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BRIDGING THE GAP BETWEEN CONSERVATION SCIENCE AND REAL WORLD OUTCOMES: LESSONS FROM WORKING WITH INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES
by Helene Marsh
Watching Indigenous hunters butcher an endangered green turtle on a beach is disturbing for a person like me, a conservation scientist who has never visited an abattoir or a factory farm. I found it even more perturbing to learn that the hunters consider the act to be one of conservation. They believe that returning the turtle’s blood and butchered remains to the sea guarantees that turtles will remain for their children to hunt.

Such huge cultural differences in perceptions increase the challenge of effective cross-cultural communication about conservation. I have been acutely aware of this challenge for more than 30 years. As a researcher, I am often asked to provide scientific input into discussions between Indigenous hunters and environmental managers about conserving green turtles and dugongs (sea cows). Both are threatened species of high cultural value to Indigenous hunters in many countries.

Nonetheless, I was shocked to find that some key negotiators had effectively been speaking different languages despite using the same words. A member of my research group, Melissa Nursey-Bray, exposed this “uncommon understanding.” Melissa used discourse analysis to identify major themes in the transcripts of interviews with hunters and managers about A Guugu-Yimmithirr Bama Yii, the dugong and turtle hunting management plan developed by Hope Vale Aboriginal Community. This plan won the Australian Prime Minister’s Award for Community Leadership and Sustainability in 2000. However, within a few years, all those involved considered the plan a failure because it had not been implemented effectively.

When the environmental managers discussed “hunting,” their priorities were biodiversity, species protection, animal rights, and sustainability. The community’s concerns were cultural survival, Indigenous rights, and community well-being. When discussing planning, the Hope Vale people wanted to know who would be affected, what the planning process would involve, and how the next hunting season would be managed. The managers were much more interested in a product to be implemented over the long term against agreed performance indicators.

Each group was unaware of the other’s values and concerns despite 20 years of negotiation and a shared belief that the plan reflected mutually agreed outcomes. With such fundamental differences unrecognized and unresolved, it is unsurprising that the plan failed, especially as Hope Vale’s sea country is remote and effective enforcement prohibitively expensive unless driven by community peer pressure.

Colleagues and I followed up on Melissa’s work with a simple exercise with a group of Indigenous turtle and dugong project officers from remote island communities in Torres Strait, (between Australia and Papua New Guinea). We asked the project officers to brainstorm the features of an effective turtle and dugong hunting management plan from their perspective and then rank them. They prioritized (1) management driven by culture and Native Title rights, (2) respectful partnerships, and (3) employment and capacity building.

We independently repeated the exercise with a group of environmental managers, most of whom had considerable experience working with Indigenous peoples. The managers’ planning priorities were (1) ecologically, socially, culturally, and economically sustainable outcomes measured against agreed short and long term criteria and indicators, (2) commitment to capacity building, compliance, enforcement, and community education, and (3) capacity to be adaptive and independent, with initial but not necessarily ongoing support from government.

The outcomes of this exercise supported Melissa’s findings.

Management interventions are unlikely to work unless the different priorities of the key stakeholders and landholders are identified, understood and considered by all parties. When negotiating a management intervention, processes are required to ensure all stakeholders understand each others’ priorities. In many cases, these differences in priorities are so profound that consensus will be impossible. But at the very least, the priorities of the various stakeholder groups can be combined in a checklist against which draft planning documents can be evaluated. Such a checklist ensures that the proposed management interventions address the needs of as many key stakeholders as possible.

In 1993, Australia’s highest court recognized that turtle and dugong hunting is a Native Title Right for Traditional Owners in their sea country. Consequently, environmental managers now acknowledge that successful management must be community-based and the Australian government is underwriting turtle and dugong management plans in selected hunting communities.

Almost all communities that are developing turtle and dugong management plans have independently chosen to control hunting via a permit system. Indigenous Australians are all too familiar with permits; permits controlled their lives in less enlightened times and were (and in some cases still are) a source of considerable friction between Indigenous communities, the bureaucracy, and the wider community. Given this history, I find it fascinating that many community plans blend a permit system with traditional rules about hunting and butchering. Indigenous communities may accept western management methods if they are familiar with them and can incorporate them into existing frameworks. If scientists or managers propose management tools, they need to frame them in the language and cultural understandings of the key stakeholder communities.

Scientists and managers may negotiate soundly based alternative management tools with Indigenous communities. However, if these fail through poor implementation, communities will dismiss them and, potentially, the science behind the tools. In the mid 1980s, the Australian government established a large dugong sanctuary in western Torres Strait at my recommendation and after protracted negotiations with local Indigenous communities. But the dugong sanctuary has only been a paper park, never effectively enforced or even advertised outside official documents. Some Traditional Owners in Torres Strait now eschew spatial closures as a management tool even though western scientific knowledge of dugong distribution, hunting practices, and fisheries enforcement in the region indicates that large closures have considerable potential for reducing human impacts on dugongs. Appropriately designed closures could also potentially reinforce traditional conservation practices. Managers should be wary of token interventions; management measures ineffectively implemented over the long-term may foreclose future options.

Conservation biologists are committed to making a difference. We want our science to inform real world outcomes. Unlike environmental managers, researchers are privileged to work on the same problems for long periods enabling us to garner a deep understanding of the factors leading to success or failure of various interventions. In my experience, such understanding is much less valued than technical knowledge, even within well-established advisory processes. Researchers need to document their experiences as well as their scientific findings in language accessible to all stakeholders. They also need to work with managers and key stakeholders to develop ways in which both technical and experiential knowledge can be incorporated into adaptive management.

Helene Marsh (James Cook University, Townsville, Queensland, Australia) received a 2008 Distinguished Service Award from SCB for her involvement in the development of policy and management strategies that promote conservation, work with aboriginal communities to promote sustainability in traditional harvest practices, and research on the basic ecology of endangered species. 
THE SMITH FELLOWS GO TO WASHINGTON, D.C.

by Kristina Rothley (Smith Fellows class of 1999)

For years, a little voice in my head insisted that, although I was performing useful scientific work, it was time to take the next step of communicating with local and federal politicians. At the end of the day, these people sign the laws protecting our natural world and, of equal importance, determine funding for research, technology development, conservation, and incentives. 

But for years, an opposing group of voices have largely kept me away from the policy arena. Here are some of the excerpts from their chatter:

“I just don’t have the time” (the weary voice of a tenure-track professor who is a mother of three)

“It’s like swimming with sharks who know a lot more about being a shark than I do” (the somewhat timid voice that keeps me from trying new things like rock climbing; my apologies to those SCB members who literally have swum with sharks and know they are not the monsters portrayed in popular movies)

“I don’t know anything about politics” (an ignorant voice; many Smith Fellows are active and successful in the policy arena and certainly would be willing to provide guidance, not to mention the numerous publications on the topic)

“Politicians don’t like scientists and don’t care what we say” (the voice whose message was the least correct of all)

But this past autumn came my long overdue shove into the shark tank. After reading an article in Conservation Biology that stated that the final stumbling block in combating our environmental woes is politics, I spent two lecture periods imploring my undergraduate Environmental Issues students to become involved in the politics of the environment. Thank goodness none of the students raised a hand to ask what I was doing to reach out to politicians. Aside from an occasional blistering email regarding whale harvesting or manatee conservation, none of my actions resembled what I was asking of my students. I hardly was leading by example.

