
TreasurerÕs Interim Report to

the Membership

Normally I would have reported to

you on the 2006 budget year much

earlier in 2007. The audit of SCBÕs 2006

books is only now being concluded.

Final financial information will be

available soon, but not soon

enough to meet this

newsletter Õs deadline.

The audit is taking longer

than planned for

sever al reasons,

none of which

reflect negatively

on SCBÕs

financial

position,

which

continues

to be sound. We have a new

auditor and must organize our

documentation to match their

approach. This is the first year that we

(and the auditors) must comply with

new and more stringent accounting

standards, including the California Non-

profit Integrity ActÑ almost all audits

are taking longer . Also , SCBÕs

oper ations and budget have not just

grown but become more complex.

I will have a full report on 2006 in the

February newsletter and also a draft

report on SCBÕs financial position for

2007. Should you have any questions in

the interim please do not hesitate to

contact me at johnsd@pdx.edu.

David Johns

Social marketing is more than the development of good marketing slogans or
advertisements: it targets human behavior. Social marketing is a comprehensive, goal
centered, and practice oriented approach to engage proactively with conservationists
and non-conservationists with the objective of shaping their behavior to reach
conservation goals.

Social marketing provides a strategic framework that draws from many other bodies
of knowledge (e.g., psychology, political sciences, sociology, anthropology) and offers
a logical planning process for projects that aim to reduce the impact of human activity
on biotic diversity and the environment.

The shorthand definition of social marketing could be Òusing the hugely successful
methods developed in commercial marketing for societal benefit instead of
commercial gain.Ó More formally, social marketing has been defined as Òthe
application of commercial marketing technologies to the analysis, planning, execution,
and evaluation of programs designed to influence the voluntary behaviour of target
audiences in order to improve their personal welfare as well as that of their societyÓ
(Andreasen 1995). 

The fundamental considerations of social marketing are

ConsumerorientationÑnot Òwhy donÕt they,Ó but Òwhy donÕt we.ÓMarketing
puts the Òtarget consumerÓ at the center of our thinking. In conservation, the target
consumer is any person whose behavior has a considerable impact on a conservation
project. Instead of asking, ÒWhat is wrong with these people; why donÕt they
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Who owns the land? What kind of land is it?

The areas to be restored originally were thicket. The thickets were
converted, mainly from browsing by goats, to livestock pastures. These
lands are now part of the Baviaanskloof Megareserve, a UNESCO-
designated World Heritage Site located in the Cape Floristic Kingdom. The

Eastern Cape Parks Board owns and manages the Megareserve; the Parks
Board has acquired many lowland areas (including the areas to be restored)

because these areas are critical to protecting the ecological function of rivers
and providing high-quality water for human use. No people were involuntarily

expropriated from the land where our restoration project is to occur. Most project
workers are being recruited from several small villages within the Megareserve with
high unemployment rates.

Who is running the restoration project?

The restoration effort is run and funded by the Working for Woodlands
Program, a poverty eradication program of the government of South Africa.

The program provides employment on projects that improve the ecological integrity of

see Carbon , page 12

see Marketing , page 10
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Integrity of science in wildlife law: peer
reviews prompt congressional action on
recovery planning

When SCBÕs Board of Governors voted in
February, 2007 to advance policies to
protect scientific integrity in the
implementation of wildlife law, the
Northern Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis
caurina) recovery plan was among the
examples they had in mind. SCBÕs Policy
Director and other staff currently are
working with congressional staff and
members of the North America SectionÕs
policy committee to improve
incorporation of conservation science into
recovery plans and similar instruments.

In May and July 1997, the Natural
Resources Committee of the U.S.
Congress held hearings that focused on
directions to civil servants from high-
level presidential appointees
to set aside accepted
conservation measures
species at risk. SCB
worked with witnesses
including Dominick
DellaSala; Mike Kelly, a
former National Marine
Fisheries Service
employee; Jeff Ruch,
head of Public
Employees for
Environmental
Responsibility; Francesca
Grifo, senior scientist at the
Union of Concerned
Scientists; and with committee
staff to ensure that testimony,
questions, and responses at the
hearings (i.e., the official record)
would clarify the facts and suggest
reforms. During preparation for and at the
hearings, witnesses and SCB staff also
suggested that the Government
Accountability Office (GAO) conduct
further procedural reviews of how science
has been incorporated into regulations
affecting natural resources.

At the July hearing, the Inspector General
of the Department of the Interior admitted

that directions to set aside scientific
findings and recommendations in
protecting listed species, although non-
felony and non-criminal, are violations of
the law. The Inspector General also
recommended that a proposed new ethics
regulation be adopted and applied to
Presidential appointees in the Department.

In September, I met briefly with Norm
Dicks, Chairman of the House Interior
Appropriations Subcommittee, and his
Senate counterpartÕs staff director. We
discussed ways in which Congress might
require reforms and revisions of the
Northern Spotted Owl recovery plan. SCB
had raised the idea of reforms in May
2007 during discussions with conservation
groups and others. However, lack of
unanimity in the conservation community
at a late stage in the annual congressional
appropriations process made it difficult to
include reforms and revisions in the

appropriations bill. Senator Widen
subsequently put a ÒholdÓ on
confirmation of senior officials at

the Department of the
Interior until the
Department promised
a more thorough

review of more than a
dozen decisions that may

have been subject to political
interference. Relaxing the hold

on confirmations also may hinge on
strengthening of ethics regulations and
steps such as withdrawal of pending
revisions, which many fear would
weaken implementation of the

Endangered Species Act.

Updates on responses of the Department
of the Interior and reports of the GAO will
be included in future newsletters. In the
meantime, the House of Representatives
voted overwhelmingly in favor of
legislation further insulating the
Inspectors General themselves from
political interference.

A peer review of the Northern Spotted
Owl recovery plan conducted by SCB and
the American OrnithologistsÕUnion was

quoted in an October 2007 article in The
Washington Post (Eilperin, J. 3 October
2007. Scientists see politics in spotted owl
plan. The Washington Post, page A05.
www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2007/10/02/AR200710
0202031.html): 

More than 100 independent scientists
suggested . . . that political pressure may
have led federal officials to water down
protections for the northern spotted owl in
a recently revised recovery plan for the
threatened bird . . . An independent review
by the Society for Conservation Biology
and the American Ornithologists’ Union
said, “[Changes to the recovery plan]
may in part reflect new information . . .
but it’s hard not to conclude that they may
also result from pressure to relax
restrictions on logging.” 

Responses to climate change

Since SCBÕs board chose climate change
as our top policy priority, climate
scientists and geophysicists have found
strong signals that levels of atmospheric
carbon dioxide and apparent ecological
effects of climate change exceed even the
Òworst caseÓ projections made in recent
years. However, it appears that many
senior members of Congress have not
recognized the new scientific information,
and assume that undesirable climate
change effects largely can be mitigated if
emissions are reduced by 2050. In
response to this situation, SCB is taking a
number of actions.

