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REGISTRATION IS OPEN FOR 2005 ANNUAL MEETING

The 2005 annual meeting of the Society for Conservation Biology, Conservation Capacity Building and Practice in a Globalized World, will be held 15–19 July in Brasília, Brazil. The meeting will provide outstanding opportunities not only to exchange information and ideas with the global community of conservation professionals but also to learn from and experience the vibrant culture of Brazil. We strongly encourage all SCB members to attend the meeting and, if possible, to extend their stay in the Austral and Neotropical America region. 

Please visit www.conbio.org/2005 for complete information on the scientific program, special events, field trips, travel grants, accommodations, and logistics and to register for the meeting. Register by 10 April to take advantage of discounted fees. Regular registration fees apply from 11 April–10 May, and late registration fees apply from 11 May–1 July. After 1 July, registrations will be accepted on-site only. Individuals from countries not defined as high income by the World Bank are eligible for further discounts, as are students from any country.

The political realities of a globalized world may require attendees from outside Brazil to plan well in advance of their anticipated travel. The visa and vaccination information here provides an overview. Please consult the Brazilian Embassy or Consulate General in your home country for complete, authoritative information.

World Travel Service has worked with SCB to offer reduced airline fares and service fees. Booking with World Travel enables SCB to earn vouchers that will be used to support travel by members from countries not defined as high income by the World Bank. World Travel offers international expertise and 24-hour access to a call center that can answer questions or change itineraries. To take advantage of these services contact Matthew Strausbaugh, 1200 18th St. NW, Suite 600, Washington, D.C. 20036, USA, (202) 293-9278 or (800) 633-8822, FAX (202) 466-2884, www.worldtravelservice.com, matthews@worldtravelservice.com.

Visa Requirements

Citizens of many countries, including the United States, require visas for entry into Brazil. The visa must be issued before you travel—in other words, you cannot expect to obtain a visa at the airport. Brazil has adopted a reciprocity policy: foreigners entering Brazil are treated in the same manner as Brazilians traveling abroad. The policy is implemented on a country-by-country basis. To check whether you will require a visa, see www.scb2005.unb.br/tabela.htm. If you will require a visa, please contact the Brazilian Embassy or Consulate General in your home country. A comprehensive list of consulates is available at www.mre.gov.br/ingles/endereco/consulados.asp. If your country does not have Brazilian diplomatic representation, contact the Consulate General in New York (www.brazilny.org, consulado@brazilny.org) to find out the best way to apply.

Applications for visas must be submitted in person, not by mail. If necessary, you may use the services of a visa agency. You must enter Brazil within 90 days of issuance of the visa. Brazil recommends that you do not apply for a visa earlier than 60 days before travel. Processing time for most visas is 48 hours.

The requirements for business visas and tourist visas are different. If the primary purpose of your travel is to attend SCB’s 2005 annual meeting—regardless of whether you also will be traveling for enjoyment—you probably will need to apply for a business visa. Nevertheless, it is possible to tour Brazil with a business visa. Please contact the Consulate General for more information.

Requirements for a business visa include the following (for complete information, contact the Consulate General).

1. A passport valid for a minimum of six months from the date of intended arrival in Brazil.

2. A Visa Application Form signed by the passport holder. 

3. One passport-type photograph (not a snapshot).

4. Letter (on letterhead) from the applicant’s employer stating the employee’s name and title, tenure of employment, the activities to be performed in Brazil, and the duration of stay. 

5. If the applicant is self-employed, an additional letter, containing financial references, from his or her bank.

6. Visa fee of US$60 in cash or by money order.

7. For United States citizens, a processing fee of US$100.

Additional requirements for a tourist visa include a copy of a round trip ticket / itinerary or a statement from a travel agency containing the confirmed itinerary. 

Vaccinations

Brazil recommends immunization against yellow fever when traveling to Acre, Amazonas, Amapá, Federal District (Brasília DF), Goiás, Maranhão, Mato Grosso, Mato Grosso do Sul, Pará, Rondônia, Roraima, and Tocantins. Yellow fever vaccinations are required for travelers who have visited Brazil during the past 90 days or who will visit any of these countries before entering Brazil: Angola, Benin, Bolivia, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Colombia, Democratic Republic of Congo, Ecuador, French Guiana, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Liberia, Nigeria, Peru, Sierra Leone, Sudan, and Venezuela.

Children between 3 months and 6 years are required to present certification that they have been immunized against polio. 

To find out more about recommended immunizations and medications, especially for field trips, visit the Center for Disease Control and Prevention’s Web site, www.cdc.gov/.

See you in Brasília!

PERSPECTIVES ON THE THIRD WORLD CONSERVATION CONGRESS

A STATE OF THE UNION FOR THE PLANET

by Jim Tolisano
The third World Conservation Congress (WCC) was hosted by the World Conservation Union in Bangkok, Thailand from 16–22 November 2004. The congress offered an opportunity for governments, NGOs, corporations, academicians and researchers, and individual conservationists to report on achievements and trends in the conservation field. Participants could engage in hundreds of formal and informal presentations and dialogues that critically analyzed conservation work worldwide. 

More than 5500 people registered for WCC, although fewer were actually in attendance. Representation was reasonably well distributed worldwide, although I was surprised at the limited participation from the United States. The U.S. government had a particularly dismal showing. Several U.S.-based international environmental NGOs had a strong presence, including the Wildlife Conservation Society, Conservation International, The Nature Conservancy, World Resources Institute, and the Natural Resources Defense Council. A few other U.S.-based NGOs were present, but their display materials were either weak or nonexistent. Conversely, the presence of NGOs and government departments from Italy, Spain, France, England, Holland, Sweden, and Germany was strong and dynamic. The World Bank, Asian Development Bank, GEF, FAO, UNDP, UNEP, UNESCO, European Union, and foreign assistance programs from France, Italy, Denmark, Holland, Sweden, Norway, Germany, and Japan were highly visible through well-organized display booths and formal presentations. The U.S. Agency for International Development (AID) did not have a booth, nor were there any obvious presentations or forums that elaborated AID’s environmental programs. The Inter-American Development Bank (IDB) also had no obvious presence. Either AID and the IDB missed a premier opportunity to inform the conservation community of their immediate and long-term environmental strategy, or they very clearly informed us of its priority and potential. 

The dominant themes at WCC were the promise and practice of landscape or ecoregional planning; the importance of “bottom up,” community-driven conservation projects; and the need to engage corporations and the business community in conservation actions. A significant percentage of the sessions emphasized business and biodiversity, and the increasingly evident corporate role in conservation. Most attendees accepted that the financial and institutional needs of global conservation are too great to be met fully by current government, multi-lateral, or foundation programs. There is an unquestionable role for corporations in conservation as providers of financial resources, technical strategy, and social responsibility. Yet very few of the sessions I attended offered good, concrete recommendations for engaging the corporate sector in ways that create an equitable source of revenue without significantly constraining conservation values. This is not to suggest that we can’t achieve a healthy balance of corporate and conservation goals, but to indicate that few groups from either camp have found language informing us how to move this relationship forward. However, it is obvious that this will become a high priority for the international NGO community.

The continuing trend to design conservation projects that integrate conservation and development (ICDPs) was also a prominent discussion topic at WCC. Most people seem to agree that although the project design trend is moving away from site-specific ICDPs and towards broader regional conservation planning, improving rural livelihoods will remain a key component of all conservation agendas for a long time to come. However, few people took on the truly challenging question facing both ICDPs and the regional planning perspective: is it possible to create work and businesses in and around protected areas that will substantially increase local incomes without significantly degrading habitat values and ecosystem dynamics? Few data suggest that a lot of money can be generated and equitably distributed locally, be it in Montana or Malawi, by keeping landscapes wild and resilient. There were no strong examples at the WCC to suggest that we have come up with any strategies to the contrary, even in a world ready to trade carbon credits like baseball cards. Assisting and empowering rural people can manifest in improved health care, stronger legal standing, better social representation, and perhaps opportunities to slightly increase cash flow in previously cash-starved areas. However, this requires proponents of the ICDP agenda to more clearly articulate that their efforts ultimately may enhance a social wealth that doesn’t always have much to do with making money, and this message does not appear to be fully ingrained into the policies of the bilateral and multilateral donors. 

Alongside the discussions of ICDPs were presentations from NGOs, governments, and donors revitalizing the importance of protected areas in conservation strategies. There appeared to be reasonably strong consensus across all sectors that, as a species, we want to isolate at least parts of our planet to allow evolution to celebrate its potential in parks and reserves. However, although quite a few sessions dealt with planning and managing protected areas, no meaningful sessions offered good solutions to developing nations that must pay the high start-up and recurrent costs. It is painfully obvious that such nations have few resources available to support protected area design and management. Their external debt and internal social demands always will delegate protected areas to the bottom of any investment list. External bilateral and multilateral donors continue to begrudgingly offer funds for protected area planning, but rarely allow funding to cover recurrent costs. Too many free-market worshippers believe unrealistically that protected areas can generate significant income, and thus pay for themselves. Only rare cases offer evidence that this will ever happen on a scale that will allow us to protect the extent of areas necessary to achieve significant regional biodiversity conservation goals. Simultaneously, while it is clear that the demand and potential for sustaining and expanding protected areas worldwide is strongest from the more-developed nations, it is critical that this not become a form of eco-colonization. A possible solution raised sparingly at WCC is the allocation of public and private funds from donors and corporations to national trust funds managed by local NGOs and governments. The social and economic viability of this approach warrants more testing by donors and socially responsible corporations.

Many people commented that few displays, presentations, or forums addressed ethnic diversity and indigenous rights. The topic wasn’t entirely overlooked, but neither did it have a high profile at WCC. However, this was a frequent discussion topic in informal hallway conversations, and I heard several indigenous participants making this point. Manolo Morales, of Ecolex in Ecuador, gave one of the few meaningful presentations of legal and policy actions that can be taken to improve indigenous representation and participation in biodiversity conservation projects. His presentation was well-attended, suggesting that people remain extremely concerned about this issue.

