ field works is insufficient to maintain research and education studies. In this situation, experience and knowledge gained outside advanced research and cultural centres have become a resource of limited access, and those who have access to it — are not adequately engaged in fulfilling domestic and international conservation objectives. Such issues as priority identification and research co-operation optimisation have now become of vital importance. For this purpose ,the Department of Protected Areas, Objects, and Biodiversity Conservation of the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources has completed an inventory of scientific potential of the Russian PA network. Major outputs of this study are available at the BioDat web-site.

Over 50 PAs have already provided information on their stuff and scientists who worked regularly within their areas. For the rest of nature reserves and national parks, we have only preliminary information taken from their annual reports. On the basis of this study, the Department of Protected Areas, Objects, and Biodiversity Conservation is currently preparing an application to the Russian Fund for Fundamental Research and other organisations that provide support to research studies. In this application, the Department recommends to pay top-priority attention to fieldwork grants for multipurpose expeditions of relevant research institutes and students’ field studies in zapovedniks and national parks that are lacking or do not have scientific publications at all (Koryaksky and Tygireksky nature reserves, national parks Alaniya, Bashkiriya, Zabaikalsky, Zyuratkul’, Kurshskaya Kosa, Meschera, Paanayarvi, Pripyshmenskiye Bory, Russky Sever, Sochinsky, Shorsky). Complex multidisciplinary research studies with the participation of external experts are the top-priority objective in these PAs.

A number of PAs still do not have the minimal required scope of data on flora (Bolon'sky, Norsky, and Yuzhno-Uralsky zapovedniks, and Plescheevo Ozero and Pribaikalsky national parks) and fauna (Bogdinsko-Baskunchaksky, Bolshaya Kokshaga, Bolshoi Arktichesky, Bureinsky, Vitimsky, Rdeisky, and Erzi zapovedniks, and Kenozersky, Meschersky, Nechkinsky, Plescheevo Ozero, Khvalynsky, and Yugyd Va national parks). It is necessary to attract external researchers having relevant qualifications to permanent or seasonal works in these PAs.

Some old zapovedniks and national parks are facing problems of a different kind. Despite great numbers of publications in zoology, botany, ecology, or geography, they have gaps in some specific areas, such as ichthyology and hydrobiology, entomology, ornithology, teriology, flora of vascular or low plants, forestry, etc. Information on most gaps can be found at: http:/www.biodat.ru/db/zp/zrate1.htm. Normally, old zapovedniks and national parks possess sufficient scientific bases and need only expeditionary or stationary studies of relevant scientists from other PAs or research institutes. Some problems, apparently, could be resolved by inviting students under supervision of experts having required specialisation to conduct field works in PAs.

To eliminate worst information gaps in Russian zapovedniks and national parks, the Department could facilitate research works by providing essential information and administrative support.
«YOUR BOOKSHELF»

NEWLY PUBLISHED

Global Forum on Biodiversity: Report on the first regional session for Western Europe (April 23—25, 2003, Kishinev, the Republic of Moldova). — Moscow: Edition of IUCN Office for Russia and CIS, 2003. — 119 p.

Contact information:

IUCN Office for Russia and CIS
17, Marshal Vasilevsky St.
123182, Moscow
Russia 

Tel.: (095) 190-46-55, 190-70-77;
Fax: (095) 490-58-18.
E-mail: info@iucn.ru

Ivanov A.N., Chizhova V.P. Protected Natural Areas: Textbook — Moscow: Edition of the Moscow University, 2003. — 119 p.

Probably, this is the first Russian textbook for college students in this field. The edition provides basic categories of PAs in accordance with the existing international and national classification and defines the place of Russian PAs in the world. The authors have identified objectives of Russian protected areas: from landscape and ecological balance maintenance and biodiversity conservation to environmental education and eco-tourism development. The authors propose concrete scientific and applied methods to resolve problematic issues caused by the current national social and economic situation.

For students of the Geographic Faculty

Contact information:

Andrei Ivanov
Department of Landscapes 
MSU, Geographic Faculty,
GSP-2, Leninskiye Gory, 
119992, Moscow

Main governmental policies to develop the system of state nature reserves and national parks in the Russian Federation for the period till 2015: Official edition of the MNR of Russia. — Moscow: IUCN Office for Russia and CIS, 2003. — 24 p.