1. We recently visited with congressional
leaders, their staff, and others who have
primary jurisdiction over climate change
legislation or recently have introduced
legislation. Our objective was to bring
new scientific information to the attention
of staffers. We also reminded staff of the
climate-change testimony we submitted
earlier in 2007 (see www.conbio.org/
activities/policy/ClimateChange.cfm). Our
testimony cited peer-reviewed studies
demonstrating that a combination of (1)
assistance for conservation and (2) taxes
or other fees levied on emissions of

SCB!s Policy Program Informs Legislation Affecting Global Conservation
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greenhouse gases can result in remarkably
rapid progress and rewards. Without
recommending a specific approach to
legislation, we urged staff to review all
options again in the light of the peer-
reviewed evidence. In the coming weeks,
we will be visiting with other climate
leaders, especially those in the Senate,
where new principles and new legislation
have been proposed. These principles and
legislation are the subject of hearings and
mark-ups in October and November in the
Senate Environment Committee. Among
the key pronouncements is Senator
ObamaÕs call for auctioning all of the
permits awarded to emitters of pollutants
under any cap and trade system. Others
have proposed that as many as half of the
permits be given away, which many
economists regard as a substantial
subsidy. Another new proposal, the
LautenbergÐSanders principle, would
prohibit permits for new coal-fired power
plants unless the plants can sequester their
carbon emissions.

2. Information on SCBÕs policy Web site
allows our members to compare existing
energy legislation passed by the House
and Senate. With this information,
members can identify the legislation that
they believe is most appropriate and urge
their delegations to support that
legislation or discuss improvements that
they as individuals feel are important.

3. I addressed a meeting of the American
Association for the Advancement of
Science (AAAS) Committee on Scientific
Freedom and Responsibility in October.
Our meeting addressed SCBÕs policy
program and policy process. We touched
on local chapters, Regional Sections,
working groups, and the oversight
exercised by the Policy Committee and
the Board. We discussed examples of how
SCB decided whether to support specific
policy positions. Many of the member
organizations of AAAS are interested in
learning from our experience with respect
to engaging in policy, affecting specific
policy topics such as climate change, and
protecting the integrity of science in
agency decision-making.

4. By focusing on synergies in policy
topics, we are capitalizing on multi-
pronged strategies to minimize carbon
emissions and maximize environmental
resilience to climate change. For example,

a. We are working with allies in the
professional conservation and forestry
communities and the House and Senate
committees as they refine legislation to
curtail importation of illegally harvested
timber, much of which is literally stolen
at gunpoint from local communities in
tropical regions. This framework for
curbing deforestation will help address
climate change and its impacts as well as
direct losses of biological diversity (see
Biological security, below).

b. With the help of our new Policy
Associate Kevin Eckerle, a former AAAS
fellow with both a Ph.D. and an MBA,
we are reviewing potential mechanisms to
measure and reward stewardship of
resources by jurisdictions and nations. We
continue to use SCBÕs Web site to inform
our members about the progress of the
UNEPFinance Initiative and other efforts
to capitalize on conservation (see
Stemming the tide of invasive aquatic
species, below).

c. Working with experts in
federal agencies, we are
comparing progress in each
house of Congress on
legislation that may
help curtail
pathways by
which non-native
invasive species are introduced into
the United States. 

Biological security: securing
protection for forests,
foresters, and honest
purveyors of forest products

On 16 October, I attended a
hearing of the House Natural Resources
committee on securing protection for
forests, foresters, and honest purveyors of
forest products. A broad set of witnesses
supported enactment of legislation to add
plants to the types of living species
covered by the Lacey Act. The Lacey Act

currently prohibits importation or sale of
wildlife that is harvested illegally and
moved from its point of origin to another
jurisdiction. The International Wood
Products Association is reluctant to
support the measure unless importers can
ensure a clean chain of custody to avoid
prosecution for receiving illegally
harvested wood products. To provide
examples of how such safeguards might
be implemented through the Forest
Stewardship Council or another
certification process, SCB suggested
language for the committeeÕs report and
provided a letter from the Justice
Department about the DepartmentÕs
enforcement guidance. 

Stemming the tide of invasive
aquatic species
by Kevin Eckerle, SCB Policy Associate

On 27 September 2007, the U.S. Senate
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation reported favorably S. 1578,
the Ballast Water Management Act of
2007. Similarly, on 28 June, the U.S.
House Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure passed the Coast Guard
Reauthorization Act (H.R. 2830), which

contained the House proposal for
management of ballast water.
Further action in both houses
is expected in this Congress.

In general, the Senate and House
bills are similar. Identical language
defines the vessels to which the
proposed standards apply,
establishes rigorous standards for
the effectiveness of ballast water
treatment techniques, and
prescribes the penalties for

violating the regulations. Of
potential concern is the exclusion in
both bills of foreign-flagged vessels
transiting (those not originating
from or destined to ports in the

United States) through the U.S. Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ). Each bill requires
a report from the Coast Guard on the
potential effects of ballast water
operations from these vessels, but these
vessels are not regulated under either of
the current proposals.

see Policy , page 6
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$%%& ANNUAL MEETING • )*+), July" Chattanooga" Tennessee" USA
Call for contributed oral" poster" and speed presentations

The 22nd annual meeting of the Society for Conservation
Biology, From the Mountains to the Sea, will be held from
13Ð17 July 2008 in Chattanooga, Tennessee, USA. Abstracts
must be submitted electronically by 16 January 2008. The call
for proposals for symposia, workshops, organized discussions,
and short courses was issued previously; the deadline was 29
October 2007. 

SCB expects to make decisions by mid February. Notifications
will be sent by email only. Please make sure that the oneemail
address you provide is your primary email address and is
entered correctly. We encourage you to carefully think about the
format that best meets your goals (contributed oral, poster, or
speed presentation).

The scientific program will include plenary sessions, invited
symposia, workshops, organized discussions, short courses,
poster sessions, and concurrent sessions of contributed oral
presentations and speed presentations. Due to the high level of
attendance expected at the meeting and, consequently, limited
time and space for oral presentations, poster presentations are
strongly encouraged.

CRITERIAFORSELECTION

Reviewers have access to the entire abstract except the names
of the authors. To increase the probability that your abstract
will be accepted, and in your preferred format, please consider
the following criteria carefully:

1. Scientific merit
2. Application to conservation management
3. Clarity of presentation (e.g., abstract begins with a clear
statement of an issue and ends with a substantive conclusion)

AUTHORREGISTRATION

Presenting authors must register for the meeting by the early
deadline of 19 March. Because late cancellation excludes others
who might have presented, authors who fail to notify the Local
Organizing Committee of their withdrawal by 16 May may be
excluded from giving a presentation at the 2009 meeting.

ORALPRESENTATIONS

Individuals may present only one symposium, oral, speed, or
poster presentation. If your name appears on more than one
abstract, make sure you are listed as the presenter for only one
of them. Oral presentations will be limited to 15 minutes: 12
minutes for presentation and three minutes for questions.
Contributed oral presentations will be grouped by topic. Please
choose from the list of general topic areas below. This will
assist us in selecting an appropriate session for your
presentation. If your abstract is accepted but cannot be
accommodated as an oral presentation, we may offer you the
opportunity to present a poster. All oral presentation rooms will

be equipped with a computer and a data projector. Detailed
information and instructions on presentations will be available
to presenters several months before the meeting. 

POSTER PRESENTATIONS

Poster presenters will receive general instructions on poster
format in the email notification of acceptance. Posters will be
displayed prominently and for the entire meeting. Special
sessions dedicated to posters will allow in-depth discussion
between authors and attendees. 

SPEEDPRESENTATIONS

If your topic would be of interest to a wide audience and you
would like your presentation to lead to an extended
conversation with colleagues, you may wish to submit an
abstract for a speed presentation. In the first hour of a speed
presentation session, 15 speakers will be given four minutes
each to present their key ideas and results. In the second hour,
presenters will station themselves at separate tables where they
can interact with people who are interested in learning more
about their work.

