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Dear colleagues!

In the present edition of the information supplement to the electronic bulletin Russian Protected Areas we present the final documents (or excerpts from them) from a number of conferences on Protected Areas that took place in Russia in 2002.
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INTERNATIONAL WORKSHOP

ON PROTECTING THE SAIGA ANTELOPE:

RESOLUTION
1. An international workshop on protecting the Saiga antelope, organized by the Government of Kalmykia, was held in Elista, Kalmykia’s capital, May 5-10, 2002.  

2. The workshop was made possible by the Ministry of Natural Resources’ (MNR) Committee for Natural Resources and Environmental Protection; the ISAR Caspian Program; the Russian Committee for UNESCO’s Man and the Biosphere (MAB) Program; and various foreign and domestic sponsors: the Secretariat of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES); the Secretariat of the Convention on Migratory Species (CMS); the Species Survival Commission of the World Conservation Union (IUCN/SSC); the World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF); the Large Herbivore Initiative of the World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF/LHI); the Dutch Embassy in Moscow; the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; the Conservation Force, USA; the Safari Club, Houston; Kalmneft; Kalmtatneft; and Rosneftegazstroi. The workshop participants thanked the Government of Kalmykia for hosting such an important international workshop and expressed their gratitude to all the sponsors, members of the Organizing Committee and facilitators who made the workshop a success.

3. More than 90 specialists took part in the workshop, including: representatives of the five range states (Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, and Mongolia); representatives of international organizations responsible for migratory species protection and international trade in rare and endangered species of wild flora and fauna; governmental and non-governmental nature conservation organizations.

4. At plenary and thematic sessions the workshop participants discussed the causes of the decrease in numbers of the Saiga antelope throughout its entire range, except Mongolia, where there is a separate subspecies (Saiga tatarica mongolica) and its strict protection has been ensured in collaboration with the local population.  Poaching for horns, which are used in traditional Chinese medicine, has caused a steep decline in Saiga numbers.  Poachers also hunt Saigas to obtain meat for sale at local markets. To stop poachers, the CITES Secretariat proposed that the Standing Committee recommend to all parties that no imports of Saiga antelopes be accepted from Kazakhstan and Russia. Workshop participants noted the necessity of expanding cooperation at all levels, including with nations that import Saiga horns, so as to prevent illegal trade and restore the Saiga habitat and abundance for future sustainable use.  Participants also requested that the range state delegations at the forthcoming 2002 CITES COP consider a temporary moratorium on the trade of any and all Saiga specimens.
5. Workshop participants also discussed such vital topics as the monitoring of Saiga populations and habitats; the role of strictly protected natural areas; establishing captive breeding centers for gene-pool conservation; collaboration with the local population; interregional and international cooperation. Detailed discussions of these issues were carried out at plenary sessions and in small groups where proposals and recommendations for the conservation and sustainable use of the Saiga were developed. These proposals have been added to drafts of the Memorandum of Understanding and Action Plan for the protection of the Saiga antelope and distributed to all interested bodies by the CMS Secretariat. At the plenary session, workshop participants approved these drafts together with additions made by six working groups and recommended that the relevant authorities in each range state in collaboration with CITES and CMS sign these documents as soon as possible. 
6. Workshop participants gladly accepted the CMS Secretariat’s offer to send the final versions of the Memorandum of Understanding and the Action Plan to the range states, and expressed the hope that this would speed up the signing of the above documents. Moreover, it was agreed that CMS and CITES together with the range states would take the steps necessary to strengthen control over international trade in horns and other products derived from the Saiga antelope. As well, workshop participants called upon the governments of the range states to increase their efforts to protect and restore the Saiga and its habitats, including migration corridors. They encouraged all stakeholders to contribute to the implementation of the Memorandum of Understanding and the Action Plan, both vital to the fulfillment of the Agreement on conservation and the use of migrating bird and mammal species and their habitats signed by members of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) in 1994.  

7. Workshop participants said that after the Memorandum of Understanding and the Action Plan went into effect it would be desirable to create an intergovernmental commission responsible for their implementation and for the overall coordination of the efforts of all organizations interested in protecting the Saiga. In addition, workshop participants said it would be necessary to create an international expert council to independently assess any projects, which could lead to changes in Saiga populations. They asked the Russian MAB Committee to agree on how this council should be formed.  