As usual, the issues embraced by the congress were complex and beyond ambitious, and responses from those who live the work of conservation were diverse and non-conclusive. There is clearly much that will and should continue to be debated, tested, and critiqued. However, there is little question that IUCN and all who participated are to be applauded for once again elevating the needs and requirements of biodiversity conservation to a level where people can see its importance and get inspired to be involved.

Jim Tolisano directs the Participatory Conservation program for Pro-Natura International, an NGO based in Brazil and France. 

IS IUCN A GOOD MODEL FOR SCB?

by Jon Paul Rodríguez

Clearly, the World Conservation Union (IUCN) and the Society for Conservation Biology (SCB) are two very different institutions. IUCN is more like a “federation” of organizations, grouping states, governmental agencies, non-governmental organizations, and other affiliates—but all IUCN members are organizations. In contrast, the SCB membership is comprised of individuals, regardless of their institutional affiliation. IUCN provides a “space” for individual scientists and experts in its six global commissions (www.iucn.org), but these are networks of volunteers that assist and advice the Union, and are not explicitly involved in institutional governance.

When one begins to look at the two organizations in detail, however, similarities also arise. The mission of IUCN is “to influence, encourage and assist societies throughout the world to conserve the integrity and diversity of nature and to ensure that any use of natural resources is equitable and ecologically sustainable,” while the mission of SCB is “to develop the scientific and technical means for the protection, maintenance, and restoration of life on Earth: species, ecosystems, and the processes that sustain them.” Both IUCN and SCB see themselves as key players in assuring that society uses natural resources sustainably. Both rely on the best available knowledge. Both define themselves as organizations with a global reach. So, why is it that when one attends a World Conservation Congress (WCC; the Union’s general assembly that meets every 3-4 years) it feels so much more like a true global conservation forum than when one attends an SCB annual meeting? Can we learn anything from IUCN and apply it to SCB? (Although I also think that IUCN could learn a few things from SCB and its annual meetings, I will not address those here!)

It might be tempting to say that the IUCN feels more like a global organization than SCB because it has been around longer (since 1948), and it has taken IUCN some time to achieve this. Although it might be partially true, it is hardly a sufficient explanation. I think the key is that IUCN genuinely faces the reality of being a global organization, recognizes that participation from the developing world must be fully subsidized by developed countries, and has acquired sufficient funding for those subsidies. This is seen not as a favor to developing countries, but an obligation of the organization. The benefits of a true global representation of delegates are perceived to be much larger than the costs of paying their way. Thus, diversity of experiences, perspectives, professional approaches, and institutional solutions are present at WCC regardless of where the congresses take place or how expensive it is to get to them.

In SCB, although internationalization has advanced significantly during the last few years, we are still far from achieving all of our objectives. The most frequently-mentioned limitation is that the majority of the membership is located in a handful of countries in which costs of membership and journals are least burdensome, and that diverting a substantial proportion of our current budget toward facilitating participation of members from other regions would be doing a disservice to our fundamental constituency. The problem is that if we really believe this we will never be able to change the status quo.

True internationalization will not occur if we wait for our membership to become more equitable globally. Although membership itself has become more affordable, members have extremely inequitable access to participation in SCB governance, and until this changes, members from poorer parts of the world will not identify themselves with the organization and its goals. For example, it is not realistic to expect that any member interested in running for a position on the Board of Governors should be prepared to pay his or her way to Board meetings (at present, subsidies are fully available only to Regional Section presidents).

In contrast to SCB, IUCN has internalized the costs of governance of a global organization, and therefore has greatly reduced the financial limitations to global participation. I believe that SCB can continue to make significant advances towards achieving true internationalization by examining mechanisms adopted by IUCN and other global conservation or academic institutions and considering how its own strategies might be revised. The fact that biological diversity is predominantly located precisely where our membership is proportionally weakest should be our principal motivation.

Jon Paul Rodríguez serves on SCB’s Board of Governors and is Past President of the Austral and Neotropical America Section. He currently works with Instituto Venezolano de Investigaciones Científicas and Provita, both in Caracas, Venezuela.

RESPONSE TO RODRIGUEZ

Jon Paul Rodríguez and I have been close collaborators in SCB’s efforts to internationalize and I support his basic contention that SCB needs to seek financial support for members from developing countries if we are to be effective in our mission to conserve global biodiversity. It is less obvious to me that using such support to further increase developing country participation in SCB governance would be the best use of any new funds. For example, for the cost of bringing one person to the two annual meetings of the Board of Governors, one could cut the cost of membership in half for more than 100 students from developing countries. If you compare the current list of Governors and Editors (see the inside cover of Conservation Biology) to the list from a few years ago you will see that we have dramatically increased global participation in the leadership of our society and its flagship journal. SCB is fully committed to becoming, as our tagline says, “a global community of conservation professionals,” but we need additional, externally obtained resources and it is not crystal clear what the optimal allocation of those resources would be. Where will the greater impact be found, with one more senior conservationist sitting among the leaders of SCB or with a hundred young conservationists gaining access to our publications?

Malcolm Hunter, Jr.

University of Maine, Orono

Past President, SCB
REQUEST FOR ANNUAL MEETING PROPOSALS

The Board of Governors welcomes proposals from organizations that would like to host SCB’s 2007 and 2008 annual meetings. The Board is soliciting proposals for the 2007 meeting from outside of North America, especially Australasia, Asia, and Africa, and is soliciting proposals for the 2008 meeting from within North America. Proposals that have the explicit involvement of the relevant Regional Section of SCB (see www.conbio.org/Sections) and proposals sponsored by multiple sections (one of which may be the Marine Section) are especially encouraged. 

To obtain a copy of the proposal format and instructions or for more information, please contact Bethany Woodworth, chair of the Conference Committee, at Bethany_Woodworth@usgs.gov. Proposals for 2007 (Australia, Asia, or Africa) will be due 15 January 2005 and proposals for 2008 (North America) will be due 15 April 2005. The locations of the 2007 and 2008 meetings will be announced at the 2005 annual meeting.

2005 SOCIETY FOR CONSERVATION BIOLOGY AWARDS

EDWARD T. LAROE III MEMORIAL AWARD
The Edward T. LaRoe III Memorial Award is given annually to an individual who has been a leader in translating principles of conservation biology into real-world conservation. Preference is given to individuals who have spent at least part of their career in public service.

Daniel Pauly

Daniel Pauly has been extremely effective in conveying the results of his research and their implications for management of fish stocks to fisheries managers and policy makers worldwide. Pauly is a true leader and innovator at the science–policy interface whose research and conservation efforts have been recognized widely. Pauly has a global perspective on fisheries issues as well as regional and local perspectives resulting from direct involvement with many fisheries. Although fisheries issues always have occupied all levels of the science–policy interface, marine and large freshwater fisheries issues are transboundary, and global climate change affects all of these components. Pauly understands the delicate nature of human and social factors surrounding science and policy, and his expertise and enthusiasm complement those perspectives. Most of Pauly’s work is done cooperatively in various continents and island chains, many in the southern hemisphere. He is an effective partner in science and technical studies with both seasoned seniors and striving juniors. Pauly will receive his award at the 2005 annual meeting.

DISTINGUISHED SERVICE AWARDS

Every year SCB presents its Distinguished Service Awards for outstanding contributions to conservation biology. Recipients are nominated by the SCB membership through the Awards Committee and are selected by the Board of Governors. These awards will be presented at the 2005 annual meeting.

Maria Elena Ibarra

For more than 40 years, Maria Elena Ibarra has been a major catalyst to conservation in Cuba. Director of the Center for Marine Research of the University of Havana, she is also the President of Cuba’s largest conservation NGO, Pro-Naturaleza. She coordinated the national program for manatee conservation and helped establish the Punta del Este National Marine Park. Overcoming tremendous logistical obstactles, each year she takes more than 200 university students out of the classrooms and into the world of practical and complex field conservation to work on a turtle breeding project. The project has played a key role in fostering a new environmental ethic among young Cuban biologists.

Binod Chandra Choudhury

B.C. Choudhury, who heads the Wildlife Institute of India’s Endangered Species Management Department, has mentored a generation of students. His study on Olive Ridley Sea Turtles changed the way the National Space Agency functions. When an Indian industry giant proposed an offshore drill directly in the turtle’s migratory path, his work as a government expert resulted in keeping it at bay. His efforts led to moving the Gharials from “Endangered” to “Threatened” under the Indian Wildlife Protection Act, to the discovery of the world’s largest population of the endangered Sarus Crane, and to a court decision that a World Bank project would have to prevent damage to the Sarus habitats.

Richard Cowling

Richard Cowling’s leadership of cutting-edge conservation planning and implementation programs (CAPE, SKEP, and STEP) in three of the world’s richest biodiversity hotspots—the Cape Floristic Region, Succulent Karoo, and Subtropical Thicket of southern Africa—has shifted our paradigms about conserving ecosystems. These programs have set the global standard for participatory systematic conservation, and helped establish a globally significant network of formal and informal conservation areas to maximize persistence and diversification of biodiversity in the face of global change. Especially in the context of South Africa’s new democracy and pressures for land reform, this is a breathtaking achievement.

Tropical Biology Association

For more than ten years, the Tropical Biology Association (TBA) has equipped recent graduates in practical tropical field training through partnerships with local institutions and has facilitated the work of conservation groups. It has funded the membership of young Africans in SCB, where some now serve on the Board of Directors of the Africa Section. Several experts, the majority working for international organizations in developing countries, and typically in Africa, are a result of the TBA innovative field courses that are next to none. Students and professionals from different countries share ideas and learn from each other’s experiences through the TBA network.