So it was with great joy that I learned that a policy training workshop was being organized for the current Smith Fellows from 9-10 January, 2008 in Washington, D.C. The objective of the workshop was to expose Smith Fellows to the political world. Featured speakers represented an extraordinary range of functions and impressively long years of dedication to their work. In addition, each Fellow was asked to arrange meetings with staff members of the Senators and Representatives for their home states. To be honest, this request made me more than a little nervous. But, I was shocked to discover how easy it was to arrange a meeting. A staffer for my Representative answered the telephone on the second ring. I was immediately transferred to the legislative aide responsible for environmental issues, and we arranged our meeting in less than two minutes. I learned that any citizen can meet with these aides and that the aides actually enjoy meeting with constituents because they hear firsthand what is happening in their districts (and of course have an opportunity to tell you the good things that their boss is doing). 

So far, so good. Now it was time to receive the training that would ensure that my meeting with the legislative aide was productive for both of us. On the morning of 9 January, a phenomenal group of individuals working in the policy arena made time to talk to us about their occupations and experience. These diverse speakers came from both non-governmental agencies such as Trout Unlimited and government organizations like the Department of Justice and the U.S. Agency for International Development. They spoke candidly of successes and frustrations. Their extraordinary dedication to establishing policy that promotes the well-being of the environment was apparent and infectious. And to a person, they talked about how important it was for scientists to be directly involved. This came as a shock. I always thought that my job was to help to craft the message, not to be the messenger. And wait a second, isn’t it standard practice to shoot the messenger? Well, now it was time to shine my shoes, pull the dog hair off my coat, and find out.

On Friday morning, our group of Fellows walked to Capitol Hill. Giving a lecture to 200 students does not make me anxious, but the sight of the Capitol’s prominent white dome gave me pause. Again, the morning began with talks by individuals with careers in government offices at the environment / policy interface, such as the House Committee on Natural Resources, the Congressional Research Service, and the House Appropriations Subcommittee on Interior. Each speaker described the personal and professional paths that led to his or her current job. Again, each noted their reliance on scientists in making their decisions and justifying their actions. After lunch and a talk from the former General Counsel for Council on Environmental Quality, we were given a tour of Capitol Hill by a knowledgeable staffer for Congressman Obey (Wisconsin). Then it was time for the Fellows to meet with the staffs of their Representatives and Congressmen. The Fellows provided reports on those meetings, summarized below.

Pete McIntyre (Smith Fellows class of 2007) and Jackie Grant (2004) met with legislative aides from the offices of Michigan’s Senator Carl Levin and Representatives Bart Stupak and John Dingell. They discussed a wide range of issues related to conservation and management of the Great Lakes. Stupak’s staffer seemed especially aware of local conservation issues and regional efforts to secure major funding for Great Lakes conservation. Pete and Jackie also had an interesting discussion with Stupak’s aide about a proposed nickel mine that would affect the areas where both Jackie and Pete work.

Juliann Aukema (2003) and Vickie Bakker (2007) met with a legislative aide for California Representative Lois Capps. They discussed issues related to the Channel Islands and, briefly, invasive species. The meeting was primarily informational, but Juliann and Vickie thought it would be easy to engage with the aide on specific issues in the future.

Juliann Aukema, Vickie Bakker, Myra Finkelstein (2006), and Julia Baum (2007) met with an aide for the Environment and Public Works Committee, which is chaired by California Senator Barbara Boxer. They discussed the aide’s portfolio and climate change. The Fellows thought that the aide would be willing to help them access information and contact appropriate legislators on particular topics of interest. 

Jedediah Brodie (2007) met with a staffer for Montana Senator John Tester, with whom he discussed the impacts of climate change on wildlife in the northern Rocky Mountains. Jedediah offered to serve as a resource if Tester requires any information as background for development of legislation.

Robert McDonald (2006) met with the legislative aide of Massachusetts Representative Michael Capuano for the Transportation Committee. Robert and the aide discussed ways to make federal funding of transportation more compatible with conservation of wildlife (e.g., associated land-use planning, underpasses for bridges). 

Jim Manolis (2003) first met with an attorney and specialist in energy policy who also is a Congressional Fellow working for Minnesota Senator Norm Coleman. They discussed the status and prospects for the Lieberman-Warner Climate Change Security Bill. Coleman’s fellow was quite interested to learn that John Fitzgerald, SCB’s policy director, is working on a detailed analysis of the bill. Jim noted that SCB’s Minnesota Chapter will be following the climate change bill and other related legislation closely. Jim then met with a legislative correspondent for Minnesota Senator Amy Klobuchar. Jim provided a copy of comments on the Farm Bill that were developed by the Minnesota Chapter and endorsed by the North America Section and discussed several key comments related to native prairie, wetlands, conservation reserve programs, and biofuels.  

Bob Hilderbrand (1999) met with an aide for Maryland Representative Roscoe Bartlett. Bartlett’s office has begun interacting with one of Bob’s fellow faculty members regarding the ecological effects of wind turbines.

Katherine Smith (2006) met with an aide from Rhode Island Representative Patrick Kennedy’s office with whom she discussed importation of live animals into the United States and the potential for improved regulation. Kennedy sits on the Natural Resources and Appropriations committees, which are concerned with these issues.

I met with an aide for Pennsylvania Representative Jim Gerlach to talk about research on transportation and farm land conservation conducted by students in my undergraduate class on Environmental Issues. Gerlach visited my class in April 2008.

My sincerest thanks to the organizers of this excellent workshop, to all the presenters, and to the staff of the Representatives and Senators with whom we met. My mind is swimming with ideas, and I still feel the excitement of that march we made together up to “the Hill.” With the growing knowledge of the global-scale impacts of humans on the environment comes an anxious sense of urgency. Not only is it easier than I expected to deliver this message directly to our lawmakers, but they are interested to hear from scientists. I will share the lessons learned at this workshop with all of my students, and hope to continue my own forays into the shark tank. 

For more information on the Smith Fellows Program, please visit www.smithfellows.org or contact Shonda Foster (sfoster@conbio.org).