To participate in the speed presentations, simply submit an
abstract according to the standard guidelines and indicate that
you would like your abstract to be considered for a speed
presentation. If your abstract is accepted for a speed
presentation, you will be notified by the Local Organizing
Committee and asked to prepare a four-minute presentation
instead of a traditional (15-minute) presentation. If you abstract
is not accepted for a speed presentation, it still will be
considered for a traditional oral presentation or poster.



STUDENTAWARDCANDIDATES

Student award candidates (restricted to 15-minute oral
presentations; no posters, no speed presentations) must submit
two abstracts, an extended abstract and a regular abstract for the
meeting. Both abstracts must be submitted online by 16
January and formatted according to the instructions provided. 

The extended abstract should have a minimum of 500 words
and a maximum of 800 words. The extended abstract must
include a maximum of three figures or tables (total, not three
figures and three tables). Abstracts that are not submitted
according to these guidelines will not be accepted. In recent
years, the rejection rate has been approximately 85%. Many
students have not been considered for an award simply because
they did not follow instructions. Your extended abstract must
include the following information.

1. Presentation title 
2. Names and complete contact information for all authors. The

student applying for the award must be the first author. If the
abstract has two or more authors, specify the role that each
author played in the work.

3. Degree pursued or, for those who already have received a
Ph.D., date of defense. Current students and students with a
graduation date of 1 July 2007 or later are eligible to apply.

Please make certain that the name of the student applying for
the award and the name of the primary author are identical
(e.g., identical surname).

MENTORINGPROGRAM

To encourage participation of members whose first language is
not English, SCBÕs Student Affairs Committee offers a
mentoring service for students who wish to submit abstracts for
oral or poster presentations (see page 15).

If you want to take advantage of this mentoring program,
simply submit an abstract according to the standard guidelines;
indicate that you are a student, that English is not your first
language, and that you would like your abstract to be mentored.
Instructions will be sent to your email address after you submit
your abstract. 

A mentor will contact you and provide guidance on grammar
and clarity of writing. The mentor also will ensure that the
abstract meets the technical criteria for submission. Note that it
is not the role of the mentor to provide scientific guidance, nor
to write the abstract.

INSTRUCTIONSFORPREPARINGABSTRACTS

Abstracts should be submitted for oral (including speed
presentation) and poster presentations and for invited symposia.
Abstracts for symposium presentations are by invitation only.

Please follow the instructions carefully, including all requested
information and formatting. After you submit your abstract, you
will receive a confirmation email containing a link to verify and
edit your abstract. It is your responsibility to verify that all
information submitted is complete and correct. If you notice
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errors or omissions, edit your abstract before the submission
deadline. No changes will be made after the abstract submission
deadline. Early notification of acceptance will give you ample
time to take advantage of the early registration rate. Your
abstract must include the following information.

1. Name and email addressof person submitting the abstract.
2. Student presentation.Indicate whether the presentation will

be given by a student (regardless of whether the student is a
candidate for a student award).

3. Abstract title. List the title in CAPITAL LETTERS. Titles
are limited to 150 characters.

4. Type of presentation.Indicate whether the abstract is
intended for an oral, poster, either oral or poster, or an
invited symposium presentation, even if you wish to
contribute a speed presentation. Symposium presenters
already have already received an invitation. If you have not
received an invitation, do not check the symposium box.

5. Name of invited symposium, if applicable
6. Topic areas.Please choose from the list of general topic

areas to assist us in selecting an appropriate session for your
presentation. Indicate your first, second, and third choices.
Please indicate three choices even if you wish to contribute a
speed presentation.

Disciplines
Biogeography
Communications, outreach, and education
Community-driven conservation
Conservation genetics
Conservation medicine
Ecological restoration
Environmental or ecological economics
Environmental anthropology
Environmental geography
Environmental politics and policy
Environmental sociology
Conservation psychology
Indigenous knowledge and conservation
Landscape ecology
Population dynamics
Social science

Ecosystems
Freshwater conservation
Conservation at the land-water interface
Urban area conservation
Disturbance ecology
Grassland conservation
Rangeland conservation
Marine conservation
Savanna conservation
Sustainable agriculture
Wetland conservation
Forest conservation

Issues
Alien and invasive species
Climate change
Conservation in hotspots



Methods
Adaptive management and monitoring
Protected area planning and design
Conservation capacity building
Conservation GIS
Conservation on private lands
Ecological restoration and reconstruction
Ecosystem / conservation area management
Inventory and monitoring
Land use planning for conservation
Population viability analysis
Conservation modeling
Recovery of endangered species
Risk assessment and uncertainty
Scientists and managers: bridging the gap
Spatial ecology and conservation

7. Abstract. Abstracts may not exceed 1500 characters
(approximately 200 words). Begin with a clear statement of the
topic or objectives, give brief methods and major results, and
end with a substantial conclusion. Do not use vague statements
such as Òresults will be discussed.Ó It is the responsibility of the
author to verify the information submitted and to edit any errors
or omissions before the submission deadline.

8. Authors. List all authors with the name of the presenting
author indicated clearly.

9. Addr esses.List the institutional affiliations and addresses,
including countries, for each author in the same order as above.
For the presenting author only, include an email address in
parentheses at the end of the address. If there are multiple
addresses, place the initials of the author in parentheses at the
end of each address. 

Abstracts must be submitted electronically. Web submission is
the only format of submission. Complete information on the
submission process is available at www.conbio.org/2008/call.
Visit the meeting Web site for full details on the scientific
program, social events, travel, and special activities.
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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 mark et
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

4245 N. Fairfax Driv e
Arlington, VA 22203, USA

1 703 276-2384
athornhill@conbio .org

The major difference between the bills is the timetable over
which the new standards will take effect. The House proposal is
more aggressive, requiring installation of ballast water
treatment equipment on ships by 31 December 2013. The
House bill also requires an earlier review of these standards; the
bill mandates that reviews begin by December 2012, two years
earlier than the Senate proposal. The Senate bill specifically
references the United Nations International Maritime
OrganizationÕs (IMO) ballast water convention in outlining the
justifications for the new regulations. Both proposals encourage
international collaboration for developing more effective
programs to eliminate the spread of aquatic nuisance species
through ballast water. Finally, the Senate bill authorizes annual
appropriations of up to $50 million to the Coast Guard between
2008Ð2012 to enforce the new regulations; the House proposal
authorizes only $20 million annually.

These aggressive bills
implement standards
that are ten times more
stringent than those of
the IMO ballast water
convention, significantly
improving the management
and treatment of invasive
aquatic species. The
omission of transiting
vessels from these regulations
could be addressed prior to final
passage as it represents a major
pathway for continued introduction
of invasives into United States
waters. Likewise, the House language
addressing the timetable for adoption of new regulations and
review of the new standards is the stronger and hopefully will
be maintained in the final version of the bill. 

Investment and procurement: worldÕs third largest bank
unveils climateÐconserving investment index 

In a breakthrough for conservation investment, the European
Bank HSBC announced in October 2007 that it would invite
investments in a new fund. The fund comprises securities of
300 firms that are working to minimize climate change in
different ways, from building wind turbines to generating solar
and tidal energy. According to HSBC, the fundÕs index has
outperformed the market by a substantial margin since 2004
(see Oakley, D. 25 September 2007. HSBC index points way to
windfalls. Financial Times, page 3). Similar funds are available
in the United States and Europe that reflect social and
environmental goals and screen out securities that compromise
progress toward those goals. However, it seems that few funds
focus on climate change while offering a broad set of securities. 