8. Workshop participants also noted that the protection and restoration of the Saiga antelope and its habitats could contribute to the range states’ programs for poverty eradication and sustainable development. The protection of this endangered species cannot be separated from other national and regional efforts to conserve biodiversity and combat land degradation as stated in the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and the Convention on Desertification Control (CCD).  Accordingly, it will be necessary to integrate conservation and sustainable use efforts for the Saiga and its habitat into the national strategies and action plans required under these instruments and any future Memoranda of Understanding concluded under the auspices of CMS and CITES. 

9. Workshop participants requested that national and regional governmental bodies consider the possibility of creating new protected natural areas (PNA), particularly trans-boundary ones to protect migrating Saiga herds and strengthen existing local PNA networks to facilitate communication between fragmented sub-populations. In some areas, Saiga breeding centers might be set up to conserve the antelope’s gene pool. 

10. The workshop participants asked local and national authorities to publicize the workshop results and to distribute information on programs to protect and restore the Saiga and ensure its sustainable use as part of the living heritage of the Eurasian steppes. Workshop participants asked the Organizing Committee to distribute this Resolution to the range state governments and publish the papers presented at the workshop as a separate volume to be forwarded to CITES and CMS and other agencies and organizations interested in the protection, restoration and sustainable use of the Saiga.  

11. Workshop participants requested experts from range states to analyze long-term observations on changes in the Saiga’s ecology and biology that could be published in the journal Arid Ecosystems and used as teaching aids.  

12. Workshop participants asked that the Government of Kalmykia continue to promote cooperation among all parties concerned with Saiga protection. Kalmykia’s Wild Animals Conservation Center should be expanded and used as a base for training local and visiting students. Up-to-date technologies for conducting counts and other studies on Saiga ecology should be developed, and a database to exchange information among the Saiga range states and the Secretariats of CMS and CITES should be set up. Workshop participants invited all national and international government institutions – including the Global Environmental Facility (GEF) and its agencies – inside as well as outside the Saiga’s range to implement the Action Plan.

Resolution 
of the International Workshop 
on Conservation in Public Awareness: 
Ethical and Cultural Aspects (Tribune-8)
On May 27-30, 2002, Kiev University hosted the International Workshop on Conservation in Public Awareness: Ethical and Cultural Aspects (Tribune-8). The workshop was organized by the Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture, the Biodiversity Conservation Center (Moscow) and the IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas  (WCPA/UNDP) with the support of the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation and the  Vidrodzhennie International Fund.

The 70 participants came from nature reserves, national parks, public, scientific and governmental organizations in Azerbaijan, Armenia, Belarus, Russia and Ukraine. The workshop program included over 40 reports, 4 discussions (The Ethics of Conservation; An Ethical Examination of Scientific Research in Reserves and National Parks; Eco-Tourism in Nature Reserves: Right or Wrong?, Prospects for Protection of Sacred Natural Monuments). Participants also took part in an extended meeting of the editorial board of a humanitarian environmental magazine, listened to presentations by the Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture and the Biodiversity Conservation Center, and viewed various video-materials.

Moral principles are critical when it comes to conservation.  Protected natural areas should take into consideration all manner of different objectives – conservation, scientific, ethical, spiritual, aesthetic, cultural – not only utilitarian ones. The PNA system should not contradict ethical and other non-material assets for whose sake it was created.

The workshop participants called for a return in the CIS to the ethical and aesthetic approach to conservation developed in the late 19th and early 20th century by I.P. Borodyn, A.P. and V.P. Demenov-Tyan-Shansky, G.A. Kozhevnikov, V.I. Taliev, D.N. Anuchin and other of Russia’s pioneer conservationists. This approach focuses on the ethical value of wild nature, the right of wild nature, plants and animals to exist regardless of their benefit to mankind.

Organizational ethics and aesthetic principles of conservation and wildlife protection could prove efficacious both in developing a philosophy and ideology and in working to protect wildlife. 