SCB’S EXECUTIVE OFFICE RELOCATES

In late April, SCB moved its Executive Office from Arlington, Virginia to Washington, D.C. Our new address and telephone number are

Society for Conservation Biology

1017 O Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20001-4229, USA  

1 202 234-4133

Telephone extensions, FAX number, and email addresses will remain the same. We welcome visits from our members. Many thanks to The Nature Conservancy for their support and hospitality in Arlington over the years.
POLICY UPDATE: RAISING THE PH(D) LEVEL OF WASHINGTON, D.C.
In the movie Mr. Smith Goes to Washington, a seemingly naïve new senator learns the tricks of the trade and exercises his right to speak up for what is correct, even if it means stopping the work of the entire United States Senate by speaking around the clock.  

As reported on page 1, in January 2008, the David H. Smith Conservation Research Fellows convened in Washington, D.C. for a policy workshop and visits with Congressional staff. In March, the Fellows were followed by SCB’s Board of Governors, who conducted a second wave of strategic visits that coincided with one of the busiest days in the U.S. presidential primary election season. We did not stop the Senate, although we might have slowed it down a bit while some senior staff listened carefully.

First, some of the Executive Office staff joined about half of SCB’s Board of Governors, representing local chapters and all but the Europe and Marine Sections, in an afternoon briefing on working with the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) and the executive branch in a time of transition. The briefing was conducted by Jim Hester, USAID’s director of environmental programs and compliance. The briefing was followed by a reception for friends of SCB’s policy program from Congress, non-governmental organizations, and current and former executive branch officials.  

Senator Joe Biden, chair of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, sent his senior counsel, committee staffer, and personal office environmental aide to host us in the formal Foreign Relations Committee Room in the Capitol building. As representatives of SCB’s Africa, Asia, Austral and Neotropical America, and Australasia Sections described the environmental issues with the greatest impact on their regions, staffers asked questions and outlined steps the committee had taken and expects to take. These actions range from reforming development assistance to shaping climate legislation and negotiations.

In mid March, the leaders of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee issued a letter to all committee members announcing their intention to become deeply involved in the climate negotiations. The committee leaders plan to hold hearings and briefings, issue a staff-written report for the committee, and consider carefully a potential administration proposal for an international clean technology fund. Several organizations, including SCB, already have sent representatives to meet with both majority and minority committee staff about these activities.

We spent an hour with Senator Obama’s environmental aides in the Senator’s own office. We were impressed with the scientific understanding of Obama’s senior aide, who previously worked for the Animal Plant Health Inspection Service, as we discussed invasive species. Obama’s staff, in turn, noted their favorable impression of the way that SCB’s Sections, local chapters, and Executive Office are organized to promote mutual support, encourage diversity, and bring both global perspectives and detailed knowledge to bear on numerous conservation issues. 

Despite the efforts of board member and Arizona resident Tom Sisk, we were unable to schedule a meeting with Senator McCain’s office. We are planning a follow up visit in the near future to ensure balance across political parties in our meetings.

We also met with an aide to Senator Clinton who had been detailed from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. New York native and Africa Section board member Ron Abrams, who had made the appointment, helped to lead an effective discussion. In meetings with both Obama’s and Clinton’s staff we briefly reviewed the five major policy issue areas for SCB and a few of our recent activities in these areas. We also conveyed a letter, endorsed by the North America Section, on conservation issues in agriculture.

Streamlined Policy Approval Process
In order to encourage policy work by SCB’s Sections and chapters, the Board of Governors indicated its support of a new process that sets timetables for approval and reduces external review time for statements based on information published in Conservation Biology, other peer-reviewed journals, or other SCB publications. Members of the North America Section, Policy Committee, Social Science Working Group, and SCB’s Policy Director worked together to achieve board consensus on the process, which is posted at www.conbio.org/resources/policy.

Both Treadmill and Grindstone
We have made progress on some policy fronts, but legislative activity in Washington, D.C. is slowing down in some areas. The last months of any presidency tend to be characterized by Congress waiting for a new executive and the executive waiting until Congress is in recess before launching a final surge of policy initiatives. These initiatives often are ambitious and politically difficult because an outgoing administration can afford to take risks and may wish to leave its mark on policy. We are doing our best to anticipate and prepare for such actions.

Defending the Integrity of Science
As reported in the February 2008 newsletter, Mike Kelly, a whistle-blowing former government biologist, and Dominick DellaSala testified in hearings before the House Natural Resources Committee on what appeared to be political interference in the scientific process required under the U.S. Endangered Species Act. For example, in 2007, scientists from SCB, The Wildlife Society, and the American Ornithologists’ Union determined in parallel reviews that the government had not used the best available scientific and commercial data in developing its draft recovery plan for the Northern Spotted Owl.  

In January 2008, Kelly, DellaSala, other SCB members, and SCB’s Policy Director briefed investigators of the Government Accountability Office and the Inspector General’s office [see SCB Newsletter 15(1):7], whose inquiries began at the request of the Natural Resources Committee and several concerned Congressional leaders. SCB recently helped to draft a letter sent to the Senate by a large group of organizations in which we requested not only hearings on interference with the integrity of science but information from federal agencies on interim protections for natural resources that have been the subject of politically-motivated management decisions. We also met with staff of the Natural Resources Committee in mid April to help plan a potential follow-up hearing.

Mike Kelly, Dominick DellaSala, and others will join us for a policy workshop on 13 July at SCB’s annual meeting. Francesca Grifo, director of the scientific integrity program of the Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS), will lead a symposium on the politicization of endangered species science later in the week.

Informal Consortium of Science Policy Officers
SCB continues to work with UCS and with policy officers of other professional scientific organizations to share information and explore how we can support each other’s efforts. We recently examined potential remedies related to stringent interpretation of a criminal conflict of interest statute (18 U.S.C. Section 218) by the departments of the Interior and Agriculture. It is currently extremely difficult for federally employed scientists to serve on the boards of directors of scientific societies. Service is distinct from a fairly common requirement that individuals disclose potential conflicts of interest or recuse themselves from discussing or voting on actions or decisions with which they may have a conflict. Our informal consortium is working with members of the Government Affairs committees of both houses of Congress to examine how the situation might be corrected. The Office of Government Ethics agrees that the current interpretation may be excessive, but it does not have authority to direct the departments to revise their policies.

Advances in Climate Change Policy
Climate change is an exception to the recent lulls in some aspects of policy activity. In early June, California Senator Barbara Boxer is expected to bring her major climate bill, S. 2191, to the Senate floor for potential amendment and possible passage. In the meantime, diverse interest groups and senators are proposing and considering changes to the draft bill.

John Dingell, chair of the Energy and Commerce Committee and a veteran of fifty years in Congress, recently called climate change one of the most complicated legislative issues he has experienced during his tenure. Dingell’s staff have prepared several white papers on different aspects of climate change based on input from many organizations, including SCB. Approximately a dozen committees have jurisdiction over aspects of climate change on domestic and global fronts. 