John Fitzgerald

Policy , from page 3



conservation in arid lands and the symposium that addressed
whether dingoes have a role in conservation. 

The number of participants far exceeded our expectations,
indicating a strong need and desire for conservation meetings in
the Australasian region. The vast majority of attendees (88%)
were from Australia. Other countries represented included New
Zealand (4%), Papua New Guinea (3%), Fiji (2%), the United
States (2%), and a single representative from each of New
Caledonia, French Polynesia, India, and Colombia. We were
particularly gratified to have such strong attendance from the
developing nations in our region.

Sponsorship, another key factor in the success of this meeting,
allowed us to help support the attendance of professionals and
students from developing nations. Many thanks to our key
sponsors: the Society for Conservation Biology, Department of
Environment and Water Resources, New South Wales
Department of Environment and Climate Change, Australian
Wildlife Conservancy, Landcare Research New Zealand, Land
and Water Australia, Invasive Animals Cooperative Research
Centre, CSIRO publishing, Zoological Parks Board of New
South Wales, and Humane Society International. Thanks to the

University of New South Wales Bookshop
and Surrey Beatty & Sons for

providing student awards, and
especially to the University of

New South Wales for hosting
the meeting.

Analysis of the evaluation
forms distributed to
attendees is ongoing.
Preliminary results indicate

that the majority of scientific
sessions were rated favorably,
as were the location, venue
facilities and staff, registration
process, and catering. Most

suggestions related to improving movement among
sessions, providing additional time for discussion,
promoting interactions with and involvement of indigenous
Australians and those from developing nations, and
including a greater proportion of presentations on
conservation of plants and invertebrates. 

The Section made a financial profit on the meeting, which
will be used to support other conservation programs and
initiatives in the region. We look forward to seeing you at the
next Section meeting in 2009.

Karen Firestone and Richard Kingsford

Student awards at the Biodiversity Extinction Crisis
Conference in Sydney

Seven student awards were presented during the Biodiversity
Extinction Crisis Conference, which was held 10Ð12 July 2007
at the University of New South Wales in Sydney, Australia.
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UPDATES FROM REGIONAL SECTIONS AND WORKING GROUPS

ASIA

We are in the midst of elections for three positions on the
SectionÕs Board of Directors. The new directors will replace
Ahmed Khan, Tom McCarthy, Linda Whittaker, and Eric
Wikramanayake, whose terms end this year. We encourage
nominations (including self-nominations) from members of the
Section, especially those from central and western Asia, which
are currently under-represented. Contact Linda Whittaker
(Linda.Whittaker@npa.org.il or olsvig2000@yahoo.com) for
instructions on the nominating procedure. 

We are beginning preparations to host the 2009 annual meeting
in Beijing. This will be the first SCB annual meeting hosted by
the Asia Section, and so 2008 will be a busy year. We are
working with a suite of Chinese scientists to ensure that the
meeting is successful.

In advance of the Beijing meeting, Section president Jeff
McNeely and Conservation Biology editor Gary Meffe have
initiated an effort to prepare a special section for the journal on
priority conservation concerns in Asia. The Board has been
considering topics and aims to invite ten policy-oriented papers. 

Linda Whittaker

AUSTRALASIA

Regional Meeting

The inaugural meeting
of the Australasia
Section, The Biodiversity
Extinction Crisis—An
Australian and Pacific
Response, was held 10 Ð
13 July 2007 at
University of New
South Wales, Sydney,
Australia. The meeting was a fantastic
success. We welcomed 369 attendees to 11 plenaries,
five symposia, 22 concurrent sessions, 146
contributed oral presentations, and 15 poster
presentations. The meeting focused on five major
themes: regional challenges; managing threatening
processes of universal importance; case studies of
conservation in action, including biodiversity monitoring and
assessment; conservation science and policy; and conservation
science and the community. Two opening plenaries, presented
by Michael SoulŽ and Dick Watling, set the stage for the three-
day meeting. Michael, one of SCBÕs founders, gave a broad
overview comparing conservation challenges in North America
to those in Australia, whereas Dick talked about the disparity of
resources between government and non-governmental
conservation agencies in Fiji. 

There was wide media coverage of the meeting, including Chris
DickmanÕs thought provoking plenary presentation on



Gift packs and book vouchers were provided by the University
Bookstore. We also awarded memberships to SCB and
subscriptions to Pacific Conservation Biology. Congratulations
to the following student awardees.

Best overall presentation
Monica Ruibal, Australian National University, Australia

Non-invasive faecal DNA sampling: an evaluation of field and
genetic methods for estimating population abundance of the

spotted-tailed quoll (Dasyurus maculatus)

Best overall presentation (runner-up)
Alana Burley, University of Melbourne, Australia

Demography of Pometia pinnata and Canarium indicum in
tropical rain forest: impacts of anthropogenic disturbance from

subsistence agriculture

Best overall presentation (runner-up)
Wendy Foster, University of Adelaide and Zoos SA, Australia
Captive breeding with multiple paternity: a case study using

the red-tailed phascogale, Phascogale calura

Best overall presentation (runner-up)
Nunia Thomas, University of the South Pacific, Fiji

Determining the spatial associations of the Fiji Ground
Frog and the Cane Toad on Viwa Island, Fiji using SADIE:

implications for conservation and management

Best Pacific Island presentation
Edward Narayan, University of the South Pacific, Fiji

Captive management, breeding, and aspects of reproductive
physiology of endangered Fijian ground frog

(Platymantis vitianus)

Best poster
Steven Hamilton

Intraspecific mammalian phylogeography: conservation
connections between Australia and New Guinea

Best honors or Masters presentation
Rachel Musgrave

Management units in the Tasmanian Bettong
(Bettongia gaimardi) (poster)

Wendy Jackson

Listserv

Our Section now has a listserv. Please take advantage of it for
communication within our region.

EUROPE

In September 2007, the Board of the Europe Section met with
the proposed hosts of the 2nd European Congress of
Conservation Biology. We are pleased to announce that the 2nd
ECCB will be held 1Ð5 September 2009 at the Czech
University of Agriculture, Prague. Further details and a first call
for symposium proposals will be circulated in late November or
December. The first ECCB had over 1000 participants from
more than 50 countries. We are confident that the excellent
facilities at the university, the beautiful city of Prague, and the
capable and enthusiastic Local Organizing Committee will
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make the second EECB highly successful and memorable. The
first congress highlighted the desire (and need) of conservation
biologists to work together with other scientists (e.g.,
sociologists, economists), educators, practitioners, and decision
makers. We hope that the second congress will push back the
boundaries of traditional conservation disciplines and draw in
those working in other subject areas and in policy roles to
foster strong working relationships. 

As the newsletter went to press, the Section was in the midst of
annual elections. Four positions on the Board are open. Profiles
of the candidates and voting instructions are available at
www.conbio.org. If you are a voting member of the Section,
please visit the Web site and exercise your democratic right! If

you have not yet joined a Section, why not visit the
Web site and update your

profile? Section membership
is free. SCB members may
be voting members of two
Sections and nonvoting
members of any number of
additional Sections.

In addition to meeting with
the Local Organizing

Committee and beginning to
plan the next ECCB, the Board

reviewed the SectionÕs progress
toward meeting the objectives set out

in our 2006Ð2010 Strategic Plan. The SectionÕs
committees have been active, and many of the tasks in the 2007
work plan have been achieved, but there is still much to do.
Opportunities are available for keen, active Section members to
participate in the work of the committees. If you are interested,
contact the committee chairs. Details of the committeesÕ
activities and contact information for chairs are available on the
Web site.