David Ferguson

David Ferguson heads the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s Branch of Near East, South Asia and Africa within the Division of International Conservation. He has been instrumental in identifying major conservation problems and instituting and obtaining support in this wide geographical expanse through the USFWS. Dave’s work of 27 years has taken him to 29 countries with varied cultures, languages, and backgrounds. Country and culture notwithstanding Dave always has been able to achieve major conservation successes through collaboration, friendship, and absolute professionalism. His humility, hard work, and vision have inspired many generations of scientists and bureaucrats the world over.

CALL FOR 2006 AWARD NOMINATIONS

EDWARD T. LAROE III MEMORIAL AWARD
The Edward T. LaRoe III Memorial Award is given annually to an individual with a distinguished record of research and outstanding application of science to the conservation of our biological resources. The intention of the award is to recognize the innovative application of science to resource management and policy. 

Although all scientists are eligible for the award, because of Edward LaRoe’s distinguished career as a public servant, preference is given to employees of governmental resource management agencies or science agencies.

Recent recipients of the LaRoe Award are

2004: Jerry Franklin

2003: Stephen Schneider

2002: John Lawton

2001: Robert Pressey

2000: Phil Pister

1999: Chandler Robbins

1998: J. Michael Scott

1997: Barry Noon

The 2005 recipient is Daniel Pauly.

Please send nominations for the 2006 LaRoe Award to J. Michael Scott, Department of Fish and Wildlife, P.O. Box 44-1141, Room 103, University of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83844-1141, USA, mscott@uidaho.edu (with copies to Sarah Martinez, sarahm@uidaho.edu). 

Nominations should be in the form of a nominating letter with an accompanying resume of the nominee. Multiple letters of support for nominees are encouraged. Nominations must be received by 1 October 2005.

DISTINGUISHED SERVICE AWARDS

SCB annually presents awards for distinguished service in the field of conservation biology. For 2006, SCB is soliciting nominations from its members and other conservation professionals. Among the categories eligible for awards are 

Academia 

Government 

Outside academia and government

Nominations for individuals or institutions, including a nomination form and a minimum of two supporting letters, must be received by 1 October 2005. The form is available at www.conbio.org/Awards. Letters and form must be submitted as a single document in Word. Separate letters will not be accepted. Please send nominations to sterling@amnh.org. If the nominator does not have electronic access, contact Eleanor Sterling, Center for Biodiversity and Conservation, American Museum of Natural History, Central Park West at 79th St., New York, NY 10024, USA, (212) 769-5742, FAX (212) 769-5292.

REGIONAL SECTION NEWS

AFRICA

Africa & Austral and Neotropical America Sections Transcend Regional Territoriality
At SCB’s 2004 annual meeting, two southern-hemisphere Sections entered into serious, ongoing discussions to promote the international dimension of the SCB mission. Thanks to the efforts of Delali Dovie (Africa) and Javier Simonetti (ANA), one outcome of these communications will be a joint symposium at the 2005 annual meeting—Enabling, Mainstreaming and Implementation: Putting Conservation Plans to Work in the Southern Hemisphere. The symposium is organized by Africa Section members Richard Cowling (rmc@kingsley.co.za), Andrew Knight (andrew.knight@upe.ac.za), and Delali Dovie (delali@biology.wits.ac.za) and ANA Section members Javier Simonetti (jsimonet@abello.dic.uchile.cl) and Arturo Sanchez (arturo.sanchez@alberta.ca). Expectations are high and we invite you to this groundbreaking symposium.

2005 Regional Meeting

The Board of Directors of the Africa Section mandated the organization of a regional meeting in 2005. Our Section acknowledges the significant impact of policy on conservation issues in Africa and hence we are attempting to accommodate policy makers in a science-policy environment. The Section has invited the regional sustainable development initiative body, New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD), to partner with us for the meeting. NEPAD recently recognized biological conservation issues in its environment initiative document and is currently considering our Concept Proposal for the meeting. The working theme of our regional meeting, expected to be held in South Africa, is The Challenges of the Future—Identifying Gaps in Conservation and Training for Africans. Please direct all inquiries, including questions about sponsorship, to Delali Dovie and Ronald Abrams (ronwoolf@ix.netcom.com).

Section Newsletter Succeeds

African Conservation Telegraph (ACT), now publishing the third issue of its first volume, already has made a remarkable difference in the lives of biologically-minded conservationists on the continent and around the globe. ACT captures the realities and challenges of biological conservation on the continent with straightforward articles that emphasize and encourage the potential of our practitioners. Although the length of ACT initially was set at eight pages, the editorial board increased the number of pages in the second issue to 14. ACT rapidly has become a fixture in policy-dominated as well as biological sectors across the continent. Thanks to our contributors, without whom we would not have success stories to tell. Visit the What’s New / Newsletter section of our Web site to read or contribute to the newsletter. Contributions are accepted at any time by ACT’s editor, Erika Barthelmess, barthelmess@stlawu.edu.

Program for Young, Female Conservation Biologists

This Section initiative needs your help. We are seeking two to four individuals to participate actively in our steering committee. Program aims include

• Targeting schools and other fora to promote conservation biology as an exciting, important discipline with a niche for strong, talented women

• Developing criteria and nomination forms for small awards for emerging female professionals 

• Securing funding to develop an incentives framework for women in conservation biology

• Publication of profiles of female conservation biologists in local and regional media (and on our Web site) 

• Identification of postgraduate scholarship opportunities targeted at female African scientists (again, we could dedicate a section of our Web site to such a resource).

For more information, contact Phoebe Barnard (barnard@sanbi.org) or Judy Ogelthorpe. 

Web Resources are Growing

The Africa Section’s Web site, www.conbio.org/africa, offers more resources thanks to the work of Delali Dovie, Alison Ormsby, and the SCB Executive Office. Some sections of the site still are under construction; please send suggestions or information to Delali Dovie or Alison Ormsby (orsbyaa@eckerd.edu). Efforts are underway to develop a Web-based clearinghouse for information about institutions conducting or offering grants for conservation biology research in Africa. The Useful Links page has been updated to include Institutions and Education (a list of universities in Africa), Funding (grant opportunities for conservation biology research), and Research (a list of ongoing conservation research efforts in Africa).

Special Issue of Biological Conservation
An editorial committee within the Africa Section, led by Nobby Cordeiro, is compiling a series of multiple-author manuscripts based on presentations from the Africa Section symposium at the 2004 annual meeting, Conservation in Areas of High Human Density in Africa. The manuscripts will be submitted to Biological Conservation for publication in a special issue. The papers focus on conservation issues in the Albertine Rift, the Eastern Arc mountains, and the Cameroon Highlands.

Thanks to Delali Dovie and Alison Ormsby for their contributions to this update, and to Phoebe Barnard for stepping forward to help establish our Young African Women Conservation Biologist Program. We encourage you to join a standing committee—we have a lot of work to do. Contact Beth Kaplin (bkaplin@antiochne.edu) to find out more about committees and their activities.

Beth Kaplin

ASIA

Asia Section activities have been overshadowed by the earthquake and tsunami disaster of 26 December 2004. Although assessment of the human and environmental toll is preliminary, a good summary of the marine and coastal damage is available from IUCN at www.iucn.org/info_and_news/press/TsunamiMarine.pdf. In many cases, IUCN hotlinks to affected national members (e.g., India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Sri Lanka, Thailand) provide detailed local summaries and updates. 

In addition to these reports, we have been receiving local observations and discussions from both SCB members and online conservation groups in the area. The online group for the Andaman and Nicobar Islands, http://in.groups.yahoo.com/group/andamanicobar/, has been extremely active. After the tsunami, this conservation group moved immediately into reporting and relief efforts in regions where access is difficult.

Conservation organizations have mobilized to help. For example, the island-based staff of Reefwatch India (www.reefwatchindia.org) has mobilized both to collect relief funds and to dispense aid using their staff and boats. It seems that conservationists may be pre-adapted to help with some aspects of disaster relief because of familiarity with the region and—dare we say it?—some skill in coping with emergencies, improvising solutions, creative thinking, and impatience with bureaucracy. We honor all the conservation groups and individual conservationists who volunteered and mobilized so quickly to help relieve human suffering. 

The immediate focus, of course, is on helping people, but the environmental impact is also tremendous and still is being evaluated. Some islands no longer exist. Needless to say biodiversity is affected, and conservationists already are considering assessment and scheduling reports. For example, I reveived an e-mail from the Centre for Environment Education (India), which is organizing a workshop, Education for Ocean Conservation, as part of the International Conference on Education for a Sustainable Future from 18–20 January in Ahmedabad, India. They plan to convene a special session to assess the impact of the tsunami. Details of the conference and workshop are available at www.ceeindia.org. I am sure there will be many more meetings and reports on this subject. We almost certainly will have a special session on the disaster at our first Section meeting, which wil be held in Nepal in November 2005.

Asia Section board member Eric Wikramanayake wrote from Sri Lanka, “As far as I know there really hasn’t been a good assessment done in Yala. People are still trying to get a grip on the extent of damage outside—to the people, and to the people who were inside the park at that time (there had been quite a few because it was a holiday). Many people would have got washed away to sea. My guess is that some wildlife would have got washed away as well. Also the wave has left a swathe of destruction about 200–300 meters along the coast. So a lot of wildlife would have been inland from here anyway. But later as we try to put the pieces together.”

On the positive side (yes, there is one), the protective influence of mangroves was noted. Where mangrove swamps exist, the impact of the tsunami was reduced. Bombay Environmental Action Group is researching this effect and requests information from observers. They write, “Please do give us all relevant details both about the geographical areas/locations that you are referring to—e.g. place name, taluka, district, and also please do give us some information about yourself as well.” They can be reached via Debi Goenka, debi@beag.net.

These are just a few gleanings from what promises to be a flood of information, meetings, and projects. It is a grim situation, but I was a little amused that at least some of our conservationists started making and posting observations almost as soon as they pulled themselves out of the water. We are a hardy bunch, and this disaster proves it.