Among the issues still to be addressed fully in any bill are conservation and restoration of forests and agricultural practices that may help mitigate climate change. Management of these systems affects absorption, sequestration, and conversion of carbon and other greenhouse gases. Opinions vary on how existing laws like the Clean Air Act (whose regulatory authority over carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases was recently confirmed by the Supreme Court), Endangered Species Act, and National Environmental Policy Act should be applied in the context of climate change. In mid April, it was disclosed that the Bush Administration was considering whether to issue principles for legislation to avoid regulatory complexity that may result from application of such laws to proposals for facilities that are likely to emit substantial quantities of greenhouse gases.  

Some political leaders know that scientific understanding of climate change is developing rapidly. For example, Congressman Rush Holt asked visiting members of the Board of Governors about the role of soils and soil organisms in relation to climate change. Two Board members responded that they are reviewing studies on that issue and would share their reviews as soon as possible. In the House, several committees and caucuses are reviewing approaches to minimizing and mitigating climate change that may rely more heavily than earlier proposals on energy efficiency, use of renewable resources, and forest restoration worldwide.

Advances and Updates on Policy Action Areas

Farm Bill negotiations continue to be roiled by news of surging commodity prices and high levels of global deforestation. As a result, there is less demand for core subsidies for U.S. grain farmers and an increased need to retain conservation measures, such as a ban on importation of illegally harvested wood products (which is in the Senate bill), in the final version of the bill to be passed by both houses.  

Two leaders in protection of biological security have confirmed their participation in the 13 July policy workshop. They also will join us in discussing how SCB can work more effectively with the executive branch and Congress. Dinah Bear recently retired as Chief Counsel at the Council on Environmental Quality after serving 25 years under Republican and Democratic administrations. Dean Wilkinson recently retired from leading the Department of Commerce’s Interagency Invasive Species Task Force; he also led efforts by the conservation community to strengthen the Marine Mammal Protection Act in 1988. Jim Barrett, Chief Executive Officer of Redefining Progress, which helped to develop California’s global warming law, also has confirmed his participation.

SCB’s policy expertise is being requested more each day. Please consider learning how you can increase our society’s policy capacity and, if you wish, become more engaged in policy issues of your own greatest interest. Sign up for the 13 July workshop, subscribe to the policy listserv (http://list.conbio.org/mailman/listinfo/policy), and visit the policy Web site for weekly news and updates. 

John Fitzgerald
SCB’S BOARD REVISITS STRATEGIC PLAN, MAKES DECISIONS ON MAJOR ACTIVITIES

The Board of Governors of the Society for Conservation Biology convened 1-2 March 2008 at the U.S. National Conservation Training Center in Shepherdstown, West Virginia, USA. The focus of the meeting was an assessment of implementation of SCB’s 2006-2010 Strategic Plan. A report by Loyal Mehrhoff (past member of SCB’s Board of Governors) and Ann Dederer, a consultant assisting SCB in this assessment, will be presented formally to the Board at its July 2008 meeting. Preliminary assessment suggests that we have implemented approximately 70% of the goals and made substantial progress on approximately half of the 29 objectives outlined in the strategic plan. The greatest successes have been in the strategic areas of policy, education, and impact and reputation. The greatest shortcomings have been in the strategic area of conservation management. The Board discussed a number of potential frameworks and actions to increase our success in achieving objectives related to conservation management.

SCB has purchased an office building in downtown Washington, D.C. at a cost of US$1.185 million. We have a 6.15% mortgage for ten years. Rent of one of the building’s offices may generate income equivalent to approximately 25% of the mortgage payments. 

Committees. There was strong support for a suggestion by the Awards Committee to dedicate one or two of SCB’s annual Distinguished Service Awards to recognize early-career conservation professionals. At the 2008 annual meeting, SCB Secretary Paul Beier will propose Terms of Reference for a new ad hoc committee on “greening” SCB. The goal of this committee will be to ensure that SCB fully offsets all of its greenhouse gas emissions (including but not limited to annual meetings) and to reduce the ecological footprint of all SCB operations, purchases, and activities.

Board discussion resulted in a proposal to realign SCB’s committees. Specific committees will have primary responsibility for each of the six goals in SCB’s Strategic Plan, and that committee or a member of SCB’s Executive Office staff will be charged with reporting annually on progress toward that goal. For example, SCB President Georgina Mace indicated her intention to establish an ad hoc Science Committee with a focus on increasing the relevance of conservation science to management. Formal action, which may require amendments to Terms of Reference for the relevant committees or changes to SCB’s bylaws, was deferred to the annual meeting. 

Sections and Working Groups. In response to requests from leaders of SCB’s Regional Sections, the Governance Committee will consult with the Executive Office and legal counsel to develop a draft guidance document on legal and financial autonomy of the Sections. SCB will retain the right to dissolve Section Boards, to specify how to maintain relationships between the global society and the Sections when seats on Section Boards are vacant (e.g., because a Section election was not held in timely fashion), to oversee relationships between the global society and staff hired by Sections, and to ensure that Section bank accounts are transparent and comply with United States law. The Board will consider the draft guidance document at its meeting in July 2008.

The Social Science Working Group was reauthorized, and the charter of the Religion and Conservation Working Group was approved. The Board voted to allow the Working Group on Ecological Economics and Sustainability Science to continue to operate with provisional status. The Working Group was encouraged to reapply for reauthorization at the next scheduled Board meeting. 

Meetings. The Board voted to hold the 2010 annual meeting in Edmonton, Alberta, Canada, and the 2012 annual meeting in Europe (location to be determined). (Recall that the 2009 and 2011 annual meetings will be held in Beijing, China and a to-be-determined location in Australasia, respectively.)

2008 ELECTION RESULTS

The following individuals were elected to the Board of Governors in the 2008 general election. A total of 479 ballots were received. The new Board members will begin their terms of office after the 2008 annual meeting in Chattanooga, Tennessee. 

Secretary: Paula Kahumbu

Treasurer: David Johns

Local chapters: Fiona Nagle

Humanities: Kate Christen
GLOBAL ASSESSMENT OF KEY QUESTIONS FOR CONSERVATION POLICY AND PRACTICE 

We are conducting a workshop, funded by the United Kingdom Natural Environment Research Council (NERC) and Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra), to identify global questions in conservation of key importance to policy and practice. These questions can be ecological, social, or economic. The preparatory activities and workshop will be patterned after a similar effort for the United Kingdom in 2006 (see Journal of Applied Ecology 43:617-627, www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2006.01188.x) that has had a wide impact among policy makers and academics in the United Kingdom. 

SCB is heavily involved in this exercise. We welcome suggestions for questions from all SCB members, especially conservation practitioners. Questions should be framed such that a factual answer is possible, at least in theory. For example, the question “How much wood is conserved by providing fuel efficient stoves?” is preferable to “Should low income households be provided with fuel efficient stoves?” Questions also should be amenable to answers developed by teams of researchers and practitioners. That is, the organizers wish to avoid questions such as “What are the major conservation issues and the most effective solutions?”