Contact information:

IUCN Office for Russia and CIS
17, Marshal Vasilevsky St.
123182, Moscow
Russia 

Tel.: (095) 190-46-55, 190-70-77;
Fax: (095) 490-58-18.
E-mail: info@iucn.ru

The electronic version of the document is available at: http://reserves.biodiversity.ru
Russian Protected Natural Areas: outputs of the last decade / V.B. Stapanitsky, N. I. Troitskaya, M. P. Fedotov, M. L. Kreindlin, M. S. Stishov. — Moscow: Edition of IUCN Office for Russia and CIS: Russian Ministry of Natural Resources, 2003. — 64 p.

The brochure provides complete review of the structure and activities of the Russian network of state nature reserves (zapovedniks) and national parks in 1992—2002.

The book is addressed to specialists in nature conservation, teachers, post –graduate students and students of relevant higher schools as well as active members of ecological and conservation NGOs.

Contact information:

IUCN Office for Russia and CIS
17, Marshal Vasilevsky St.
123182, Moscow
Russia 

Tel.: (095) 190-46-55, 190-70-77;
Fax: (095) 490-58-18.
E-mail: info@iucn.ru

The CIS Protected Natural Areas as the basis for North-Eurasian Ecological Network development. — Moscow, 2002. — 49 p.

The booklet provides summary of the history, current situation, problems and perspectives of PAs in each CIS country and the whole CIS area. In addition, the book examines possible development ways for ecological networks as well as measures essential for this. The authors propose nature conservation policies to develop integral North-Eurasian Ecological Network and set up criteria to assess the effectiveness of this work.

The booklet is addressed to specialists in nature conservation, teachers of relevant higher and secondary schools, persons engaged in politics and administration as well as active members of ecological and conservation NGOs.

Contact information:

IUCN Office for Russia and CIS
17, Marshal Vasilevsky St.
123182, Moscow
Russia 

Tel.: (095) 190-46-55, 190-70-77;
Fax: (095) 490-58-18.
E-mail: info@iucn.ru


Protected Natural Areas in Russia after the collapse of the USSR: 1992—2003 / U. Kuleshova, A. Struchkov, etc. — Moscow: Edition of the IUCN Office for Russia and CIS: the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources, 2003. — 26 p.

The brochure provides brief history of the Russian PA network in 1992—2003. It is well-illustrated and includes a number of tables, charts, diagrams and maps.

The brochure is addressed to conservation specialists, teachers, post-graduate students and students of relevant higher schools as well as active members of ecological and conservation NGOs.

Contact information:

IUCN Office for Russia and CIS
17, Marshal Vasilevsky St.
123182, Moscow
Russia 

Tel.: (095) 190-46-55, 190-70-77;
Fax: (095) 490-58-18.
E-mail: info@iucn.ru

REVIEW OF RUSSIA’S REGIONAL RED DATA BOOKS

(Lists of Rare and Endangered Species)

Gorbatovsky V.V. Red Data Books of Regions of the Russian Federation: Reference book. — Moscow: NIA-Priroda — 494 p

The purpose of the publication is to provide general analysis of all published regional Red Data Books of rare and endangered species (true for autumn 2003) — including those having official status of legislative acts and pure scientific publications. The authors have analysed Red Data Books of 60 administrative regions of the Russian Federation (divided into districts) and addressed the process of Red Data Books development and publishing in the remaining 29 regions.

The reference book provides characteristics of the taxonomy diversity of protected animals, plants and mushrooms at the species level as well as at higher taxa levels. The publication provides unified lists of organisms listed in regional Red Data Books (separately for each region) with indication of their rarity and vulnerability. For regions where Red Data Books had not been created yet, the publication provides bibliographic lists of publications related to the rare and endangered animals inventory in the these areas.

The authors also provide normative and legislative basis of regional Red Data Books.

This is a valuable reference book addressed to top managers and specialists in the field of nature conservation and related fields, scientists engaged in biodiversity conservation, active members of ecological and conservation NGOs, teachers of related higher and secondary schools as well as post-graduate students of conservation-related faculties.

Please, send your comments and proposals to the following address:

Vladimir Gorbatovsky or Nikolay Doronichev
NIA Prirodniye Resursy,
Informational Analytical Center for Regional Problems
31 Staromonetny per.,
119017, Moscow

Tel./fax: (095) 951-28-12, 950-31-88, 950-30-77.
E-mail: gorby@priroda.ru

To order the book, please, contact the addresses provided above.
PUBLICATIONS OF THE COMMISSION FOR BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION
OF THE RUSSIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES

In 2002, the Committee for Nature Reserves of the Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS) was rearranged into the Committee for Biodiversity Conservation. This procedure involved staff changes and wider scope of goals and objectives. Now Committee experts are in charge of all biodiversity conservation issues — from genetic resources to ecosystems. Nature Reserve Section is still working in the framework of the Committee for Biodiversity Conservation and deals with problems related to protected natural areas.