Section Elections

The Asia Section held an election between 15 November and 15 December 2004 for a third of the positions on the Board of Directors. Tom McCarthy, Eric Wikramanayake (fortunately still with us), and I were re-elected for a second term. Ahmed Khan was elected as well, replacing Cara Lin Bridgman. We are grateful for Cara Lin’s service during the last three years and hope she will continue to be active in the Section. On 1 January 2005, Pralad Yonzon of Nepal replaced Hito Higuchi of Japan as President of the Section. Hito will be remain active as an advisor. I will continue to serve as communications officer.

Linda Olsvig-Whittaker

AUSTRALASIA

2004 was the second year in which we presented prizes for the best student talks and posters with a conservation theme at the Ecology Society of Australia conference. The judging panel was impressed with the high standard of student presentations. This year we were faced with a dilemma when the judges could not choose between two superb talks, so we awarded two prizes for the best student talk and one poster prize.

Joint Prize: Best Conservation Talk by a Student

Optimal monitoring strategies for listing threatened species 

Liana N. Joseph(1), Chris Wilcox(1), Scott Field(1,2) and Hugh P. Possingham(1)

(1) University of Queensland, Brisbane, Queensland

(2) University of Adelaide, South Australia

l.joseph@uq.edu.au, http://www.uq.edu.au/~uqljosep/

Threatened species lists, such as the IUCN Red List, play a key role in providing legislative protection and determining funding allocation for vulnerable species. Information from monitoring is crucial for compiling and maintaining data on these lists. Despite this, there has been little research into the most appropriate methods for monitoring to adequately detect population changes. Many monitoring strategies, for example, may not sufficiently detect such population declines. Other, more resource intensive, methods may provide greater detail and estimate rates of decline more accurately. However, given limited budgets for conservation, the type and frequency of data collected is often compromised and it is unclear which monitoring regimes are most effective. 

We use a patch population model and a simulated survey process to investigate the optimal monitoring technique for a locally restricted and low density bird species, the Chestnut-rumped Hylacola (Mt Lofty Ranges; Hylacola pyrrhopygia parkeri). We compare the success of two commonly used monitoring techniques at correctly categorizing the species given financial constraints. The methods we compared are the 20-minute / 2-ha abundance and the presence/absence survey methods over a range of available budgets (5–200 person-days / year). We demonstrate that presence/absence surveys can be very useful when budgets are small. We know that because managers often have limited budgets, the presence / absence surveys may frequently be the most appropriate method. We use these results to give guidelines for optimal monitoring relevant for detecting change for listing on the IUCN Red List. 

The application of network theory to the conservation of habitat trees

Monika Rhodes(1), Grant Wardell-Johnson(2) and Martin Rhodes(3)

(1) Australian School of Environmental Studies, Griffith University, Qld.

(2) School of Natural and Rural Systems Management, University of Queensland, Gatton Qld.

(3) University of Queensland, St. Lucia, Qld. 

m.rhodes@griffith.edu.au 

More than 300 species of native Australian vertebrates use hollows in eucalypts for shelter, including at least 43 insectivorous bat species, which use them as maternity, bachelor, migrating, mating or hibernation sites. Hollow formation in eucalypts is a long process that may take place over several hundred years, making habitat trees a valuable resource for hollow-dependent species. However, decisions may have to be made concerning the protection or removal of habitat trees, particularly where they occur in State Forests or urban parks. Unfortunately, limited understanding of the structure of networks of habitat trees prevents informed judgment concerning the importance of individual trees. We applied current network theory to the patterns of day-roost usage of a population of the White-striped Freetail Bat, Tadarida australis (Microchiroptera: Molossidae) in suburban Brisbane. The roost network topology resembled a scale-free network where one roost (the hub) had the majority of connections. This roost network also enabled small-world properties such as high connectivity, short path lengths between roosts and tolerance against stochastic events, such as roost removals. Understanding the network type allows conservation practices to move from descriptive ecology to predictive understanding of complex ecological networks. Ecologists can model the effects of stochastic events or systematic attacks, and apply the appropriate protection for each system. Efficient allocation of resources to conservation planning and management would emphasise the differential importance of roost sites; analogous to protecting vital communication and service centers in human societies. 

Prize for the Best Conservation Poster by a Student

Changes in plant and invertebrate communities as a response to weed biological control

Peter Turner 

University of Western Australia, CSIRO Entomology & CRC for Australian Weed Management

Peter.John.Turner@csiro.au

Bridal creeper (Asparagus asparagoides) is a major environmental weed from southern Africa and is now widespread throughout southern Australia. A biological control program for this weed has seen the release in Australia of three biological control agents. It appears these agents will go a long way in controlling this weed, but even with this success of weed control will landscape health be restored following weed control? This is an important question given that the goal of environmental weed control must be to control weed damage not just the weed. Environmental weeds can alter biodiversity, but removal of these weeds in isolation can also result in unexpected changes, with weed management practices themselves altering biodiversity. 

In March 2004, a PhD project commenced investigating this situation by first quantifying the impacts of bridal creeper. Once impacts have been quantified and the weed is brought under control, monitoring will continue to evaluate the success of this weed control program and to ascertain if further restoration work will be necessary. In addition to monitoring plant communities before and after weed control, invertebrates will be used as ecological indicators of ecosystem health. Invertebrates make good indicators as they interact with other parts of the ecosystem and have short generation times, allowing them to respond rapidly to environmental changes. 

Results from initial vegetation sampling have shown that bridal creeper is reducing native plant biodiversity. Areas invaded by bridal creeper have higher phosphorus levels and higher soil moisture content when compared to nearby areas free of weed invasion. These results may have important consequences for the restoration of plant communities in these invaded areas. Many studies in Australia have reported a positive association between phosphorus and exotic weeds. If other exotic species are favoured and establish quicker than native species, removing bridal creeper may lead to one weed being replaced by another.

Tish Silberbauer

EUROPE

Section Elections
In November 2004 the Europe Section held its annual elections. Four positions on the Board of Directors were open and these were filled by a mix of second-term reappointments and new members; the Board is now truly pan-European with members spread from Scandinavia to the Mediterranean and from the Atlantic coast to the Bosporus. András Báldi (Hungary) and Renato Massa (Italy) were re-elected, and Cagan Sekercioglu (Turkey / USA) and Pierre Ibisch (Germany) joined the Board.

Pierre Ibisch is a professor of Nature Conservation at the University of Applied Sciences, Eberswalde in northeastern Germany. He has extensive experience in tropical forest conservation in South America and is currently involved in reforming an existing Bachelor’s degree in International Forest Ecosystem Management and establishing a new Master’s course on global change management. As an applied conservation scientist Pierre is particularly interested in the interface between scientific knowledge and policy.

Cagan Sekercioglu is a Turkish ecologist, conservation biologist, and ornithologist who is currently a postdoctoral researcher at the Center for Conservation Biology, Stanford University. His research focuses on the causes, consequences, and prevention of bird extinctions and he is currently involved in establishing a biodiversity learning center in Kars, Turkey, a biologically diverse but little-known area where the Caucasus hotspot and the Central Asian steppes meet. Prior to his election to the Board, Cagan had been working with András Báldi and the Europe Section Membership Committee as our national contact for Turkey. They have successfully enabled some Turkish NGOs and universities to receive Conservation Biology and as a Board member he will continue in this role.

The Board of Directors would like to thank Francois Sarrazin and Fritz Mohren, who stepped down at the end of their term of office in December 2004, for all their work on behalf of the Section. We look forward to continuing to work with them to further the efforts of SCB in Europe. We would also like to thank all those who stood for, and voted in, this year’s election. 

European Congress on Conservation Biology

Since the last Section report the Meeting and Policy committees have been hard at work. Eger, Hungary has been chosen to host the First European Congress on Conservation Biology (ECCB) from 23–27 August 2006. We are determined to promote the development and use of science for the conservation of European species and ecosystems, and to make sure that conservation policy is firmly underpinned by the best available scientific evidence. For this reason, and because of the multi-disciplinary nature of conservation biology, we aim to attract a wide array of academics, students, policy makers, stakeholders, natural resource managers, and media and NGO representatives from all over Europe to attend the ECCB. To achieve this multi-disciplinary representation, it is vital that we circulate information widely, not only in the academic channels but also to policy makers, independent scientists, and biodiversity managers. We are asking the Section membership to take an active role in publicizing the ECCB. Please inform your colleges and contacts and direct them to the ECCB Web site, www.eccb2006.org, for up-to-date information. 

Although August 2006 may seem far away, we are all aware of the lead time required to prepare papers and secure funding. A timetable for the submission of symposium proposals and abstracts will be posted on the ECCB Web site after the Europe Section Board meeting at the end of January 2005.

Policy

The Section’s Policy Committee recently circulated a resolution advocating an expanded role for scientists in reviewing the efficacy of the European Union (EU) nature conservation directives, CAP, and CFP Biodiversity Resolution to members of the European Parliament, the EU Commission, national governments, and selected NGOs. In this resolution we highlight the imminent need for the EU Commission to initiate an expanded review of the evidence on which independent conservation biologists critically examine and assess the effects of the CAP, the EU nature conservation directives, and the CFP in halting biodiversity loss. In addition to this review, the advisory role and direct involvement of conservation scientists in the planning, accomplishment, and evaluation of the practical work should be greatly expand. Only through such a process may the target set in declarations issued at the EU summit in Gothenburg in 2001 and the Rio+10 summit in Johannesburg 2002 of halting the loss of biodiversity by 2010 be reached.

Once again the Board wishes to encourage the participation of Section members in the activities of the Europe Section. To contact the Board with any questions or comments write to europe@conservationbiology.org.

Owen Nevin

MARINE

Section Elections
The Marine Section is pleased to introduce our two new board members, John Cigliano and Ellen Hines, and would like to thank retiring board members Carolyn Lundquist and Elise Granek for their dedicated service to the Marine Section over the past three years.

John Cigliano is Assistant Professor of Biology at Cedar Crest College (Pennsylvania, USA), where he is Director of the Biodiversity and Conservation Biology program. His research interests include conservation ecology of queen conch (Strombus gigas) and marine reserve design. His main study sites are in the Bahamas and the Turks and Caicos Islands. He also has a strong interest in conservation education and works with several organizations that deliver educational curricula to K–12 teachers and students, conservation practitioners, and the general public.