Unless otherwise requested, questions will be incorporated as online material with the name and affiliation of the submitter. Please send your input either to me (w.sutherland@zoo.cam.ac.uk) or to the representative of your SCB group. 

Africa: Delali Dovie, delali@gecko.wits.ac.za

Asia: Lu Zhi, luzhi@pku.edu.cn

Austral and Neotropical America: Gerardo Ceballos Gonzalez, gceballo@miranda.ecologia.unam.mx

Australasia: Craig Morley, cmorley@doc.govt.nz

Europe: Andrew Pullin, a.s.pullin@bangor.ac.uk

Marine: Chris Parsons ecm-parsons@earthlink.net

North America: Erica Fleishman, fleishman@nceas.ucsb.edu

Freshwater: Ken Vance-Borland, ken.vance-borland@oregonstate.edu

Social Science: Mike Mascia, Michael.Mascia@wwfus.org

These representatives also will be contacting the Section members directly. Other participants include representatives from many of the major global conservation organizations. The group’s work will result in a manuscript that we will submit to Conservation Biology.

I hope that this will be a useful and interesting exercise and thank you for any suggestions. 

William Sutherland, University of Cambridge, UK
REMINDER: SHORT COURSES AT SCB’S 2008 ANNUAL MEETING

Please remember that four short courses will be offered at the 2008 annual meeting in Chattanooga: 

The role of the social sciences in conservation planning

Targeting behavior: designing conservation behavior change programs

Technical support for needs assessment and curriculum design and implementation in conservation biology

Making your data more valuable: the importance of metadata from a conservation management perspective

You can enroll in the courses when you register for the meeting (www.conbio.org/2008).

TIDES, OPPORTUNITIES, AND CONSERVATION

by David Johns
“There is a tide in the affairs of men,” Shakespeare wrote, “which, when taken at the flood, leads on to fortune; omitted, all the voyage of their lives is bound in shallows and miseries.” He was on to something. The political landscape is in part shaped by such tides. For example, in the early 1970s, the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna was ratified and the United States passed numerous environmental laws such as the Endangered Species Act, Coastal Zone Management Act, and Clean Air Act. There are many reasons to think another high tide is near. 

Of course political opportunities, whatever the tide, do not transform themselves into good legislation, better leaders, major cultural shifts, or new power relations. Opportunities must be recognized, understood, and acted on with skill, resolve, perseverance, and adequate resources. 

Countries with routinized politics are typified by entrenched elites, bureaucratic inertia or byzantine legislative processes, so change is usually incremental. Failed leadership or policies are usually not enough to precipitate change failing attractive alternatives with sufficient backing (Wallace 1956, 1970; Ingram and Fraser 2006). Social scientists have long noted the clustering or pulses of change in societies, whether expressed in major legislation, new dominant cultural paradigms, or altered social relationships (e.g., Goldstone 1980, Berry 1991, Fischer 1996, Berry et al. 1998, Thompson 2000). The factors that generate opportunities also cluster: crises, the mobilization of new groups or states and the relative decline of others, new knowledge that leads to reconceptualization of problems and solutions (e.g., Kreisi 2004, Baumgartner 2006), or simpler events, such as the outcome of litigation [related to regional enforcement of the U.S. Endangered Species Act, for example (Davis 2006)]. 

Although these factors play different roles in different regime types (Koopmans 2004), political-economic cycles may explain much of this temporal unevenness: long cycles of price inflation-deflation, replacement of infrastructure and technology, and shorter growth cycles (Berry 1991). The price-infrastructure-technology investment cycles are approximately 55 years between peaks or troughs. Nested within one of these cycles (termed a K-wave after economist Nicholas Kondratieff) are two growth cycles, the first approximating the rising price phase (20-25 years) and the second synchronic with the decline (25-30 years). Picture the two humps of Camelus bactrianus superimposed on the one hump of Camelus dromedarious. When price troughs and growth troughs coincide, economic conditions are typically termed a depression or recession. However, like oceanic tides, K-waves are not synchronous across all economies but vary with political interventions, the size of the economy, and levels of integration into the global economy. K-waves are also subject to longer-range situations such as war and the rapid growth of regional economies. 

Recessions are harbingers of political opportunity, notwithstanding their moderation via state intervention. In the United States, shifts from conservative to liberal leadership (not to be conflated with which political party holds power) typify recession. High inflation combined a growth trough typically heralds a shift from liberal to conservative rule. The shift away from an elite faction dominated by resource extraction interests (Phillips 2006) only presents an opportunity. Only concerted efforts by conservationists in the electoral process will result in the connections and favors that can be parlayed into policy gains.

The same aspects of conservative rule that encourage realignment of non-elite voters to choose an alternate elite coalition also increase the availability of people for grassroots political action. Grassroots action calls for and brings about cultural change and contributes to reshaping the political agenda. Grassroots movements are invigorated in part by the perception that resources are available to solve problems and by a social willingness to look at new solutions. Taking advantage of the potential for grassroots action requires investment in real mobilization, such as the South African movement against apartheid. Check writers, postcard signers, and long membership rolls of the marginally committed do not generate significant policy change. Success also hinges on aggressive coalition building, hard bargaining, and advancing a strong rather than a timid agenda. 

Another opportunity is provided by the downturn phase of the price-investment-technology cycle (e.g., 1981-2008). During this period, profits come under pressure from market saturation and volatility, which increases the intensity of technological research and development (and speculation in “economic technologies” like subprime mortgages). Based on this research and development, some technologies and associated infrastructure becomes the subject of major investments. A subset become highly profitable and are widely adopted, fueling the next upswing in prices and growth. Once a cluster of innovations is adopted it cannot be derailed. 

Many groups play a role in these investment decisions: business people trying to protect their industries and innovators trying to create new industries, investment bankers and fund managers seeking higher returns, and governments responding to pressure or campaign contributions. Venture capitalists may be the single most important gate-keeping group (Berry 1991). And they are the most open to conservationist influence because they are inclined to look at a broader range of factors in making decisions, including their own passions. Conservationists have some connections with venture capitalists--those who have come forward to support conservation. Influencing even a few of these people can create ripples that affect the decisions of others and possibly lessen future human demands on the natural world. As David Ehrenfeld pointed out in 1979, technology will not halt anthropogenic extinctions. But some technologies have lesser impact than others on the natural world. Technological and infrastructure decisions made by high-income nations also have the potential, when combined with policy changes in how technology is shared, to diminish the environmental impact of rapidly growing economies and perhaps to diminish the spike in resource wars that have accompanied growth and price upswings in the past (Goldstein 1988).  

Whatever role SCB members play in conservation, awareness of opportunities is prerequisite to taking advantage of those opportunities. When the train is heading down the tracks not much can be done about its direction. But when the train pulls into the station it’s possible to change tracks. To miss such an opportunity would be tragic. 