As always the Board encourages the participation of Section
members in our activities and reminds you that voting is an
important element of membership. To contact us with any
questions or comments email europe@conservationbiology.org
or visit www.conbio.org/Sections/Europe. 

Owen Nevin

MARINE

The Marine Section will host its first stand-alone meeting, the
International Marine Conservation Congress, from 20Ð24 May
2009 at George Mason University near Washington, D.C. This
meeting will be an interdisciplinary event that will engage
natural and social scientists, managers, policy makers, and the
public. The goal of the meeting is to translate conservation
science into practice through public and media outreach and the
development of concrete products (e.g., policy briefs, blue
ribbon position papers) that will be used to drive policy change
and implementation. Major themes that will be addressed
include global climate change, the land-sea interface,
ecosystem-based management, and poverty and globalization.



In an attempt to tackle the most pressing issues currently facing
marine conservation, the meeting will host plenary talks and
solicit creative submissions for interactive symposia and
workshops. The conservation community will be challenged to
go beyond the typical communication of data by proposing
symposia or workshops in which presentations will be followed
by lively, participatory discussions to address a controversial
topic or develop innovative solutions to a current conservation
challenge. Symposium organizers will be encouraged to invite a
select group of speakers and to devise creative ways to
facilitate discussion. Smaller workshops will be held to bring
together people with diverse expertise with the goal of
developing a list of recommendations, a policy briefing, or a
white paper on a specific topic. Workshops can be held over
three consecutive days.

Planning is well underway and we will begin advertising in
earnest very shortly. Please check the Marine SectionÕs Web site
regularly for updated information and volunteer opportunities.

Ellen Hines

FRESHWATERWORKINGGROUP

Sponsored Memberships

Our working group now has almost 600 members. We gained
more than 100 members in 2007 thanks to The Nature
ConservancyÕs sponsorships for SCB members in
developing countries. However,
only 225 members subscribe
to the listserv. We encourage
you to subscribe at
http://list.conbio.org/
mailman/listinfo/freshwater/

2008 Annual Meeting

The geographic region that
surrounds Chattanooga is known for its high diversity of
freshwater species and ecosystems. Accordingly, we would like
to have a strong presence at the meeting to highlight freshwater
conservation issues. Board member Than Hitt is serving as a
liaison between the working group and the local organizing
committee. Please contact Than (than@vt.edu) to offer ideas or
to help organize freshwater activities in Chattanooga.

Board Elections

Working group elections will run from 5 November to 1
December 2007. Four positions on the board are open for terms
of two years each (1 January 2008 to 31 December 2009).
Results will not be valid unless at least 10% of working group
members submit a ballot, so please vote! 

Board member Simon Linke was named ÒRiversymposium
Young Water Scientist of the Year 2007Ó during the 10th
International Riversymposium and Environmental Flows
Conference in Brisbane, Australia in September. Simon
received the award for his work on systematic conservation
planning in riverine landscapes. Simon was the first ecologist to
receive this award; previous winners were engineers and
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hydrologists. In his closing plenary, Simon dedicated his award
to all who work to promote systematic approaches in freshwater
systems. He also stated that his award demonstrates that the
discipline of conservation biology has matured and is now
comparable to engineering or hydrology in terms of scientific
rigor and relevance to stakeholders. Congratulations Simon!

Aventino Kasangaki

SOCIALSCIENCEWORKINGGROUP

Welcome to New Board Members

Congratulations and welcome to the new members of our
board, who took office at the conclusion of SCBÕs 2007 annual
meeting. All members serve two-year terms unless otherwise
indicated. Thanks to all of the candidates for their willingness
to serve the working groupÕs membership.

David Hoffman, University for Peace, Costa Rica, Education
Committee chair and anthropology representative

Richard Wallace,Ursinus College, USA, reelected as Vice
President and at large representative

Daniel Miller , University of Michigan, USA, Secretary and
political sciences representative (one-year term)

William Forbes,Stephen F. Austin State University, USA,
reelected as Chief Financial Officer and geography
representative

Tara Teel,Colorado State University, USA, Conservation
Committee Chair and psychology representative

Tammy Lewis, Muhlenberg College, USA,
Audit Committee chair and sociology

representative
Angelika Wilhelm-Rechmann,Nelson

Mandela Metropolitan University, South
Africa, Communications Committee chair and

at large representative

We also extend our deep appreciation to the outgoing
members of the board. They and their committees worked on

far more issues than we can mention here.

Diane Russell,Conservation Committee chair and
anthropology representative, for investing so much time and
dedication to the development of the tools catalog.

Oliver Pergams,Chief Financial Officer, for his hard work on
our financial matters.

Carol Saunders,Audit Committee chair and psychology
representative, for ensuring the meticulous preparation of our
annual report.

PeterWilshusen,Communications Committee chair and
sociology representative, the driving force behind everything
published in the newsletter, the Web site, and all our
outreach efforts. 

Katrina Brandon, social science representative to SCBÕs
Board, for her tireless work representing social science. 

Please visit www.conbio.org/workinggroups/sswg/
AboutBoard.cfm for further information about our activities,
achievements, the rest of the board and all the committees. 

We welcome anybody who would be interested in contributing
to our work. Please contact Nejem Raheem at



nejemraheem@yahoo.com or the committee chairs themselves
if you are interested.

Nejem Raheem, on behalf of the Social Science Working Group

Call for Social Science Contributions to SCB2008

The working group seeks social scientists interested in
biodiversity conservation to submit abstracts for posters or oral
presentations for SCBÕs 2008 annual meeting. Conservation
social science was well represented at the 2006 and 2007
annual meetings and we look forward to an equally strong
showing in 2008. If you have questions about social science
submissions, or seek general information about the working
group, please contact Rich Wallace (rwallace@ursinus.edu).

Rich Wallace

EXPLORATION OF NEW
WORKING GROUP
ON RELIGION AND
CONSERVATION BIOLOGY

Exploration of a new working group on religion and
conservation biology is underway. The scoping team for the
working group recognizes that religion is frequently a guiding
component of cultures and has played a substantial role in
formulating views of nature and defining relationships of
humanity to nature. As such, religion can impede or contribute
substantially to the conservation of biological diversity. In this
regard, the scoping team recognizes that focus on the
environment and EarthÕs biological diversity is a growing and
irreversible theme not only of scientific professionals but also
of theological inquiry and religious life. During the past several
decades, millions of people from numerous religious and
spiritual traditions throughout the world have become aware of
environmental crises and contributed to the remediation of
those crises. Religion and theology are Ògreening,Ó and will
continue to do so.

The scoping team hopes that the working group on religion and
conservation biology will form over the coming year.
Preliminary tasks of the team include identifying SCB members
interested in joining the working group and organizing those
members under a democratic structure. Once recruitment is
underway and an interim group structure has been designed and
implemented, the groupÕs activities may include identification
and dissemination to the SCB membership of sources on
religion, theology, and culture that focus on conservation
biology; appointing representatives of the working group to
national and international bodies dealing with these issues; and
organizing a forum on religion and conservation biology at
SCBÕs annual meeting.