Ellen Hines is Assistant Professor in the Department of Geography and Human Environmental Studies at San Francisco State University. Most of her research encompasses issues surrounding coastal marine mammals and integrated coastal management in developing countries. She has been working in southeast Asia for the past six years with a focus on the dugong and Irrawaddy dolphin along the Andaman Sea and eastern Gulf Coast. For the past three years, she and her students also have been mapping resources in Turneffe Atoll, Belize. Ellen is active in the Society for Marine Mammalogy, Oceanic Society, Mangrove Action Project, and Sirenian International.

At the first conference call meeting of the new Board in December 2004, the six members were appointed to the following officer positions: President, Elliott Norse; President Elect, Glenn VanBlaricom; Policy, Rob Wilder; Science and Education, John Cigliano; Membership, Norm Sloan; and International, Ellen Hines. At their second annual retreat, to be held in March or April 2005 in Seattle, Washington, USA, the Board will to continue to work on planning for SCB’s 2006 annual meeting, into which the Third International Symposium on Marine Conservation Biology will be integrated.

2004 Section Board Meeting

The Marine Section’s Board of Directors held its first official board retreat in Woodside, California, USA from 15–16 November 2004. We discussed strategic planning for the next few years, particularly focusing on involvement in SCB annual meetings. If you are interested in assisting with the 2006 meeting, please contact marine@conbio.org and we will let you know as information becomes available.

Short Course at 2005 Annual Meeting

A short course in marine ecology and conservation will be held in Brasília just before SCB’s 2005 annual meeting. The course will be taught by Section members Carolyn Lundquist (National Institute of Water and Atmospheric Research, New Zealand) and John Cigliano and by Conrad Pilditch (University of Waikato, New Zealand). Turnout is expected to be high, and we hope this and other short courses will introduce course material that otherwise may not be available to students and conservation practitioners.

Journal Subscriptions

In 2005, we will continue to use support from The Christensen Fund [see SCB Newsletter 11(1)] to subsidize SCB memberships and subscription costs for SCB journals (Conservation Biology and Conservation In Practice) for marine conservationists who reside outside of North America. We have performed an initial application process for the funds with applications due 31 January 2005. We look forward to awarding memberships and subscriptions to as many marine conservationists as possible.

Marine Conservation News: United States Update

After several years of intensive study by a U.S. National Ocean Commission, along with a parallel Pew Commission, a large number of recommendations have been made to the White House for surprisingly wide-ranging changes to U.S. marine policy. The proposed changes also have consequences for global and international action for the seas. Both Commissions recognized that current ocean governance is not effective. The goods and ecological functions that oceans provide traditionally have been taken for granted in an unsustainable manner. Which recommendations will be accepted and implemented by the White House and Congress?

The Commission recommended that billions of future dollars from offshore oil and gas revenues be diverted from the U.S. Treasury to fund a broad range of new ocean and coastal-oriented programs. Acceptance of this recommendation may seem unlikely in an era of deficit spending and market-oriented approaches towards marine resources. However, although the National Ocean Commission was dominated by politically influential representatives of extractive industries, their position had a strong conservationist tone and was robust in its calls for action. The White House’s Council on Environmental Quality only recently was provided with the Commission’s report; to date, it has made minor statements embracing select recommendations with little net effect. Adoption of significant changes, which would result in actual application of ecosystems management and a science-based approach to marine policy, requires considerable political will and funding. Although proponents of the status quo are formidable, the Commission’s recommendations are widely recognized as the first comprehensive review of marine policy in decades. The next two years will be highly telling as to how the Executive and Legislative branches prioritize conservation of biodiversity, ecosystems management, and science-based decision-making.

The Marine Section’s Web site (www.conbio.org/marine) includes links to science and policy updates created by other organizations that have given us permission to use their material. The Web site also includes links to marine job announcements, funding, section activities, listserv information, and other marine conservation areas of interest.

Carolyn Lundquist, John Cigliano, Rob Wilder, and Ellen Hines

NORTH AMERICA

Opportunities to Comment on Neon
Planning for the U.S. National Ecological Observatory Network (NEON), funded by the U.S. National Science Foundation, is on a fast track. A distinguished body of scientists, engineers, and educators has been selected to serve on the committees that will shape the blueprint for NEON’s implementation. Members of the biological community will have a number of opportunities to review and comment on draft materials as the NEON Design Consortium produces documents early in 2005.

In September 2004, the American Institute of Biological Sciences (AIBS) finalized a cooperative agreement with the National Science Foundation to develop a detailed NEON planning document by June 2006. The NEON Design Consortium, which has more than 150 committee and subcommittee members, formally begins its work with meetings in January, March, and June 2005. The committee reports will identify continental-scale science questions that NEON will address, sensor technologies and cyberinfrastructure that will be required, and how to realize NEON’s potential for educating new generations of scientists.

The eight subcommittees of the Science and Human Dimensions Committee will focus on invasive species, land use, biodiversity, biogeochemical cycles, climate change, infectious disease, hydrology, and emerging issues. Additional subcommittees will develop NEON’s approaches to research infrastructure, information technology and communication, and sensors and sensor networks. Education subcommittees will address NEON opportunities for education in grades K-12, at graduate and postdoctoral levels, and informal education.

The latest news about NEON, including a full roster of NEON’s Design Consortium members, is available at www.neoninc.org. Draft documents will be posted online for peer review shortly after each of the three meetings scheduled in 2005: 4–6 January, 15–17 March, and 7–9 June.

Dan Johnson

Public Information Representative, NEON Project Office
Focus on Economic Growth and Ecological Economics

The focus of the North America Section report this quarter is economic growth and ecological economics. With human population and consumption levels as high as they already are in North America, it is difficult to conceive how biodiversity conservation may succeed in the face of ongoing increases in population and per capita consumption. Yet, economic growth (increasing population times per capita consumption, typically gauged by gross domestic product) is the overriding goal in the domestic policy arenas of North America, as well as in much of the rest of the world.

Many economists and politicians with little training in ecology argue that there is no conflict between economic growth and biodiversity conservation. The reasons for making that argument seem more political than technical, as described in numerous articles and books on political economy. The reasons are also self-evident: economic policies designed to maximize growth rates are highly beneficial to corporations and other business interests, which wield tremendous influence over political campaigns in North America.

On 16 August 2004 the North America Section adopted a position, “The Steady State Economy as a Sustainable Alternative to Economic Growth.” The position describes a fundamental conflict between economic growth and biodiversity conservation. The position has the potential to help the public and policy makers to incorporate ecological thinking into their views about economic growth as it affects biodiversity conservation.

A draft North America Section position was originally proposed at the 2003 annual meeting in Duluth, where it was discussed by members in the open meeting. David Wilcove, then President of the North America Section, suggested a one-year period in which to circulate the draft among Board members and general members of the North America Section. The draft was circulated and resurfaced at the 2004 annual meeting. The Board of Directors fell one person short of a quorum, but expressed enthusiasm for a position statement that focused on its support for a steady state economy in North America as a viable and preferred alternative to economic growth. Subsequently, following some minor revisions, the position was passed by a 6-0 electronic vote of the Board of Directors, with some members abstaining.

The North America Section’s position on economic growth is similar to a position adopted in 2003 by the U.S. Society for Ecological Economics. A month after the North America Section adopted its position, The Wildlife Society adopted a similar position on economic growth. The American Fisheries Society is currently considering a position, and a similar effort has just begun in the Ecological Society of America.

The North America Section feels that, if the ecological professions are to have any hope of influencing macroeconomic policies that affect the rate of economic growth, they will need to be united by similar positions explicating the conflict between economic growth and the various aspects of ecological integrity, including biodiversity conservation.

Of course, ecological economics addresses more than the issue of economic growth. The three broadest categories of subject matter in ecological economics include “scale” (the size of the economy relative to the ecosystem, or the economic growth issue), distribution of wealth (the equity issue), and the allocation of resources (the efficiency issue). At the 2004 annual meeting, the North America Section Board members determined to encourage collaboration among conservation biologists and ecological economists, and much has been done along those lines already.  

Most notably, the North America Section has helped to develop a symposium for the U.S. Society for Ecological Economics 2005 conference in Tacoma, Washington (20–23 July): Conservation Biology and Ecological Economics: Scale, Allocation, and Distribution. An approximately equal amount of symposium time has been allocated to conservation biology and ecological economics, and all talks will have a prominent nexus between these two sustainability-oriented disciplines. We encourage conservation biologists to attend the conference. More details will become available at the conference Web site as the conference draws near: www.ussee.org/conference.