David Johns, Portland State University, johnsd@pdx.edu
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UPDATES FROM REGIONAL SECTIONS AND WORKING GROUPS

AFRICA

Communications and Mentoring Program Update

The Africa Section’s Communications and Mentoring Programme, established with support from the MacArthur Foundation, aims to coach young African conservation biologists through research work, writing theses or dissertations, writing manuscripts for publication in peer-reviewed journals, and development of grant proposals.

The program was launched at SCB’s 2007 annual meeting in South Africa. Ten mentees were selected from across Africa, with special focus on Albertine Rift nations and young women. Mentors were selected on the basis of their academic profile and years of experience. 

Mentors used electronic communication to guide their mentees through a seven month period. A framework was developed by the Programme Coordination Unit to assist both the mentors and the mentees. Questionnaires also were administered to mentees and mentors at different stages to monitor and evaluate the impact of the program. After four months of intensive mentoring, draft manuscripts and research proposals written by mentees were forwarded to independent reviewers. Reviewers’ comments were used to revise the documents.

Toward the end of this first phase of the program, the Section’s board decided to provide a travel grant to attend SCB’s 2008 annual meeting to a mentee with an outstanding manuscript or proposal. A selection committee was established to assess mentees based on a priori and objective scientific criteria. Bright Boye Kumordzi emerged the winner for his manuscript “Elephant population survey in Digya National Park, Ghana.” He used a systematic segmented track line design and dung-count surveys to determine the distribution and densities of the Digya elephant population in the park. 

Feedback from the questionnaires underscores the importance of the program to career development of aspiring young African conservation biologists. The program also has potential to be integrated with the activities of SCB’s Student Affairs Committee.

We hope to place 20 new mentees before the 2008 annual meeting. We therefore solicit potential mentees, mentors, and independent reviewers. Please contact Ademola Ajagbe (babademo2001@yahoo.com) to volunteer or for more information about the program.

Ademola Ajagbe
AUSTRALIA
A Web-based facility for recording natural history observations of New Zealand is now available at www.nzbrn.org.nz/

The journal Pacific Conservation Biology has a new Web address: http://pcb.murdoch.edu.au. The old address redirects to this new location. 

The Section seeks a host for our regional meeting in December 2009. Please contact Craig Morley (cmorley@doc.govt.nz) for more information.

The Nature of Northern Australia

The future of northern Australia has become an issue of national and international prominence. As awareness of climate change and changing weather have increased, so have difficult debates about the future agricultural role of northern Australia and the future of the region’s remote indigenous communities. At the same time, new research suggests that northern Australia is of global importance for conservation of savanna and rain forests, but patterns of land management continue to precipitate extinctions.

During the next few years, decisions will be made for northern Australia that not only will have major long-term impacts on the region’s environment and its people but are likely to be of global significance.

Four Australian scientists--John Woinarski, Brendan Mackey, Henry Nix, and Barry Traill--have finished a landmark study on the environment of northern Australia. Their work describes and discusses mechanisms that underlie the region’s natural history. They also suggest paths forward that may be sustainable for both the region’s human inhabitants and its biological diversity. The full study is available at http://epress.anu.edu.au/titles/all_titles.html#N

Nicola Nelson
EUROPE

In February the Board of the Europe Section met at the IUCN Regional Office for Europe in Brussels. During this busy and productive meeting we reviewed the Section’s activities in 2007, developed a work plan for 2008, and dedicated a day to preparation for the second European Congress of Conservation Biology (ECCB), Conservation biology and beyond: from science to practice. The ECCB will be held 1-5 September 2009 at the Czech University of Life Sciences in Prague. Visit www.eccb2009.org for details. The deadline for submission of proposals for symposia and workshops is 31 August 2008.

During the board meeting we filled the committee chairs that were vacated when three board members finished their terms of office at the end of 2007. We are pleased to announce that Gábor Lövei was elected as chair of the membership committee. In 2008, Gábor will work closely with Javier Bustamante, the Section’s elections officer, to become familiar with this new role; Javier’s term of office expires at the end of 2008. Nuria Selva, already an active member of the policy committee, was elected as chair of that group. Vassiliki Kati became chair of the education committee. 

The committees have been active since the board meeting. The communications committee has been preparing new Section marketing materials, including a poster and a flyer. The committee also has been working with the Local Organizing Committee of the ECCB to produce marketing materials for the congress. Please contact Europe@conbio.org if you can help distribute or display marketing materials. 

The education committee has been preparing for the launch of an undergraduate conservation biology summer school in Greece in September. More details about this exciting new venture for the Section will be announced in the coming weeks. 

The work of the policy committee recently led to the Section’s resubmission of the Bialowieza Resolution to the new Polish Minister of Environment, Maciek Nowicki. The resolution (available at www.conbio.org/sections/europe/Policy/BialowiezaResolution.pdf) was first submitted in 2003, when Poland was not yet a member of the European Union. Now, Bialowieza Forest in eastern Poland, the last primeval lowland forest in Europe, is a Natura 2000 site. However, most of its area (82%) is still logged commercially. The resolution expresses a desire for enhanced protection of the forest as a treasure of biological diversity in Europe and a reference point for scientific research and conservation.

The Section board continues to work to enhance the profile and reputation of the Section among practitioners, academics, and government administrators at both the national level and the European level. While we were in Brussels we had the opportunity to meet with Ladislav Miko, Director of the Protecting the Natural Environment section of the Directorate General for the Environment in the European Commission. Our productive meeting led to SCB’s involvement in the commission’s Economics of the Global Loss of Biological Diversity project. We hope to develop and build on this relationship in the future.

The Section will have an exhibit in the “Plaza of Diversity” at the upcoming Convention on Biodiversity in Bonn (27-30 May) to promote SCB, the Section, and the ECCB. If you are attending this meeting, please visit the exhibit and introduce yourself to Barbara Mihók, the Europe Section Coordinator.

Once again the board encourages the participation of Section members in our diverse activities. We look forward to meeting with Section members during the 2008 annual meeting in Tennessee. Please contact us (europe@conservationbiology.org) with any questions or comments. 

Owen Nevin
MARINE
The call for contributions for the first stand-alone meeting of SCB’s Marine Section is now open. Please visit www.conbio.org/IMCC for more details and let others know about opportunities to contribute and volunteer.

First call for symposia, workshops, and break-out sessions: 3 April - 1 June 2008, decisions by 15 July 

Second call for 1500 word submissions: 1 August - 15 September 2008, decisions by 30 October

First call for contributed papers and posters: 1 September - 15 October 2008, decisions by 30 November

Second call for 1500 word submissions for oral presentations: 1 December 2008 - 15 January 2009, decisions by 1 February

The Freshwater Working Group and the Marine Section are sponsoring a social event at the Tennessee Aquarium in Chattanooga on Monday, 14 July at 7:00 P.M. Refreshments will be available. The city of Chattanooga’s free electric shuttles run from hotels to the aquarium.