At present, ethical, spiritual, aesthetic and cultural aspects of conservation and the non-material assets of nature reserves and other PNAs receive little consideration.

We live in difficult times: market relations seem to have penetrated all spheres of human life, including the spiritual sphere. Thus the popularization of conservation ethics and PNA non-material assets is of paramount importance. Conservation ethics could reduce utilization pressure on reserves and other PNAs, encourage the designation of new areas, provide wider public support, improve reserve management and wildlife protection, promote environmental education and establish new conservation traditions.

In order to develop ethical principles in the sphere of conservation and to increase the significance of PNA non-material assets, the workshop participants:

1. Recommend that PNA experts use the ethical principles proposed by the Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture (amended and approved at the workshop) in their daily work.

2. Recommend that nature reserve and national park staff use the Approximate Statement for an Ethical Examination of Scientific Research in Reserves and National Parks developed by A. A. Nikolsky (modified and approved at the workshop).

3. Urgently recommend that reserves and national parts use sparing methods of scientific research in protected areas. 

4. Recommend that PNA specialists use the Guidelines Protecting Sacred Natural Monuments (developed and approved at the workshop). 

5. Urge that Sacred Natural Monuments be made a category in the CIS Register of PNAs.

6. Urge that designations and studies be made of sacred natural monuments (sacred groves, trees, springs, mountains, etc.) and that a Sacred Natural Monuments Inventory be started. To do this a suitable method for their identification and inventory will first have to be developed.

7. Appeal to religious confessions for assistance in receiving public support for PNAs and biodiversity conservation. 

8. Recommend that the organizers of conservation conferences and workshops include sections on ethical, spiritual and other non-material assets of PNAs.

9. Urge that chapters on ethical principles and the non-material assets of PNAs be included in courses and textbooks on environmental protection and conservation.

10. Ask conservationists and ecology experts to participate in the development of a Professional Code of Ethics.

11. Warn reserve and national park directors that all tourism (including “eco-tourism”) is considered commercial use of natural resources. Tourism is not permissible in protected areas where economic activities are restricted in accordance with the conservation regime. Tourism in PNAs should be primarily for purposes of environmental education and nature conservation. The use of tourism at state reserves to solve financial problems is inadmissible since it conflicts the reserves’ own aims.  

12.  Recommend developing a National Strategy for Tourism Development in PNAs that would spell out where and to what degree tourism is permissible within the PNA system. Tourism development is primarily acceptable in national park zones for recreation and economic activity, in the buffer zones surrounding nature reserves and in the biosphere zones (zones of collaboration) of biosphere reserves. 

The workshop participants urge:

The Ukrainian Government to forbid the construction of bridges through natural and historical sites of global importance (the Isle of Khortitsa in Zaporozhye) and to establish a National Nature Park in Khortitsa.

The Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture and the Biodiversity Conservation Center in Moscow to organize a round-table discussion on biodiversity conservation for members of various confessions and environmental organizations.

The Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture to hold regular international (within the CIS) wildlife conferences relying on the experience of U.S. and Canadian colleagues.
CIS Conservationists to promote the Humanitarian Ecological Journal and the Humanitarian Ecology and Eco-ethics website (www.ecoethics.ru).
International and Russian environmental foundations to support the BCC journals: Nature Conservation, and Nature Reserves and National Parks.
The leaders of the Student Nature Guards Movement in the CIS to incorporate the ideas of ethics in the programs of their vocational schools and workshops.
The editorial boards of CIS biology journals not to publish studies based on cruel research techniques (where alternative research techniques exist).

The Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture to go back to drafting A Concept for the Natural Rights of Animals and Plants and A Declaration of Freedom for Wild Nature.

The Participants support:

The proposal of the Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture to establish an International Wildlife Confederation in the CIS.

The Initiative of the Darvinsky Reserve to collaborate with the Russian Orthodox Church to provide spiritual and environmental education and training.

The proposal of the Azerbaijan Animal Protection Society to encourage close collaboration between environmental organizations and animal protection organizations. 

The proposal of the Azerbaijan Animal Protection Society and the Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture to conduct the next Workshop, Tribune-9, on Wildlife, Plant and Animal Rights in Kiev in the spring of 2003.