Brian Czech and Steve Trombulak

The Steady State Economy As A Sustainable Alternative To Economic Growth

Position Of The Society For Conservation Biology, North America Section
Whereas:

1. Economic growth is an increase in the production and consumption of goods and services, and;  

2. Economic growth occurs when there is an increase in the product of population multiplied by per capita production and consumption, and;

3. Economic growth is often and generally indicated by increasing real gross domestic product (GDP) or real gross national product (GNP), and;

4. Based upon established principles of physics and ecology, there is a limit to economic growth, and;

5. A steady state economy is generally indicated by stabilized (or mildly fluctuating) real gross domestic product (GDP) or real gross national product (GNP), and;  

6. A steady state economy, with a stabilized (or mildly fluctuating) product of population multiplied by per capita consumption, is an alternative to economic growth; and;

7. A steady state economy, with stabilized (or mildly fluctuating) production and consumption of goods and services, is an alternative to economic growth, and;

8. The North American economy grows as an integrated whole consisting of agricultural, extractive, manufacturing, and services sectors that require physical inputs and produce wastes, and;

9. There is increasing evidence that North American economic growth is having negative effects on the long-term ecological and economic welfare of North America and the world

The North America Section of the Society for Conservation Biology takes the position that:  

1. There is a fundamental conflict between economic growth and biodiversity conservation based on the ecological principle of competitive exclusion, and;

2. There is a fundamental conflict between economic growth and the ecological services underpinning the human economy (for example, pollination, decomposition, climate regulation), and;

3. Technological progress has had many positive and negative ecological and economic effects and may not be depended upon to reconcile the conflict between economic growth and biodiversity conservation, and;

4. Because of its negative effects on long-term ecological and economic welfare, economic growth is an increasingly dangerous and anachronistic North American goal, and; 

5. A steady state economy is a viable, sustainable alternative to a growing economy and has become a more appropriate goal in the larger, wealthier economies of North America, and;

6. The long-run sustainability of a steady state economy requires its establishment at a size that does not breach ecological and economic capacity during expected or unexpected supply shocks such as droughts and energy shortages, and; 

7. A steady state economy does not preclude economic development, a qualitative process in which different technologies may be employed and the relative prominence of economic sectors may evolve, and;

8. Upon establishing steady state economies, it would be advisable for North American nations to assist other nations in moving from the goal of economic growth to the goal of a steady state economy, beginning with those nations currently enjoying the highest levels of per capita consumption, and;

9. For many nations with widespread poverty, increasing per capita consumption (or, alternatively, more equitable distributions of wealth) remains an appropriate goal for the time being, yet the ultimate goal should be the establishment of healthy ecological and social conditions within the framework of a steady state economy.

FRESHWATER WORKING GROUP

The Freshwater Working Group has launched its electronic newsletter. Excerpts (with minor modifications for a broader audience) are printed below. The complete newsletter should be available soon at the group’s Web site, www.conbio.org/freshwater. Information on registering to receive future issues via the group’s listserv also is available at the Web site.

Our active Symposia and Workshops Committee is happy to report that freshwater conservation will be well-represented at SCB’s 2005 annual meeting. Six of the 24 symposia that will be presented at the meeting (including two that were organized by Freshwater Working Group members) have primarily freshwater themes. Among the topics addressed by these symposia will be the effects of frontier expansion on the ecology and biodiversity of the Amazon River, conservation of Amazonian varzea (whitewater floodplain) systems, and case studies in freshwater conservation from five of SCB’s Regional Sections. There also will be freshwater presentations in other symposia and in contributed paper and poster sessions. Miguel Marini, chair of the 2005 local organizing committee and of the Symposia and Workshops Committee, said, “Freshwater and capacity building will be the two major topics of the meeting. My feeling is that the meeting will be a must for the freshwater people.” We hope many of you will attend and add your expertise to this important freshwater conservation event.

The Social Committee has been in contact with SCB’s Executive Office and is working to secure funds to host a social in Brasília. Look for updates on the listserv and Web site.

The Freshwater Working Group’s Student Affairs Committee has developed a multi-part mission and goals for 2005. The mission is to increase student involvement in the Freshwater Working Group and the issues it represents, to help coordinate communication between students and professionals / academics in the field, and to provide a forum through which students can address particular questions or needs. The goals for this year are to create a list of student members and then advertise the working group among them to increase membership, launch a student-only listserv, host an event at the 2005 annual meeting to faciliate networking between students and professionals / academics, and create a list of potential funding sources that might enable students to travel to Brasília.

The Extra-SCB Outreach Committee is exploring the possibility of hosting a joint North American Benthological Society (NABS) / SCB activity at the 2005 NABS meeting in New Orleans, Louisiana, USA.

If you are interested in becoming involved in any of these committees, please see the Freshwater Working Group newsletter for contact information or write directly to Robin Abell, robin.abell@wwfus.org. Please also contact Robin if you have ideas for topics to discuss at the third annual Freshwater Working Group meeting during SCB’s 2005 meeting.

Robin Abell

SOCIAL SCIENCES WORKING GROUP

2004 Workshop

The Social Science Working Group (SSWG) sponsored the workshop Challenges and Opportunities for Social Science in Conservation Action at SCB’s 2004 annual meeting. Mike Mascia (WWF, michael.mascia@duke.edu) opened the workshop by describing the genesis and goals of the SSWG to some 80 workshop participants. Helen Fox (WWF, Helen.fox@wwfus.org) then presented the results of a Web-based survey that she and her colleagues conducted regarding the role of the social sciences in biodiversity conservation. Building on recommendations from Helen’s presentation and from the 2003 social science workshop, workshop participants met in four breakout groups to brainstorm about steps the SSWG might take to strengthen the contribution of the social sciences to biodiversity conservation. Participants identified 64 activities as possibilities, selected 23 to develop further, and submitted work plans for 11 of those 23 action items. The complete list of the proposed action items is posted on the SSWG Web site, www.conservationbiology.org/sswg. If you would like to assist with any of these activities, please contact the lead person listed on the SSWG Web site or e-mail the interim Board of Directors at SSWGBD@conbio.org.

2004 Business Meeting

Immediately following the SSWG workshop, the SSWG held its first business meeting. The meeting focused on selection of an interim Board, selection of committee chairs, and discussion of a proposed amendment to the SSWG bylaws.

Eleven individuals were selected to serve as an interim Board that will manage SSWG activities until a SSWG Board is elected later this year. Biographical information is posted on the SSWG Web site.

Katrina Brandon, k.brandon@conservation.org

Kate Christen, ChristenC@crc.si.edu

Brian Czech, Brian_Czech@fws.gov

Amity Doolittle, amity.doolittle@yale.edu

Mahesh Gaur, iemsd@sancharnet.in

Kimberley Marchant, ksmarchant@hotmail.com 

Mike Mascia (interim chair), michael.mascia@duke.edu

Oliver Pergams, pergams@uic.edu

Nejem Raheem, ntheseusraheem@yahoo.com

Carol Saunders, CASAUNDE@brookfieldzoo.org

Richard Wallace, rwallace@ursinus.edu

Selection of committee chairs. The SSWG bylaws identify nine topical committees to help govern our affairs. During the course of the business meeting, individuals were identified to chair several of these committees. If you are interested in contributing to one of these committees, please contact the interim Board.

Conservation: Nathalie Walker, nathalie.walker@qeh.ox.ac.uk

Program: Lee Pagni, leeontour@yahoo.com

Education: Gerald Schmidt, schmidt.gerald@positive-ecology.org

Membership: none designated

Nominations: Katrina Brandon

Communications: none designated

Audit: none designated

Policy: Brian Czech

Student Affairs: Kimberly Marchant

Proposed bylaws amendment. A proposal was made to amend the SSWG bylaws to expand the SSWG Board from nine to 11 members by adding two at-large positions, one of which would be reserved for a student. Following the business meeting, the SSWG membership overwhelmingly approved the amendment. Of the 65 votes cast on SCB’s Web site, 63 (97%) were in favor of the proposed amendment. The amended SSWG bylaws call for a Board with seven dedicated seats and four at-large seats.

Call for Nominations

The SSWG seeks nominations for Board members. The Board governs the affairs of the SSWG, such as organizing SCB symposia and workshops, sponsoring student awards, and developing social science tools for conservation practitioners. Future activities will build on ideas generated at the 2004 SSWG workshop (see above), as well as the results of upcoming SSWG workshops and the interests of SSWG members.

We seek nominees for ten open positions: six to represent each of six social science disciplines (anthropology, economics, geography, political science, psychology, and sociology) and four at-large positions, one of which is reserved for a student. Self-nominations are welcome; no nominations should be submitted without the permission of the nominee.

To prevent complete Board turnover in 2007, elected Board members will initially serve either a one-year or two-year term. Beginning in 2006, all Board members will be elected to two-year terms. For the duration of their term, Board members will be expected to serve in at least one SSWG leadership position (e.g., an officer of the Board or chair of a committee). In their final year of office, Board members may stand for reelection.

Please send your nominations to Katrina Brandon by 1 March 2005. Nominations should include a curriculum vitae and a one-paragraph statement of interest (250 words maximum). Nominations also should indicate the Board positions(s) for which the individual is nominated (e.g., anthropology, at large student). We particularly encourage nominations of graduate students and of individuals from outside the United States. Elections will be held via the SCB Web site in a few months.

Student Award Competition

Applications are invited for awards of a one-year SCB membership. The SSWG, with support from The Christensen Fund, offers this competitive award to undergraduate and graduate students in developing countries who have interests in both conservation and the social sciences. Fifteen students will receive a one-year SCB membership and subscriptions to Conservation Biology and Conservation In Practice.

Award guidelines and application forms are available at www.conservationbiology.org/sswg. If you have questions regarding the application process, please contact Kimberley Marchant. Completed application forms must be received by 15 February 2005 at 5:00 P.M. U.S. Eastern Standard Time (Coordinated Universal Time -4 hours).

2005 Annual Meeting

The SSWG will sponsoring two or three sessions at SCB’s 2005 annual meeting. Interim Board member Nejem Raheem and colleague James Tolisano (jtolisano@pronatura-usa.org) are organizing the symposium The Use of Environmental Valuation for Conservation in the Developing World. This symposium will illustrate the potential for environmental economics to advance biodiversity conservation in developing countries. Using examples from throughout the developing world, presenters from both the northern and southern hemispheres will illustrate the contributions that applied environmental economics can make to more effective biodiversity conservation in developing country contexts.

Adrian Treves (Wildlife Conservation Society, atreves@wcs.org) and Mike Mascia are organizing the workshop Social Science Tools for Conservation Practitioners: Current Opportunities and Future Directions. This workshop is designed to (1) introduce participants to a suite of social science tools currently available to assist conservation practitioners and (2) identify the social science tools that practitioners need (e.g., needs assessment). Following brief opening presentations, the workshop will emphasize small group brainstorming and interactive dialogue.

At the time of writing, a second SSWG symposium was under consideration by the 2005 program committee. This symposium, Conservation and the Social Sciences: Lessons from the Field, would feature case study presentations that highlight the successful application of social science tools and approaches to conservation problems. These success stories from across the social sciences and around the world would serve as models for conservation scientists and practitioners.