Phaedra Doukakis
NORTH AMERICA
The Section recently held elections for four positions on its Board of Directors. Dominick DellaSala was elected President Elect. Carlos Carroll, Jodi Hilty, and Colleen Cassady St. Clair were elected as members at large. The terms of office of these four new board members will begin immediately after SCB’s 2008 annual meeting.

FRESHWATER WORKING GROUP
Events at the 2008 Annual Meeting

All are invited to join us for the following events in Chattanooga.

Joint Freshwater Working Group-Freshwater Mussel Conservation Society field trip to the Duck River, a global hotspot of freshwater biological diversity. Sunday, 13 July. 

Freshwater Working Group members’ meeting. Monday, 14 July, 12:00 noon. Location will be printed in the meeting program. Please bring your lunch and join us.

Freshwater Working Group-Marine Section social. Monday, 14 July, 7:00 P.M., at the Tennessee Aquarium.

Proposed Activities, 2008-2010

Our application to SCB’s Board of Governors for reauthorization of the working group included the following list of proposed activities for the coming three years.

-- Work on a real-world freshwater conservation problem to contribute not only to solving the specific problem but also to developing methods that have broader, transferable applications.

-- Participate in SCB policy development

-- Develop a freshwater conservation course for the Network of Conservation Educators and Practitioners

-- Develop a “virtual exchange program” to link courses in freshwater ecology and conservation across the globe

-- Develop a Google Maps page showing the locations and activities of our members

-- Continue posting citations for recent freshwater papers to the FreshWater listserv and the working group’s Web site.

-- Organize activities at annual meetings, meetings of other SCB groups, and meetings of other organizations.

-- Complete our strategic planning

-- Recruit new members

-- Secure grant funding to support and expand our activities

FreshWater List
Join the FreshWater email list at http://list.conbio.org/mailman/listinfo/freshwater/. The traffic is low, and the postings about freshwater conservation issues, publications, jobs, resources, and more are diverse and informative.

Ken Vance-Borland

SOCIAL SCIENCE WORKING GROUP
Social Science Expert Directory
The Social Science Working Group encourages all SCB social scientists to join its new Conservation Social Science Expert Directory. The online directory is designed to foster communication and collaboration among conservation social scientists, between social scientists and natural scientists, and between researchers and practitioners. Through its user-friendly search tool, the directory provides easy access to the wealth of professional expertise within the conservation social science community. Users may search for conservation social scientists by name, location, degree information, discipline, geographic area of expertise, conservation and social science specialty, and research terms. 

Interested in sharing your knowledge with conservation professionals around the world? Join the Directory! www.conbio.org/WorkingGroups/SSWG/network/dirindex.cfm.

Working Group Reauthorized
SCB’s Board of Governors voted on 2 March, 2008 to reauthorize the Social Science Working Group for an additional three years. Accordingly, the SCB Executive Office will continue to support the ~675 working group members by providing support for our listserv, email, and Web site; marketing materials; membership tracking; and other forms of technical and administrative assistance. After completion of the three-year term, the working group must apply for reauthorization for another three years.

2008 Working Group Board Elections
The working group soon will hold elections for four board seats: economics representative, political science representative, and two at large representatives. Individuals elected to board seats will are responsible for chairing a working group committee, facilitating participation of their disciplinary colleagues in SCB activities, and supporting the working group’s mission, vision, and goals. Please vote--make your voice heard!

Nejem Raheem

WORKING GROUP FOR ECOLOGICAL ECONOMICS AND SUSTAINABILITY SCIENCE
2008 Annual Meeting
Corey Peet (working group secretary) and member Jon Rosales have organized a symposium for SCB’s 2008 annual meeting, Economic Growth and Biodiversity: The Elemental Arguments. The symposium will serve as primer on the conflict between economic growth and conservation of biological diversity and will address major impasses in people’s minds about this conflict.  The symposium will feature speakers who are leading scholars in the field and who are writing articles on the same theme for an upcoming special section in Conservation Biology. 

The working group will also hold a members’ meeting that will feature an interactive discussion session on how SCB can inform policy on economic growth.  The session will specifically feature the working group’s draft position on economic growth.

Board Elections
Six positions on the working group’s board will be open for the next election cycle, which will occur around the time of the SCB annual meeting. The open positions are Chair Elect, Indian Chair, Student Chair, Marine Chair, North American Chair, and Secretary.

Rob Dietz
ANNOUNCEMENTS

New Online Journal
The Center for Biodiversity and Conservation (CBC) at the American Museum of Natural History is pleased to announce the launch of its new online journal, Lessons in Conservation (LinC). LinC is the official publication of the Network of Conservation Educators and Practitioners (NCEP), a collaborative project of the American Museum of Natural History and a number of institutions and individuals around the world. NCEP is designed to develop the capacity necessary to sustain the world’s biological and cultural diversity.

Teaching modules contained in LinC can include synthesis documents summarizing a conservation-related topic, field or laboratory exercises with accompanying solutions, and relevant short case studies with teaching notes illustrating particular themes from NCEP modules. All modules include current, peer-reviewed content, are designed to facilitate active approaches to teaching, and are selected from among the modules developed by NCEP (http://ncep.amnh.org). Topics included in this inaugural issue include

An introduction to marine conservation biology

Assessing threats in conservation planning and management

Ecosystem loss and fragmentation

Forest fragmentation and its effects on biological diversity: a mapping exercise

Biodiversity conservation and Integrated Conservation and Development Projects (ICDPs)

LinC is available in electronic format at http://ncep.amnh.org/linc. The second issue of LinC should be ready for downloading by the middle of 2008. Downloading materials from the LinC Web site and the NCEP teachers’ Web site is easy and is free of charge for educators. For more information about NCEP, its modules, details on workshops and training events, and ways to get involved please visit http://ncep.amnh.org.  

Funding Opportunities
The U.S. National Science Foundation (NSF) has announced a new funding opportunity to improve undergraduate education in biology. NSF seeks to support networks that will catalyze positive changes in undergraduate education in biology. Application of new technologies to enhance pedagogy, increased use of inquiry based learning, enhancement of curricula with ideas from the frontiers of science, and building research into curricula to motivate the next generation of scientists all may benefit from increased collaboration among those who develop and offer undergraduate biology curricula. Research Coordination Networks-Undergraduate Biology Education (RCN-UBE), a new track within NSF’s existing RCN program, will provide opportunities to join biology and education researchers and practitioners in networks that enhance the exchange of ideas and innovative practices related to biology. The Dear Colleague letter can be viewed at www.nsf.gov/pubs/2008/nsf08035/nsf08035.jsp. The target due date for proposals for the current round of funding is 30 June 2008.