2002—2003: publication of traditional periodical series.

1. Scientific Methodical Notes “Nature Reserves”

In 2002, the committee published Issues 9 and 10, and in 2003 — Issue 11. Since 2003, the GEF stopped funding the periodical and it became a yearbook. Issue 12 is currently produced. It is to be issued in mid 2004.

2. Nature Reserve Fauna and Flora Series

The following volumes were issued in 2002:

Issue 100. Vertebrates of Teberdinsky Nature Reserve

Issue 101. Kivach Nature Reserve Lichens
Issue 102. Vascular Plants of Bolshekhehtsyrsky Nature Reserve. 2nd revised edition.
The following volumes were issued in 2003:

Issue 103. Vascular Plants of Pasvik Nature Reserve

 Issue 104. Visimsky Nature Reserve Vertebrates
Issue 105.Vascular Plants of Sokhondinsky Nature Reserve
Is to be published:

Issue 106. Mosses, Algae, and Lichens of Nurgush Nature Reserve
3. Flora and Fauna of National Parks

The number of national parks in Russia is growing and these protected areas actively run inventory studies. Therefore, a new Flora and Fauna of National Parks series started in 2002, including the following two issues:

Issue 2. Vascular Plants of Smolenskoye Poozerye National Park(2002)

Issue 3. Vascular Plants of Orlovskoye Polesye National Park (2003)

4. Nature Reserve Biota Database

In December 1999 work to evaluate the state of biodiversity conservation in Russian reserve areas, the creation of reserve biota database was commenced. Over 200 experts in biology from Russian reserves, research institutes and higher schools were involved in this work.

At the first stage (December 1999 — first half of 2001) the work was carried out within the frames of GEF Project “Conservation of Russia’s Biodiversity”. Starting from January 2002 database formation was continued with the support of the IUCN Office for Russia and CIS (IUCN CIS).

In 2003 specialists of the RAS Committee on Biodiversity Conservation took part in the preparation of the materials for publication. On the basis of data collected from reserves and numerous publications the following reports were issued:

1. The State of Biodiversity Conservation in Russia’s reserve territories. Edition 1. Vertebrates. Moscow, 2003. 257 p.

2. The State of Biodiversity Conservation in Russia’s reserve territories. Edition 2. Vascular Plants (2 volumes). Мoscow, 2003. (Vol. 1. P. 1—403; Vol. 2. P. 404—683).

In the first quarter of 2004 the Committee plans to issue the third edition of the Lichen and Mosses Series.

The edition is to be distributed among all Russian nature reserves and national parks.

T. M. Korneyeva,
scientific secretary
of RAS Committee on Biodiversity Conservation

«ELECTRONIC EDITIONS AND INTERNET»

EXPERTS IN WILD NATURE

In the previous issue (Article “New Web-Site”), we wrote about the launch of BioDat web site. Now we are going to speak about its database that accumulates unique knowledge, skills and experience of people working in the Russian zapovednik framework and field ecologists.

The complex of interconnected databases available at BioDat fulfils a number of functions: it includes resumes of numerous experts, information on their fieldwork experience, information resources, publications, use of informational technologies and experience in the environmental propaganda. First of all, we have summarised information on people who work (or used to work) in the Russian protected area system. Urban dwellers, who have better access to Internet and e-mail, can add new information on themselves via the ‘Specialists’ access mode (http://www.biodat.ru/db/persons/index.htm) and ‘Nature Experts’ access mode (http://www.biodat.ru/db/zp/index.htm). The database helps in planning new researches, selecting specialists to provide expertise, consultancy, or project management, as well as solvin staff-related issues.

The major database sections are: “Bibliography of research studies undertaken by zapovednik and national park staff members”, “Experience and knowledge uniqueness rating for experts of various specialities”, and “Key gaps in PA research (see also materials in this article).

To formulate your request, you should go through three pop-up menus. First, you select a PA or a region, and, if possible, select relevant subject matter from the list. If the PA and region are selected simultaneously, but the selected PA is located in the other region, the search fails. If search conditions were not selected, (i.e. all search windows are left blank) all found entries would be shown on the page. If the number of found entries is too big, they will be shown not as a long list, but page-by-page, where each page contains 30entries. In this case, a scrolling bar will appear in the bottom of the page.

To browse information according to key words in bibliographic works and interactive geographic maps, use the Section “Bibliography of scientific publications…”.

The database is a preliminary one, it is based on information available today. It will be refined and updates as PAs and environmental experts submit relevant additional information.

Alexander Martynov
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