Mike Mascia

ANNOUNCEMENTS

Major New Prize for Animal Conservation

The Indianapolis Zoo (Indiana, USA) has established the Indianapolis Prize, an unrestricted $100,000 award to be given every other year (beginning in 2006) to an individual who has made significant strides in animal conservation. Individuals working in animal conservation worldwide are eligible for the Prize. Nomination information is available from Myrta Pulliam, mpulliam@indyzoo.com. Evaluation criteria will include achievements in the conservation of one or more animal species; measurable outcomes from the work; scientific quality of the work; the number of years the nominee has dedicated to the work; and the spirit of cooperation the nominee has demonstrated with various zoological and conservation institutions.

Nominations Sought for Mammal Conservation Awards

In 2002, the American Society of Mammalogists established two conservation awards to recognize outstanding contributions to the conservation of mammals and their habitats. The Aldo Leopold Award is awarded to a well-established individual who has made a lasting scientific contribution to the conservation of mammals and their habitats. Previous Aldo Leopold Award recipients were E.O. Wilson (2003) and R.A. Mittermeier (2004). The William T. Hornaday Award is awarded to a current undergraduate or graduate student who has made a significant scientific contribution as a student to the conservation of mammals and their habitats. The previous Hornaday Award winner was Brent Sewall (2004).

The recipient of each award will have contributed substantially to (1) conservation of one or more mammalian species, subspecies, or populations, (2) conservation of mammalian assemblages and communities, and/or (3) advancing the field of conservation biology through focal research on mammals. Those contributing to the conservation of land and/or marine mammals are eligible for consideration. We interpret “contribution” broadly to include (1) scientific research or political activism that has resulted in the preservation of an imperiled species, (2) development of protective management recommendations, (3) acquisition of new knowledge regarding the conservation status or causes for declines of mammalian species or populations, (4) protection of significant mammalian habitat, or (5) promotion of the conservation of mammals through public education.

All persons are invited to submit nominations for these awards. For each award, the nomination packet should include

1. A brief narrative (two pages maximum) that introduces and describes the conservation activities of the nominee

2. A list of relevant journal articles, government and NGO reports, newspaper clippings, and other materials that chronicle and corroborate the conservation-related activities of the nominee

3. Contact information for the nominator and nominee

4. Supporting material. 

Aldo Leopold Award—include the three pieces of corroborative literature that most succinctly and directly describe the nominee’s contributions to mammalian conservation. William T. Hornaday Award—include letters of recommendation from two individuals familiar with the nominee’s conservation activities. One of these letters must be from the student’s research advisor.

Send completed nomination packets by 15 March 2005 to Steven Sheffield, Department of Environmental Science and Policy, George Mason University, 4400 University Dr., Fairfax, VA 22030, USA, srsheffield@att.net, (301) 593-6251. Electronic submission is strongly encouraged. For further information, please see www.mammalogy.org/committees/index.asp. Awards will be announced during the annual ASM meeting.

New Worldwide Coral Reef Library 

A collection of 1490 coral reef images has become the basis for a new Internet-based library for the Millennium Coral Reef Project. The collection was created in a partnership with the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA), international agencies, universities, and other organizations to provide natural resource managers a comprehensive world data resource on coral reefs and adjacent land areas. The integrated Remote Sensing of Coral Reefs and Millennium Coral Reef Mapping projects have many partners including NASA, the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the University of South Florida (USF; St. Petersburg, Florida, USA), which are providing funding, data, or manpower.

Current knowledge about the total area and locations of coral reefs worldwide is not adequate to see changes that occur in them. Accordingly, remote sensing of coral reefs has been a rapidly developing research area. NASA has contributed funding and satellite data to the project, the purpose of which is to develop global reef maps as a base for future research. The project also will serve as a library for the coral reef remote sensing data. From 1999 to 2003, the Landsat 7 satellite (managed by the U.S. Geological Survey) took the 1490 images of coral reefs to complete the required global coverage. The images and data were assembled at USF.

The final map products are due for release in early 2005. Currently, the raw archive is available at http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl. The archive and online data interface were developed by the SeaWiFS Project at NASA’s Goddard Space Flight Center in Greenbelt, Maryland, USA. USF in collaboration with the Johnson Space Center (Houston, Texas, USA) is characterizing, mapping, and estimating the extent of shallow coral reef ecosystems in the Caribbean-Atlantic, Pacific, Indo-Pacific, and Red Sea using the Landsat images. The archive highlights similarities and differences between reef structures at a scale not considered by traditional field studies. 

For more information contact Gretchen Cook-Anderson, NASA Headquarters, Washington, D.C., (202) 358-0836; William Jeffs, Johnson Space Center, Houston, Texas, (281) 483-5111; Rob Gutro, Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, Maryland, (301) 286-4044; or Randy Filmore, University of South Florida, (813) 974-9051. To directly access the Millennium Coral Reef’s Landsat archive, visit http://seawifs.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi/landsat.pl. 

Educational Opportunity

Ecosystems management field courses will be held in South Africa from 17 May–7 June and 9–30 June 2005. Students will learn about managing African wildlife while traveling through African parks and participating in hands-on projects. Course instructors are from the University of Pretoria’s Centre for Wildlife Management. Topics includes wildlife management techniques, sustainable resource utilization, ecosystem and biodiversity conservation, reserve and resort management, African local community cultures and conservation perspectives, and Africa tourism principles and historical sites. Students will receive eight academic credits from the University of Pretoria. Cost is US$2990. For details contact education@ecolife.co.za. 

New Publication

CABI publishing is pleased to offer a 20% discount to SCB members on a new book, Seed Fate: Predation, Dispersal, and Seedling Establishment (edited by P.M. Forget, J.E. Lambert, P.E. Hulme, and S.B. Vander Wall; ISBN 0-85199-806-2), issued in December 2004. The book presents current knowledge of seed fate in both natural and human-disturbed landscapes around the world, from temperate-zone mountains and deserts to tropical savanna and lowland rain forests. Particular attention is devoted to conservation of plant diversity when seed removal is affected by factors such as hunting, habitat fragmentation, or intensive logging. Contributors include leading researchers on seed ecology, animal-plant relationships from the perspective of both primary and secondary seed dispersal, and predation. SCB members may obtain the book for £60.00 / US$112.00 (list price: £75.00 / US$140.00). Contact Oxford University Press, 2001 Evans Road, Cary, North Carolina 27513-2009, USA, (800) 451-7556, FAX (919) 677-1303, orders@oup-usa.org, www.us.oup.com/us/catalog/general. To obtain the SCB member discount, quote reference L175.

Meetings and Workshops

The American Society for Environmental History (ASEH) will hold its 2005 annual meeting in Houston, Texas, USA from 16–25 March. An array of panels from all over the world will explore the meeting theme, Energy, Space, and Time. A plenary session will feature former directors of the U.S. National Park Service; Wilma Subra, a chemist and environmental advocate who investigated the Love Canal case in New York, will be the keynote speaker. The meeting will include a mini-festival of environmental films. Two of these films will be featured: The Greatest Good: A Forest Service Centennial Film and Borderline Cases: Environmental Matters at the United States–Mexico Border. Producers will be present to introduce their films and participate in subsequent panel discussions. The meeting also will offer field trips exploring historic Galveston, Armand Bayou Nature Center, Oil Industry Landscape and Ship Channel, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, and birding at Brazos Bend State Park. For a copy of the program and information about registration, see www.aseh.net or contact Kathleen Brosnan, Kathleen.Brosnan@mail.uh.edu.

The Center for Biodiversity and Conservation’s tenth annual spring symposium, New Currents in Conserving Freshwater Systems, will be held 7–8 April 2005 at the American Museum of Natural History, New York, New York, USA. This forum for scientists and conservation practitioners will highlight recent successful initiatives in freshwater conservation, discuss cutting-edge ideas and tools, and investigate how and where these innovations might be implemented on the ground. The symposium will showcase projects that are rooted in the best available science, integrate across scientific fields, and link science with other disciplines. This cross-disciplinary integration will generate a fertile landscape for discussing the way forward in freshwater conservation. The symposium is sponsored by the Center for Biodiversity and Conservation in collaboration with World Wildlife Fund and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Additional funding is provided by the American Society of Ichthyologists and Herpetologists, The Nature Conservancy, and the American Fisheries Institute. For more information or to register visit http://cbc.amnh.org or telephone (212) 769-5200. To receive updates, e-mail biodiversity@amnh.org. A limited number of posters will be accepted. Poster topics must relate to the symposium’s general theme but are not limited geographically. Case studies are encouraged. The abstract submission deadline has been extended—contact biodiversity@amnh.org for guidelines.

A conference on science and the U.S. Northwest Forest Plan, Knowledge Gained Over a Decade, will be held 19–20 April in Portland, Oregon, USA. The conference will develop awareness and understanding of scientific information gained from the Northwest Forest Plan monitoring programs, describe advances in the state of knowledge over the last decade, and explore policy and management implications of these findings. For details, visit http://outreach.cof.orst.edu/nwforestplan/index.php or contact Oregon State University, College of Forestry, Outreach Education Office, (541) 737-2329.

The U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) Strategic Environmental Research and Development Program and the U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center will host a technical symposium and workshop, Threatened, Endangered, and At-Risk Species on DoD and Adjacent Lands, from 7–9 June 2005 in Baltimore, Maryland, USA. Abstracts are sought for technical session presentations on ongoing or recently completed research on at-risk species that is relevant to DoD lands and waters. Abstracts should address one or more threats such as land use and land management, invasive species, and urbanization encroachment. Taxonomic groups of focus are birds, bats, tortoises, amphibians, freshwater fishes, mammals, and higher-level plants. Although DoD uses extensive off-shore ocean and coastal ranges, ocean species will not be addressed at this workshop. Topics may include but are not limited to species inventory and monitoring technologies; species and habitat management; population recovery and viability; stressors, with special emphasis on stresses caused by military activities; quantification of DoD training restrictions due to at-risk species; mitigation measures identified through research; and methods to achieve transfer of research results to the user community. Abstracts must be received by 28 February 2005. Decisions will be announced by 15 April. Selected abstracts will be included in technical proceedings that will be provided to all workshop attendees. Instructions for abstract submission, registration information, and details about accommodations are available at www.serdp.org/tesworkshop/. For more information, contact John Thigpen, (703) 326-7822, TESWorkshop@hgl.com.