The Dennis Raveling Scholarship for Waterfowl Research is awarded annually to a student(s) with a desire to pursue a career in waterfowl or wetlands ecology. Awards are based on the candidate’s resolve, academic achievement, and project merit. Candidates must be pursuing an advanced degree in wildlife, zoology, botany, ecology, or another pertinent biological science. Applicants should submit a one-page proposal summary for an original research or management project and be prepared to submit a detailed project proposal if requested. Two awards will be given this year, one of US$2000 and one of US$1000. Along with the proposal summary, submit a resume, statement of interest, letter from a faculty member indicating willingness to sponsor the candidate and detailing any requirements (e.g., final report or thesis) for receiving university credit, and contact information for two references. Application deadline is 31 October 2008. Send applications to Nicole Chavez, California Waterfowl Association, 4630 Northgate Blvd., Suite 150, Sacramento, California 95834, USA, nicole_berset@calwaterfowl.org.

Meetings
The International EcoHealth Forum 2008, EcoHealth: Healthy Environments, Healthy People, will be held 1-5 December in Mérida, México. The forum is hosted by the National Institute of Public Health of México in collaboration with the International Development Research Centre, International Association for Ecology and Health, Oswaldo Cruz Foundation, Brazil, Institute of Ecological Research, Brazil, and the University of São Paulo, Brazil. The forum will promote research, theory, and practice around the world to consolidate the growing community of researchers, policy-makers, and civil society representatives. It will generate a better understanding of the holistic links between ecosystems and human health and the identification of pathways for more sustainable action and interventions. The role of transdisciplinary approaches towards discovery and sustainable solutions will be emphasized throughout. For more information or to submit an abstract, visit www.ecohealth2008.org or contact Jamie Grace Engle, ecohealth2008@insp.mx.

The 2009 joint meeting of the Wilson Ornithological Society and Association of Field Ornithologists will be held 8-12 April 2009 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, USA. The meeting will be hosted by the National Aviary and Powdermill Nature Reserve. Abstract submission will open in the third quarter of 2008 and a meeting Web site will be online by the middle of 2008. Ideas for workshops and symposia are currently being accepted. For more information contact Todd Katzner, Department of Conservation and Field Research, National Aviary, 700 Arch St., Allegheny Commons West, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 16212, USA, 1 412 323-7235 x210, todd.katzner@aviary.org.

CALL FOR 2009 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 biological resources. The intent 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. 

Please send nominations for the 2009 LaRoe Award by 1 October 2008 to J. Michael Scott, Department of Fish and Wildlife, P.O. Box 44-1141, Room 103, University of Idaho, Moscow, Idaho 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. At least two letters of support for nominees also should be submitted. Nominators also may use the form provided for Distinguished Service Awards.

Distinguished Service Awards
SCB annually presents awards for distinguished service in any field associated with conservation biology to individuals or institutions from academia, government, and other affiliations. Nominations are solicited from all conservation professionals. 

Beginning in 2009, SCB seeks to honor an outstanding conservation professional who is making a significant contribution to the science or practice of conservation early in his or her career, normally within ten years of receiving his or her last degree or beginning his or her first professional position. 

A nomination form and a minimum of two supporting letters must be received by 1 October 2008. The form is available at http://conbio.org/SCB/Activities/Awards/. Letters and form must be submitted as a single document in Word. Separate letters will not be accepted. Please send nominations to Saterson.Kathryn@epamail.epa.gov. If the nominator does not have internet access, contact Kathryn Saterson, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 109 TW Alexander Drive, MC: B305-02, Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 27711, USA, 1 919 541-2535.

Past recipients of all SCB awards are listed at http://conbio.org/SCB/activities/awards. 

MEETING THE NEEDS OF SCB’S STUDENT MEMBERS

The Student Affairs Committee and SCB’s Board of Governors are working consistently to ensure that we meet the needs of students and encourages participation in SCB. In this dynamic period of change in technology and information-transfer, it is important for us to make sure that we are providing relevant services to student members. With this need in mind, we are soliciting feedback from students (and any other members that might have suggestions) as to what student membership in SCB should provide. Please contact committee chair Dave Patrick (dpatrick@esf.edu) with your thoughts on the following questions.

1. What do you, as a student, hope to gain from your membership in SCB?

2. What new services could SCB provide that would make being a student member more worthwhile and encourage you to remain as a member?

2008 Student Award Finalists 

The 12 finalists for student awards at the 2008 annual meeting have now been identified. As in previous years, the process of selecting finalists was extremely difficult due to the overall high quality of the submissions. We would like to thank our reviewers who represented conservation professionals from all of SCB’s Regional Sections. These individuals provided thorough reviews of a large number of abstracts in a short turnaround time. 

The students will present their research in a special session on the afternoon of Tuesday, 15 July. We encourage all to attend; the student awards session typically is one of the best of the meeting. Reed Noss, President of the North America Section, and John Robinson, Past President of SCB, will moderate the two-part session. The session also will feature plenary presentations by two recipients of 2008 Distinguished Service Awards. Please join the Student Affairs Committee in congratulating the following individuals.

Bhojkumar Acharya (Sàlim Ali Centre for Ornithology and Natural History, Anaikatty, Coimbatore, India): Conservation priorities based on altitudinal distribution of species in Sikkim, Eastern Himalaya

Rena Borkhataria (University of Florida, Gainesville, USA): Everglades water levels influence source-sink dynamics of endangered Wood Storks in South Florida, USA

Alison Boyer (University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, USA): Selectivity of ancient and modern avian extinctions on Pacific islands

Julia Ekstrom (University of California, Santa Barbara, USA): Measuring gaps in ocean law for ecosystem-based management

Edward Game (University of Queensland, St. Lucia, Australia): Should we protect the weak or the strong? An analysis of risk and resilience in marine protected areas

Alana Grech (James Cook University, Townsville, Australia): Rapid assessment of risks to a mobile marine mammal in an ecosystem-scale MPA network

Alexandra James (University of New South Wales, Sydney, Australia): Can species reintroductions aid ecosystem restoration? A case study from arid Australia

Allison Leidner (North Carolina State University, USA): The effects of urbanization on an endemic coastal butterfly

Deborah McArdle (University of California, Santa Barbara, USA): Describing historical patterns of marine life population dynamics using a life-history approach: a 120 year history of the California spiny lobster

Thomas Morrison (Dartmouth College, USA): Estimating seasonal abundance of migratory wildebeest in northern Tanzania using a computer-assisted individual identification method

Brent Sewall (University of California, Davis, USA): Integrated ecological and social assessments for conservation planning and reserve design

Kristina Smyth (Saint Louis University, Saint Louis, USA): Do-it-yourself conservation: how home landscaping choices affect biodiversity

Thanks to our 2008 Student Mentors
We would like to thank all who served as mentors on abstracts submitted for the 2008 annual meeting. This mentoring programs was initiated in 2007 to assist students for whom English is a second language in submitting abstracts. This year professional mentors provided advice to students from a wide variety of countries including Mexico, Ghana, Egypt, India, Cameroon, and Madagascar. The time, care and attention provided by our mentors helps us to encourage and facilitate full participation in SCB by student members across the globe.