SCB member Tom Baugh will serve as interim facilitator for
the working group. Baugh is currently a Fellow in
Interdisciplinary Studies with the Green Institute
(www.greeninstitute.net). SCB members who are interested in
participating in the working group are encouraged to contact
Tom (religion@conbio.org).
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understand the importance of conservation?Ó a social marketer
asks, ÒWhat is wrong with us and what donÕt we understand
about these people that makes us incapable of convincing them
to behave in a conservation-friendly manner?Ó The Òtarget
audienceÓ has a primary and active role in the process as only
she or he reliably can tell you how to bring him or her to the
point of behaving in a pro-conservation manner.

This customer orientation also engenders market segmentation,
or grouping the target audience into subsets with similar
features and then tailoring actions tightly to each segment.

Focus on voluntary behavior change.Research has
demonstrated that information and awareness alone have little
convincing power for the adoption of a more sustainable or
healthy lifestyle (think, e.g., of smoking cessation). Therefore,
the bottom line of social marketing is to convince the target
audience to adopt a new, conservation friendly behavior as
opposed to obtaining more knowledge about nature, becoming a
conservationist, or adopting the marketerÕs value system. Social
marketing frequently involves awareness raising, education, and
related approaches, but only if those approaches serve the
ultimate goal of behavior change. Moreover, the focus on
voluntary behavior change forces the project manager or leader
to define the goal of the project clearly, thus responding to the
increasingly loud call for appropriate evaluation of effects.

Social objective.The ultimate objective of social marketing is
to benefit the target person as well as society rather than, as in
commercial marketing, the marketer. Note that voluntary
behavior change necessarily implies some form of perceptible
gain for the members of the target group. Ethical considerations
are an essential part of the process, with regard to the ends of
the project as well as the means used to pursue the ends.

Cost-benefit orientation. Like commercial marketing, social
marketing recognizes the fundamental principle that customers
take the desired action only when they believe they will benefit
from the action, considering benefits as well as costs. However,
the definition of cost and benefit in social marketing goes far
beyond monetary value and may comprise factors like time,
social status and pressures, traditions, values, practicality,
capability to act, training, empowermentÑand even simply
having fun.

Continual research.Any activity taken to explore and affect
the behavior of the target group is based on a thorough and
iterative scientific assessment of the status quo or the effect of
the planned action. Qualitative and quantitative methods are
used to provide insight to the barriers and benefits pertaining to
the behavior. Research also encompasses the alternative
(undesired) behaviors and their drivers. 

Social marketing is more comprehensive and more complex
than commercial marketing because its goal is to change
problematic, high-involvement behaviors, in complex economic
and social and political climates, often with very limited
resources. Commercial marketing frequently concerns low-
involvement brand choice behavior in a consumerist paradigm,
usually with considerable funding and expertise.

Marketing , from page 1
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What does a Social marketing project look like?

A social marketing project usually has three phases.

1. Thorough investigation of the benefits and barriersÑ
formative research. A situational analysis of the internal and
external environment of the consumer is conducted, starting
with a literature review and progressing to individual surveys
and focus groups. A compilation of relevant factors establishes
a clear picture of the elements contributing to the behavior.

2. Planning and implementing a strategy to increase
the benefits and decrease the costs of the proposed
behavior and to create an enabling environment.
Informed by and shaped in response to the outcomes of the
formative research,

¥ Increase the target groupÕs perception of the benefits of the
desired behavior. For example, provide information,
awareness, incentives, make remembering easier,
influence norms, and provide role models.

¥ Decrease the target groupÕs perception of the
costs. Much like making access easier,
make the behavior easier and more
pleasant or modify social perceptions.

¥ Enable the target group to perform the
action through building capacity, empowerment and
transferring responsibility, and removing antagonistic
group pressures. These actions always should be tailored
tightly to the formative research outcomes.

3. Evaluation and perpetuation of the project.After a
behavior has been introduced it must be institutionalized to
become part of ÒnormalÓ behavior. Therefore, the marketer
needs to ensure that upon his departure, other parties take over
his role. Specific evaluation starts within phase one by
determining the behavior itself, how the behavior can be
measured, and establishing the baseline. Evaluation continues
through phase two by permanent monitoring of intervention
effects. In phase three, evaluation determines the degree to

which further interventions are necessary to institutionalize the
new behavior.

Historical Sketch

Academic discussions about the use of commercial marketing
for political and social ends began during the late 1950s. Kotler

and Zaltman coined the term in 1971 (Social
marketing: an approach to planned social change.

Journal of Marketing 35). Social marketing
has been used widely and very

successfully in preventive health
programs, ÒbrownÓ environmental

campaigns, and recently in ÒgreenÓ
environmental programs. In December

2006, the United Kingdom established the
first National Social Marketing Centre.

Easy Access References
McKenzie-Mohr , D. and W. Smith. 1999.

Fostering sustainable beha vior , an
introduction to communit y-based social

mark eting. New Society Publishers, Gabriola
Island, Canada.

Andreasen, A.R. 1995. Marketing social change,
changing beha viour to promote health, social dev elopment, and the
environment. Jossey-Bass, San Francisco, California, USA.

Web sites
Communit y Based Social Marketing, Fostering Sustainable Behaviour ,

Canada (Doug McKenzie-Mohr), www .cbsm.com
National Social Marketing Centre, London, UK,

www .nsms.org.uk/public/default.aspx
Social Mark eting Institute, Washington, D.C., USA, (Alan Andreasen),

www .social-marketing.org
Institute for Social Marketing, Stirling, UK, www .ism.stir .ac.uk
R. Craig LefebvreÕs Social Marketing Blog, socialmark eting.blogs.com
General information by Weinreich Communications, including a list of

books in the Òbookstore, Ó www .social-marketing.com

Angelika Wilhelm-Rechmann

Funding Available

The Rufford Small Grants Foundation offers grants up to £5000
to individuals for grassroots nature conservation projects. The
Foundation also recently launched the new Innovation Grant,
which is aimed at giving up to £50,000 for a creative and
innovative project. For further information please see
www.rufford.org/rsg or contact Josh Cole (josh@rufford.org).

Graduate Training

Exceptional students interested in interdisciplinary and
international environmental study are invited to apply for a
Integrative Graduate Education and Research Traineeship
(IGERT) Ph.D. Traineeship at the University of
WisconsinÐMadison. These traineeships, supported by the U.S.
National Science Foundation, have a generous stipend, tuition

waver, and health benefits. Meeting the major challenges of
conserving biological diversity sustainable development
requires understanding the interactions among biological,
physical, social, and economic forces. IGERT trainees will
address these issues by pursuing a Ph.D. in one of more than a
dozen departments and participating in IGERT seminars,
workshops, language training, and field research in the
Himalayas of Yunnan, China. For more information and
application instructions, visit www.swchina.wisc.edu. The
application deadline is 1 February 2008. Note: University of
WisconsinÐMadison also is home to a second IGERT program,
Certificate on Humans and the Global Environment, focused on
issues of vulnerability and sustainability of the global
environment. The application deadline for this program is

ANNOUNCEMENTS

see Announcements , page 13



12

woodlands. Implicit ecological goals include increased
resilience to non-native invasive plants and increased water
quantity and quality. This particular effort on the Baviaanskloof
Megareserve is one of many projects in the Working for Water
program, and is being carried out collaboratively with the
Eastern Cape Parks Board and other partners. 

Will the project really alleviate poverty?