The proposal of the IUCN Moscow office to make 2003 the year of Protected Natural Areas in the CIS.

The idea of holding the Eighth Wildlife World Congress in Kamchatka (Russia).

The proposal to create an Association of Natural Scientists for a Human Approach to Nature.

The workshop participants wish to thank:

The CIS conservation periodicals Zapovidna Sprava v Ukraini, ISAR Moscow Bulletin, Gravitation Force, Berkut journals, Zapovedni Vestnik, Zapoveni Ostrova, and Green World papers for their coverage of ethical, spiritual and aesthetic aspects of nature conservation; and O. Morozenko (Moscow), V. Levchenko and N. Vasilyeva (St. Petersburg) for their founding of environmental websites.

The Kiev Center for Ecology and Culture, the Biodiversity Conservation Center in Moscow and the IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas for their excellent organization of the Tribune-8 workshop.

Kiev, May 30, 2002
Resolution of the 

Biodiversity and Ecological Safety Section of the All-Russian Conference on Ecological Safety 

(Moscow, June 4-5, 2002)
On June 4, 2002, a Biodiversity and Ecological Safety Section meeting took place at the Moscow Institute for Ecology and Evolution Studies named after A.H. Severtsov under the Russian Academy of Sciences. Over 70 representatives of research institutes, government departments and NGOs from different regions of Russia participated. Seven papers and 20 brief reports on biodiversity conservation, restoration and use within the context of ecological safety were presented.

1. Biodiversity is the basis for a sustainable environment for man’s life and health; biodiversity conservation is a sine qua non of ecological safety in Russia.

2. At present in Russia, biodiversity is in decline as a result of the exhaustive use of natural resources; a disastrous increase in illegal bio-resources development; environmental pollution; lax government controls in the sphere of natural resources and their use; poor implementation of environmental legislation; insufficient funding of conservation; and disregard for those international conventions and treaties that Russia has signed.

3. Biodiversity conservation should be a top priority for both the government and society. This priority should be reflected in federal, regional and municipal social and economic development programs and plans. The basic principles and tools for conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity are stated in the Russian National Strategy for Biodiversity Conservation (2001).

4. The system of biodiversity management should rely on situational ecosystem analysis; planning within ecological regions, including basins; the principles of sustainable use of natural resources; and a complex assessment of the value of natural sites for sustainable development and ecological safety.

5. The Russian Ministry of Natural Resources as well as other ministries and departments should make the following biodiversity conservation goals a top priority:

5.1. In the field of biodiversity conservation, restoration and use:

· large areas of little-disturbed ecosystems (including trans-border areas) sufficient to sustain all the natural components should be preserved;

· conservation and restoration of natural ecosystems within affected areas (especially in steppe zones, broad-leaf and mixed forests, southern taiga), including lands  released from agricultural use;

· conservation and restoration of endangered species and their habitats (category 1 of the Russian List of Endangered Species and relevant regional list categories);

· bans on all felling that can harm natural ecosystems, in the forests north taiga and forest-and-tundra zones, forest-steppe zones and mountain forests, whose self restoration is difficult or impossible;

· general application of sustainable and complex bio-resource use principles; conservation of used bio-resources, their inner structure and ability to self-regulate and self-reproduce;

· development of enterprises that breed species whose numbers are dangerously low due to hunting, fishing, etc., in order to reduce the pressure on the species;

improved control over the import and use of introduced and generically modified organisms as well as acclimatization works; prevention of self-resettlement of introduced species and the spread of generically modified organisms in natural ecosystems, the liquidation of the after-effect of these processes.

5.2. In the field of prevention of various illegal activities related to the extraction, use and turnover of bio-resources:

· strict state regulation and control over the turnover from any economic activities, such as hunting or fishing that endanger rare species (sturgeon, Saiga antelope, etc.);

· immediate development of a system for assessing and reimbursing damages as a result of ecological offence and its legal reinforcement;

· conformity of damage fees for illegal bio-resource use with the market value;

· review of the system of wages for state inspectors who fight against poaching; their withdrawal from the tariff scale; restoration of the system of bonuses and awards based on collected fines and claims;

· efficient anti-poaching measures (special detachments, etc.) among nature protection agencies; extended authority of state inspectors of nature protection services, forestry, hunting and fishing services.