The Natural Areas Association will hold its eighth international workshop 5–16 March 2005 in the Western Cape Province of South Africa. Participants will visit ten different protected areas to observe and understand local flora and fauna; discuss research, management, and conservation initiatives with natural areas staff and scientists; and exchange ideas and resources. Vegetation types that will be studied include mountain fynbos, strandveld, limestone fynbos, renosterveld, coastal fynbos, succulent karoo, temperate forest, dry fynbos, and coastal thickets. For more information, vist www.naturalarea.org or contact Abigail Rome, abirome@earthlink.net.

An international workshop, Biological Invasions in Inland Waters, will be held 5–6 May 2005 at the University of Florence under the auspices of the IUCN Invasive Species Specialist Group, Unione Zoologica Italiana, and the Italian Ministry of the Environment. Through analyses of empirical data from diverse freshwater ecosystems, the workshop will aim to determine what information is necessary to quantify the costs (ecological, economic, and social) of biological invasions and to improve controls of aquatic nuisance species. The deadline for registration and submission of abstracts is 20 February 2005. Contact Francesca Gherardi, gherardi@dbag.unifi.it, or visit www.dbag.unifi.it. Participants also are invited to attend the Final CRAYNET Conference, European Crayfish as Heritage Species—Linking Research and Management Strategies to Conservation and Socioeconomic Development, from 2–4 May. CRAYNET is an EU thematic network with representation from 11 European countries. The conference will summarize the most relevant themes from the previous CRAYNET meetingsand develop common guidelines for the conservation of indigenous crayfish as heritage species. Papers will be published in a special edition of the Bulletin Français de la Pêche et de la Pisciculture. For more information, visit http://univ-poitiers.fr/craynet.

The fourth North American Ornithological Conference will be held 2–7 October 2006 in Veracruz City, Mexico. Joint organizers are the American Ornithologists’ Union, Cooper Ornithological Society, Society of Canadian Ornithologists / Société des Ornithologistes du Canada, Association for Field Ornitholologists, Raptor Rsearch Foundation, Wilson Ornithological Society, Waterbird Society, and CIPAMEX (local host). The conference will feature a rich scientific program, symposia, plenary lectures, business meetings of societies, and social activities. Pre-and post-conference activities will include training workshops and birding, culture, and nature tours. Veracruz is home to a diverse avifauna. More than 700 species have been reported for the state, of which more than 230 are Neotropical migrants and more than 20 are endemic to Mexico. The conference is scheduled to coincide with the peak of the migration season in the world’s largest raptor migration bottleneck. The Circular of Information will be mailed in early 2006. For updates, visit the NAOC Web site, www.NAOC2006.org.
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All too often, conservation efforts are impeded by real and perceived boundaries such as scientific discipline, organizational affiliation, taxonomic expertise, geography, and politics. SCB’s 2006 annual meeting, Conservation Without Borders, will identify and strengthen links across ecological and sociological boundaries that are likely to increase our success both as individuals and as a community. Simultaneously, the meeting will acknowledge the importance of local context for achieving conservation goals and drawing ecological inferences. Social sciences and marine conservation issues (including the Third International Symposium on Marine Conservation) will be highlighted and integrated throughout the meeting program. We look forward to welcoming conservation professionals from around the world to California and to sharing global perspectives with our local community. 

Conservation Without Borders will emphasize four major “threads.” These are broad topic areas, not mutually exclusive, that will be woven throughout the meeting program. Although the call for proposals for symposia, workshops, and organized discussions will be open, proposers will be asked to describe how their theme relates to one or more of the threads. The list of suggested topic areas for abstracts also will reflect these threads.

• Local-level and regional-level conservation. Many conservation challenges are addressed around the world but typically at relatively small scales, often using local knowledge. Examples include but are not limited to ecological restoration, management of non-native species, incentives for conservation by private landowners, and conservation in agricultural landscapes.

• Marine and freshwater conservation. Certain conservation issues are distinct to a given realm. Other issues are germane to both aquatic and terrestrial realms, but the conservation community has not fully explored ecological or sociological linkages. The meeting will examine both categories of issues.

• 21st century conservation. Is there a need to change major paradigms of conservation? Many conservation priorities and agendas were established in a world with fewer humans and different climatic and land-use patterns than today. The emergence of urban ecology illustrates a shift in conservation and management perspectives that may warrant greater attention. The 2006 meeting will address management of lands and waters in the face of climate change, application of conservation science to decision-making, and improved communication within and beyond the conservation community.

• Transboundary conservation. Many organisms and ecological processes cross political borders and management jurisdictions. Can we study and conserve them more effectively? How can we direct management toward large-scale processes without excluding local ecological and human communities?.

Students are especially welcome to participate in the 2006 meeting. SCB’s Student Affairs committee works diligently to promote a supportive environment for graduate and other students by creating opportunities for interaction with professionals and administering a student awards program. Student volunteers will increase their potential to network with prominent conservation figures and to receive discounts or waivers on meeting fees and training sessions on communications and other key issues. 

For more information on the 2006 annual meeting and opportunities for participation, please contact 

Erica Fleishman, Chair, Steering Committee

Center for Conservation Biology

Department of Biological Sciences

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-5020, USA

(650) 725-9914 • FAX (650) 723-5920

2006@conbio.org • www.conservationbiology.org/2006

BP CONSERVATION PROGRAMME PROMOTES INNOVATIVE STUDENT RESEARCH

The BP Conservation Programme (BPCP), a partnership between BirdLife International, Fauna & Flora International, Conservation International, the Wildlife Conservation Society, and BP, is evaluating a new round of conservation award applications for 2005. A total of US$600,000 will be awarded in March to approximately 30 student-led teams undertaking innovative biodiversity conservation projects in some of the most threatened areas of the world. Projects vary greatly in scope, from single-species conservation to protection of large landscapes. Almost 400 applications were received this year—a positive beginning as the BPCP approaches its 15th anniversary.

To date, the BPCP has supported 250 projects in 71 countries throughout Asia, the Pacific, Africa, Europe, Latin America, and the Caribbean. Many teams focus on problems that rarely receive funding or attention, and the BPCP is unique in offering young conservationists—many of whom are still undergraduates—hands-on field experience as well as the opportunity to design and carry out all stages of the project. Moreover, the BPCP offers an intense two-week training session for a representative from each team, covering topics such as GIS and GPS, field survey techniques, public relations, and project planning.

The BPCP is having great impacts across the globe. Within Argentina, for example, three distinctive projects not only are achieving conservation goals, but also are building the capacity of team members and educating local communities. In the northeastern Catamarca province, for example, the “Soul of the Andes” project captured the first photographs in Argentina of the Andean mountain cat (Oreailurus jacobita), adding to a surprisingly sparse amount of scientific information about the species’ range and biology. The team has spent a significant amount of time visiting with local communities to synthesize their knowledge of the cat, and in turn to communicate the importance and ecology of the area’s animal predators.

In the pristine Parana River Delta just north of Buenos Aires, a team focusing on conservation of the vulnerable Marsh Deer (Blastocerus dichotomus) has obtained convincing evidence that marshes within the delta actually “float” during times of flooding, carrying with them vegetation, small trees, and any deer that happen to be on top. Deer appear to use the islands as a safe haven during flooding. This information is critical as the team develops a conservation management plan for the deer and its habitat. The team also is increasing awareness about the deer by distributing literature and meeting with wildlife authorities to develop a new strategy to reinforce local poaching restrictions.

The Urugua-í Green Corridor Project, operating in the Misiones Province, is working to maintain a wildlife corridor connecting the Urugua-í and Foerster Provincial Parks. Efforts include maintaining a native tree nursery and establishing agro-forestry plots that demonstrate how agricultural production can be more sustainable and help the environment at the same time. The team is also mapping land use in the two parks, surveying birds and mammals, and leading conservation education workshops for the local community. In addition, BPCP funds have allowed the team to construct a biological research station on their working farm.

Looking forward, the BPCP anticipates further supporting and enriching the careers and experience of young conservationists from around the globe, as well as enhancing the conservation capacity of local institutions and communities. For example, BPCP’s alumni network, launched in 2004, allows former winners to stay up-to-date on BPCP activities and to apply for short-term training grants. The BPCP is also offering travel grants for past winners to attend SCB’s 2005 annual meeting. An expanded future depends on a successful past, and the 2004 teams have raised the bar yet again for the next round of applicants. Through the dedication and hard work of young conservationists, the BPCP looks forward to remaining an innovative leader among biodiversity conservation programs.

Donations to SCB promote the science of conservation biology and protect the diversity of life on Earth

• Donate appreciated stocks, bonds, or mutual funds. If you donate equities owned more than a year, you can avoid tax on the capital gains and reduce income tax by deducting the fair market value as a charitable contribution.

• Make a bequest to SCB in your will. A bequest may reduce taxes on your estate.

Please send donations to

Alan Thornhill

Executive Director, SCB

4245 N. Fairfax Drive

Arlington, VA 22203, USA

(703) 276-2384

athornhill@conbio.org

Verify your SCB membership status

SCB members have renewal dates that fall throughout the year. To check the status of your membership and subscriptions (which may have different renewal dates), use the tracking tool at www.conbio.org/status/. 

The tracking tool requires you to enter your SCB Member ID or your SCB Username. Either or both are included in any email you have received from the Executive Office or on the mailing label of SCB publications. Your SCB membership and subscriptions will be extended appropriately if you renew before your anniversary date. 