Most unskilled workers are recruited and trained from the
impoverished communities in and around the Megareserve. The
Megareserve is also engaged in an ambitious riparian wetland
restoration project (funded by World Wildlife Fund). Between
these two efforts, there is at least a decade of work available in
the Megareserve. Although senior staff on the Baviaanskloof
project are educated individuals from outside the Megareserve,
senior staff are aggressively identifying outstanding local
workers and developing the skills of those workers so they will
qualify as managers and founders of nurseries and restoration
projects elsewhere. In my brief visit to a small portion
of the Eastern Cape, I was astounded at the
massive invasion of riparian areas, upland flats,
and steep slopes by a variety of non-native
plant species. South Africa needs to
rehabilitate hundred of thousands of
hectares. Over the past ten years, South
Africa has created many new protected
areas, and massively expanded others.
One presentation at the 2007 SCB
meeting documented substantial
economic growth in 19 Eastern Cape
communities near new parks, so we can
expect continued replacement of marginally
profitable farms by nature tourism. Thus,
restoration-related industries can expect several
decades of economically viable activity.

How much carbon will be stored per hectare?

The estimates of carbon storage are scientifically rigorous
and highly conservative. Data are particularly rich for
Portulacaria afra (spekboom, elephant bush), which
comprises up to 70% of the canopy in some stands of
subtropical thicket. Spekboom stores two-thirds of its
carbon in soil and litter; both the living tissues and litter are
highly fire-resistant. Some local farmers restored areas to
spekboom during the past 30 years, and scientists have sampled
these sites to estimate directly the trajectory of carbon storage.
Although this empirical time series is available only for some
aspects and slopes, the data provide a valuable adjunct to
estimates based on plant diameter and height. For purposes of
the SCB contract, we estimate carbon storage per hectare based
solely on spekboom. Thus, we conservatively estimate the
actual amount of carbon likely to be stored by multiple species.
Basing the estimate on spekboom alone is appropriate because
spekboom will be the first species planted, and it is the only
species for which detailed multifactorial trials have been
conducted to maximize survival of outplanted cuttings.

In a worst-case scenario, spekboom may be the only species to
reestablish on some sites. The difference in carbon pools
between intact and degraded thicket depends on the thicket type
and the magnitude of past conversion. There are 112 recognized
thicket types, each with a different percent cover of spekboom.
Also, carbon leakage from the soil is positively correlated with
lag since conversion. Spekboom should store four tons of
carbon per hectare per year, or about 10Ð15 tons of carbon
dioxide emissions per hectare per year. The latter is currently
selling at US$5 per ton, so each hectare should yield $50Ð75
per year.

Total tonnage stored also depends on how many hectares are
planted and maintained by our dollars. The planting costs in
initial trials have been about R5000 / ha (US$700 / ha) but
Mike Powell, chief technical advisor for Working for Water on
this project, estimates that the cost will decrease to about
R1500 / ha (US$200 / ha). 

How do you know this
project wonÕt generate
a spekboom
monoculture instead
of restored, diverse
thicket?

The 30-year old plots
(above) include other
native plants that colonized
after the spekboom
plantings. Because the

project would like to sell
additional biodiversity benefits for

restored subtropical thicket, they are committed to
monitoring, learning how to recruit other species, and
learning which species need assistance to recolonize a
site. In an ongoing experiment, spekboom plants are
being inoculated with mistletoe. The mistletoe will attract
birds, which in turn should defecate viable seeds of other
plants into a spekboom stand. It is hoped that low-cost
measures like this can catalyze the process of assembling
a fully-restored thicket. Plans and greenhouse
experiments are underway to restore some canopy-
emergent plants expected to need assistance.

So SCB is paying for the minimum amount of carbon
that will be stored in spekboom over 30 yearsÑthe

actual carbon may well be several times this
amount. Is SCB able to sell the excess tons of

carbon on the world market?

In addition to excess carbon tonnage, our restored
hectares will generate increased yields of high-quality water
that may be marketable in the future. A market in biodiversity
credits that already is emerging may pay for restored
subtropical thicket once the project can demonstrate that
biodiversity benchmarks have been reached. However, SCBÕs
contract allows Working for Water or Eastern Cape Parks Board
to retain rights to these profits. Why? First, the agencies took a
gamble when they decided to invest more than 30 times SCBÕs
investment just to advance the project to the point where it was

Carbon , from page 1
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an attractive investment to SCB. We want to reward that sort of
risk-taking! Second, we want to given the local agencies an
incentive to do more than the minimum. While I have full
confidence in the good faith of todayÕs managers, profit would
help motivate managers in 2038 to add value to the effort.
Finally, as one of the first biodiversity-community-carbon
projects likely to show tangible results, this project will be
watched by others around the world. WeÕd like them to become
fabulously rich, so that others will follow their example!

How can I learn more about carbon offsets?

Excellent information is available on the internet. As of mid-
2007, the most useful source of information about triple-benefit
projects is the Climate, Community, & Biodiversity Alliance
(www.climate-standards.org). 

IÕve heard that carbon offsets are nothing more than a
Òlicense to polluteÓÑa meaningless feel-good gesture that
allows us to continue our addiction to fossil fuels. Why is
SCB dignifying this practice?

There is some merit to this criticism, in that re-storing carbon is
far less preferable than reducing use of carbon or replacing
carbon. SCB is looking for ways to reduce the amount we emit.
Because jet fuel to bring members to our global meeting
accounts for about 95% of our impact, the only way to make a
large reduction would be to reduce the frequency of our global
meetings. The Board is thinking seriously about tradeoffs
between building our global community and avoiding
emissions. We could reduce our emissions by restricting the
location of our global meetings to major
airline hubs such as New York,
Johannesburg, and Beijing, avoiding the
fuel needed for connector flights to
more isolated meeting sites. We fully
agree that offsets must be part of a
more comprehensive effort that
ultimately must include a
transition away from fossil
fuels. This effort will require
coordinated action by all nations and industries.
Thus it is appropriate that climate change is
SCBÕs number one policy priority.
Critics of offsets are correct that
offsets should not be used as an
excuse to avoid the difficult
decisions. But until those difficult
decisions are made, we insist that
offsets are both real (they really do
take carbon out of the atmosphere!) and
good (far better than emitting carbon
without any offset!)  

More importantly, 20Ð30% of greenhouse gas
emissions come from land-use change and
deforestation. Changes in the native land cover of nearly a
million hectares of subtropical thicket in South Africa released
vast amounts of carbon from the landscapeÕs carbon pools. We
have an opportunity and an obligation to return this carbon to
the landscape. 

Does this project mean that I (as an SCB member) can stop
worrying about my greenhouse gas emissions?

No! In addition to your travel to SCB meetings, you generate
greenhouse gases through your household consumption, the
activities of your employer, the activities of every organization
to which you belong, and the activities of your local and
national governments. On the internet, you can find carbon
calculators to estimate your footprint, and suggestions on how
to reduce, replace, and restore your personal and household
emissions. Each of your organizations has a board that listens to
the wishes of its membersÑlet them know that you expect
action. You also can influence your employerÑstart with their
social responsibility office if they have one. They are more
responsive than you think. Finally, elected representatives and
their staff respond to votes, letters, telephone calls, and
especially personal meetings. 

IÕm taking responsibility for my carbon footprint. May I
make an annual investment in the Baviaanskloof project?

Yes, of course! For now, please donate through SCB. You will
soon see a link on SCBÕs Web site that will allow you to donate
to Baviaanskloof.

May I visit the actual site where SCB dollars are restoring
subtropical thicket? (Of course, IÕll swim and walk there to
avoid emitting carbon.)

Please do! The site is at the confluence of the Baviaanskloof
and Kouga Rivers. For a truly low-carbon visit, use Google
Earth to go to 24û 23Õ24.634Ó E,  33û 40Õ10.014Ó S.