5.3. In the field of protected natural areas (PNA) maintenance and development, providing comprehensive government support:

· the status of a PNA must not be reduced, PNAs of federal significance must not be subordinated to regional authorities;

· sustainable and relevant budget financing, logistics and personnel enhancement;

· state strategy to develop the system of PNAs; improvement of the federal governance system of PNAs; 

· federal system of marine PNAs, incorporating all Russian seas;

· extended system of freshwater (river and lake) PNAs in all regions of Russia;

· extended system of PNAs in the steppe zone;

· temporary exclusion from economic use areas included in perspective federal and regional plans for establishing PNAs prior to their designation;

· Russian ecological network to sustain natural ecosystems and biodiversity starting with the most affected regions.

5.4. In the field of establishing and improving socio-economic tools for conservation and sustainable biodiversity use, including the system of federal governance:

· develop and institutionalize economic tools for biodiversity conservation while ensuring that payments for bio-resource use correspond to their market value (including rent payments) and encourage economic units in order to promote sustainable use and include damage and restoration costs in the estimate of any project having an impact on biodiversity;

· provide legal aid for biodiversity conservation and sustainable ecosystem functioning in the new land use legislation framework; improve methods of changing the form of property and sale of land, natural resources and economic objects, taking into consideration conservation and biodiversity restoration objectives;

· improve ecological inspections for purposes of biodiversity conservation; provide methodology, information and normative support; inspect all projects that affect biodiversity; ensure that  inspection findings are respected; 

· create a national system of biodiversity monitoring (of populations, species, communities and ecosystems, soils, etc.);

· involve citizens and public organizations in the decision-making process as regards biodiversity conservation, use and monitoring; restore public inspection for bio-resources use control; give the local community access to ecological information; establish a public biodiversity conservation advisory and expert councils under the Russian Ministry of Natural Resources as well as in federal okrugs;

include topics related to biodiversity conservation and its role in sustainable development and ecological safety in biology and ecology courses in secondary and high schools.

· 5.5. At the international level:
· preserve national biodiversity in the process of integrating Russia in international trade, financial, military and political structures;

· meet the requirements for joining international conventions related to biodiversity conservation: Bonn Convention on Wild Animals Migrating Types; Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention); Anti-Desertification Convention; Cartagena Protocol on Bio-safety; Participation in Making Local Environmental Decisions Aarhus Convention.

6. Regions of Russia where immediate practical measures should be taken to conserve biodiversity:

· forest-steppe, steppe and semi-desert zones;

· the Caspian, Azov, Black and Baltic seas and shelf areas of the Far-East seas;

· Lower Volga, Lake Baikal;

· broad-leaf forests of European Russia;

· areas with intensive timber felling and logging in the Far East and in European Russia;

· areas of intensive mineral extraction as well as areas designated for future exploitation.
Extracts from the joint resolution of the Second International Conference on The Role of Protected Areas in Preserving Eurasia's Disappearing Steppes and the Eighth CIS Meeting on Marmots, Marmots in Steppe Biocenoses of Eurasia
The Second International Conference on the role of protected areas in preserving Eurasia’s disappearing Steppes and the Eighth CIS Meeting on Marmots devoted to marmots in steppe biocenoses of Eurasia took place June 7 – 10, 2002, in Cheboksary, Chuvash (Russia), within the framework of European Parks Day 2002 (Europark – 2002). These scientific forums were organized by the Prisursky State Nature Reserve and the Russian Academy of Sciences’ Mammalogy Society (its Commission for Study Marmots). The CIS Meeting was a success thanks to the Chuvash Ministry of Nature Use and Land Resources, the Chuvash Ecology Fund and the Zapovedniki Ecology Center.

Prisursky State Nature Reserve published two volumes of scientific studies ahead of the conference. The published materials were based on research from Russia, Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Mongolia.

More than 40 experts in the study of steppes and marmots from Russia (Novosibirsk, Kemerovo, Orenburg, Moscow, Nizhni Novgorod, Kazan, Saransk, Samara, Cheboksary) and the Ukraine (Kharkov) participated in the Conference and the Meeting. During the plenary meetings, participants heard and discussed 38 scientific reports on various issues related to marmot and steppe eco-system studies and preservation work. These included a report on the activities of the Mammalogy Society’s Commission to Study Marmots between the since the last (Seventh) Meeting on Marmots. Within the framework of the Conference on steppes, an expedition group from the Steppe Institute of the Uralian Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences visited steppe areas along the northern border of Chuvash and in the Nizhni Novgorod Region.

During the forums it was agreed that the research on steppes and marmots is proceeding well in the CIS, while the subjects of research have grown in number. It was also noted that protected areas, where they exist, usually become centres of biodiversity. Nature reserves play a positive role in preserving and restoring steppe ecosystems.  

The Meeting participants unanimously agreed to dedicate the event to the memory of Professor Valentina Rudi, a well-known zoologist and marmot expert, who inspired many committed young scientists.

PARTICIPANTS IN THE CONFERENCE AND THE MEETING AGREED:

1. To support the initiative of the Steppe Institute (under the Russian Academy of Sciences) and to develop and establish new forms of steppe protected natural areas that will contribute to the restoration and conservation of landscapes and biodiversity (pattern steppe area sites, pastoral reserves, steppe nature parks);

2. To make studies and activities aimed at improving the recreational appeal and value of steppe ecosystems a top priority;

3. To propose that preserved steppe areas be included in the register of protected natural areas. To support the initiative by the Prisursky State Nature Reserve to include steppe areas within the reserve’s borders;

4. To recommend that the nature conservation authorities create a register and inventory of preserved steppe areas;

5. To recommend creation of a database of researchers and experts engaged in the study and protection of marmots and steppe biocenoses;

6. To recommend better protection of the forest-steppe marmot in Novosibirsk, Tomsk and Kemerovo Regions and the Altai Territory due to the change in its taxonomy status;

…

9. To publish a book of scientific articles based on the papers read at the Conference and the Meeting and their results;

10. To thank the organizers of the Conference on Steppes and the Meeting on Marmots;

11. To hold more Meetings on Marmots and Conferences on Steppes and to schedule the next Meeting on Marmots for 2005.
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.
Extracts the Resolution 

of the 6th Student Nature Guards

International Forum, Kiev, November 27-29, 2002
On November 27-29, 2002, the 6th Student Nature Guards (SNG) International Forum under the aegis of the Fauna Program was held at Kiev National University in Kiev. This event was organized by the SNG Movement, the Board of the Ukrainian Student Ecological Union, the Russian Bird Conservation Union and the Kiev Ecological and Cultural Center with the support of the Biodiversity Conservation Center (Moscow) on the 25th anniversary of the Fauna Program.

The forum was attended by 43 people, including members of 23 Ukrainian and Russian SNGs, representatives of non-governmental environmental organizations, high schools and nature reserves, and former SNG members who worked for the Fauna Program in its early days. The forum’s main goal was to resume SNG activities under the aegis of the Fauna Movement and to revive the SNG Movement in Ukraine. More than 20 papers and reports on managing work in the sphere of animal protection and conservation were presented at the forum. Other activities included three round-table discussions, presentations and dissemination of conservation literature, various workshops and the picketing of the Ministry of Transport in support of the Danube Nature Reserve.

During the workshop, participants discussed and approved a new draft project of the Fauna Program, which was recommended for publication and dissemination among member organizations of the SNG Movement pending certain amendments. 

V. Zubakin (Moscow) was elected Consultant to the SNG and the Fauna Program; V. Grischenko (Kanevsky Reserve) was made Coordinator in Kiev; and E. Osmelkin (Cheboksary) was elected Coordinator for the European part of Russia.

The SNG’s 7th International Forum under the aegis of the Fauna Program will be held in Kiev in November 2003 when SNG members will be taught how to create and manage fauna-profile Protected Natural Areas.

The forum approved a letter to Ukrainian President Leonid Kuchma protesting the construction of a navigable canal in the Danube Reserve and sending birthday greetings to B. E. Paton,  President of the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences and many thanks for his active position in the matter of protecting the Danube Reserve.
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