Paul Beier 

SCBÕs carbon offset program received favorable coverage in a 5
October 2007 article in the journal Science (Lester , B. 2007.
Greening the meeting. Science 318 :36Ð38. The article notes
that 97% of attendees at SCBÕs 2007 annual meeting
voluntarily contributed money to offset their carbon emissions,
whereas only 15% of attendees at the Ecological Societ y of
AmericaÕs 2007 annual meeting contributed. The article also
quotes Paul Beier on options for con vening meetings while
reducing carbon emissions.

Announcements, from page 11

2 January 2008. For more information, visit
www.sage.wisc.edu/igert.

Meetings

The conference Ingestion of Spent Lead Ammunition:
Implications for Wildlife and Humans will be convened by The
Peregrine Fund from 12Ð15 May 2008 at Boise State
University, Boise, Idaho. The goal of the conference is to
promote a better understanding of ingested spent lead
ammunition as a source of lead exposure and to reduce its
effects on wildlife and humans. For details, visit
www.peregrinefund.org/Lead_conference/ or contact The
Peregrine Fund, 5668 West Flying Hawk Lane, Boise, Idaho
83709, USA, 1 208 362-3716, tpf@peregrinefund.org.





The Student Affairs Committee was well represented at SCBÕs
2007 annual meeting. As always, committee members played a
vital role in organizing the student awards. These awards
demonstrate the diversity and professionalism of SCBÕs student
members. Following the 2006 meeting, Aram Calhoun stepped
down from chairing the committee after many years in this role.
Under AramÕs leadership, the committee became a key player in
increasing student involvement in SCB and raising awareness
of the issues facing student conservationists today. Aram has
kindly agreed to continue working with the committee to help
facilitate the transition to a new chair. Welcome to our new
members from around the world:

David Patrick, Chair (North America)
Babalola Folaranmi (Africa)
Pralad Yonzon (Asia)
Wendy Jackson (Australasia)
Mark Jordan (North America)
Pilar Palacios (Austral and Neotropical America)
Piero Visconti (Europe)
Chris Parsons (Marine)
Chris Elphick (North America)
Elizabeth Harper (North America)
Iara Lacher (North America)
Nancy Karraker (Asia)
Aram Calhoun (North America)
Mohammad Jafari (Asia)
Eugene Simiyu (Africa)

To learn more about the Student Affairs
Committee and its members please visit
www.conbio.org/Activities/
Committees/StudentAffairs/

Student Mentoring

As a global organization, it is important
that conducting meetings in English does not make it more
difficult for any of our members to attend and present. This is
an especially important consideration for students, for whom
the annual meeting provides rich opportunities to meet people,
share ideas, and establish professional contacts. Last year, the
Student Affairs Committee launched a pilot effort designed to
help students for whom English is not a first language submit
abstracts to the 2007 annual meeting. The effort was a great
success; we received positive feedback from all of the
participants. We particularly thank those who dedicated their
time to reviewing the abstracts.

We will continue to offer abstract mentoring for the 2008
meeting, and therefore we are seeking reviewers. The amount
of work is modest; each reviewer is likely to receive only one
or two abstracts. Potential mentors must have a good technical
understanding of scientific English and some experience in
writing and reviewing abstracts. We will assign abstracts to
each mentor, provide details of how to communicate with
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Initiatives from the Student Affairs Committee

students and receive abstracts, and send reviewers a
comprehensive checklist to help in standardizing the review
process. If you are interested in acting as a mentor for student
abstracts, please contact Dave Patrick (dpatrick@esf.edu).

The Sister Lab Scheme: Call for Graduate Students

Intellectual diversity and new ideas are keys to success in
conservation. For example, extensive dialogue and sharing of
approaches among indigenous fishing communities in Indonesia
and academic researchers helped to shape policy in the
Mollucan Province that led to conservation of marine resources.
Such sharing has its place in among graduate students, as well.
In order to increase the exchange of ideas and knowledge
among graduate students, the Student Affairs Committee is
developing a ÒSister LabÓ program. 

This program is designed to link graduate students who are
based in different laboratory groups [i.e., groups of students
working with the same supervisor(s)] but have similar research
foci. The networking among sister groups will facilitate
collaboration and foster the sharing of skills and understanding.
The students themselves will decide on objectives and process
for working together. The many types of potential interactions
might include transfer of specific research expertise,
collaborative research, transfer of materials such as pdf versions
of journal articles (as permitted under copyright law), and
possibly visiting field sites. We envision this program as a
mechanism to link groups of students in developed and

developing countries, but decisions about whom to
collaborate with are entirely at the discretion of
participating groups. We encourage you to contact other
labs that are doing similar research (but have not yet
signed up for the program) to determine whether they
might be interested.

If you or your lab group is interested in joining the sister
lab program, please follow these steps. 

1. Send a description of your lab group, including contact
information and the type of research you are conducting,
to dpatrick@esf.edu. Please also send a list of eight key
words to aid us in categorizing lab groups.

2. When we have received expressions of interest from a
sufficient number of lab groups, we will direct you to the
Student Affairs Committee Web site, where you will find a link
to a database of interested groups.

3. After you have selected a sister lab from the database and
have reached an agreement with that group, you will be asked
to send an email to the committee describing your arrangement.
This will allow us to update our database.

We will also provide a list of broad guidelines suggesting how
contact should be made and how to ensure that both labs
benefit from the partnership. 

David Patrick
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Revitalizing and Fostering Education in Natural History
Conserv ation biology is, as we all know , a synthetic
science that requires the inclusion of numerous biological

disciplines. One of these disciplines is natural history , the
study of the more-than-human world with an intentional,
focused attentiveness to patterns of diversit y in all
aspects of nature. Over the past several decades, the
importance of natural history as a legitimate domain of
scientific practice has faded, and with it has gone much

of the effort to teach natur al history to the young, on
who will fall much of the responsibility for conserving
biological diversit y in the future.

To help stem this erosion in educational focus, we are
pleased to announce the creation of a new publication,

the Journal of Natural History Education Ñ a peer -
reviewed, online journal by and for pr actitioners of
natur al history education. We hope to pro vide an
engaging, thoughtful, and thought -pro voking forum to
foster the pr actice of natur al history at all levelsÑK -12
schools, community nature centers, academia, and

everywhere in between. Submission guidelines and
editorial policies are posted at
www.naturalhistorynetwork.org .

We have attempted to make it as easy as possible to
contribute to the journal, while retaining the rigor and

high standards of peer review . The first article, ÒNatural
History Renaissance, Ó is available now through the
journalÕs Web site.

Society for Conservation Biology
4245 N. Fairfax Drive, Suite 400
Arlington, Virginia 22203-1651
USA

The journal is the first endea vor of a newly incorpor ated

organization, Natur al History Network. The mission of the
Network is to promote the value of natur al history
through discussion and dissemination of ideas and
techniques on its successful pr actice to educators,
scientists, artists, writers, the media, and the public at
large. Over time, we will build more Web-based

resources toward these ends.

We welcome your participation in this renaissance of
natur al history . Consider submitting an article to Journal
of Natural History Education . Please call this
announcement to the

attention of any interested
colleagues, and post a link
to the journal on appropriate
Web sites.

Steve Trombulak

Society for Conservation Biology Newsletter is published
quarterly. To submit materials or request permission to reprint
articles contact the Editor: Erica Fleishman, National Center
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