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GEORGE SCHALLER’S GIFT OF GRACE

Every naturalist has his or her own vision in deciding what to study and where to do so. Given the seemingly random species that have been the focus of my work, among them caiman, capybara, chiru, and cheetah, I would like to comment about my personal quest.
Everyone has two futures, someone has said, a future of desire and a future of fate. The outdoors and wild animals captivated me as a child. Now I still seek big skies, the tracks of tigers, and herds of blue sheep in the Himalaya. My first opportunity for field work was in 1952 in northern Alaska, and four years later the New York Zoological Society (now the Wildlife Conservation Society) sponsored an expedition, of which I was a member, to Alaska’s Brooks Range, to an area that became the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. Since then the Wildlife Conservation Society, and recently also Panthera, have provided me with the freedom to do the work I love.
I began field work at a time when the natural history of few species had been studied. Sometimes I was asked to do a project and at other times I selected an animal and a place that intrigued me. For example, I was offered the chance to study the Serengeti lions to answer a scientific question, “What effect does predation have on prey populations?” I went to the Tibetan Plateau in China not only to observe Tibetan antelope, Tibetan wild ass, wild yak, and other members of this unique large mammal community, but also because I was drawn to the spacious desolation of these uplands. It affords me deep pleasure to observe the rich and complex life of another being and to write its biography. After all, the mountain gorilla, tiger, and giant panda are among the most wonderful expression of life on Earth.
My projects are thus an amalgam of science, beauty, and dream. A species may be iconic and endangered, but the word that describes it best is charismatic as defined in the original Greek -- ‘a gift of grace.’ I have inadvertently followed the dictum of Ralph Waldo Emerson: “Do not go where the path may lead; go instead where there is no path and leave a trail.”
The 1956 expedition to Alaska was led by Olaus Murie, president of The Wilderness Society. It was a marvelous summer of natural history, but Olaus also stressed the ‘precious intangible values,’ of our responsibility to treat it with respect and compassion. Conservation is a moral issue, one of beauty, ethics, and spiritual values without which it cannot sustain itself. I have tried to live up to this ideal by trying to help protect what I study. However, even a protected area may not be safe, as the Arctic Refuge has shown so well. Oil companies and politicians have for decades tried to invade and despoil the refuge, the country’s last great wilderness, to drill for oil. This teaches an important lesson: if we treasure something in nature we can never turn our backs -- or it may be destroyed. There are certain places that must be preserved without greed or compromise. 
The Virunga Volcanoes that straddle the border of Rwanda, Congo, and Uganda are another such place. The mountain gorillas there live on a forest island surrounded by a sea of humanity in need of land, fuelwood, and other resources. My wife Kay and I had to terminate our gorilla study during the turmoil of Congo independence in 1960. The gorillas since have had a precarious existence in the midst of unrest and war, yet they have survived. During my intermittent visits back to Rwanda the conservation efforts have impressed me greatly. There is an excellent tourist program with guides who know all gorillas individually and monitor them, dedicated park guards, and community development that uses income from tourism to provide health services and schools. Above all, Rwanda is proud of its gorillas. It is a model program that all countries, including rich ones like the United States, must emulate. 
Albert Einstein said, “I like to think that the moon is there even if I am not looking at it.” I feel the same way about gorillas.
Over the years my emphasis has changed from wildlife observation to conservation. Few once thought of wilderness as an irreplaceable and exhaustible resource. I began field work with two main aims, to study species and to help establish protected areas. Both remain essential. I encourage governments to designate new protected areas in, for example, Afghanistan, China, and Brazil. However, in the past 50 years the human population has tripled. Most countries now lack space to establish large protected areas. Besides, protected areas exclude people, often to great local resentment. I have had to change my former mindset about how best to achieve conservation, realizing that today one must link nature and human need.
Most protected areas are far too small to sustain all species on a long-term basis. This is especially true now with the accelerating impact of climate change, a real weapon of mass destruction, which will rapidly affect ecosystems and force species to adapt, migrate, or become extinct. Instead of discrete protected areas we should manage on a landscape scale, creating a mix of conservation and regulated development ranging from strictly protected areas to those designated for human use. I have been involved in two such projects during the past two decades, each covering an area of over 100,000 square miles: one in the eastern steppes of Mongolia with its vast herds of Mongolian gazelles, and the other in China on the Tibetan Plateau. Such projects have taught me that nothing remains static as conditions change with development and the economic status of local people. Conservation is not a goal but a never-ending process.
It has been claimed that there is no intelligent life on Earth. I hope that humankind will learn to live wisely, adapting to an era of limits, and ensure ourselves ecological security. “Conserve or perish” is the Hindu message of the Bhagavad Gita. I try in a small way to help retain the natural splendor of our past.
George B. Schaller
Wildlife Conservation Society and Panthera
George Schaller received a 2009 Distinguished Service Award from SCB for extraordinary contributions to the conservation of many of the world’s most iconic and endangered species through leadership in field research and its application to conservation.
2009 ANNUAL MEETING IN BEIJING

From 11 to 16 July, more than 1000 conservation professionals from 74 countries assembled in Beijing for Conservation: Harmony for Nature and Society, the first of SCB’s annual meetings to be held in Asia. Plenary addresses were presented by Peter Raven (Missouri Botanical Garden), Fuwen Wei (Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences), David Lindenmayer (Australian National University), and Ma Keping (Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences). Symposia covered a full range of topics and geographic regions, but had a particular focus on Asia. Particularly heartening were the numerous presentations from young conservationists from China, indicating that the region’s rich biological diversity is now being well studied by a highly competent coterie of field biologists. A constant theme throughout the sessions was the potential effects of climate change on species and ecosystems. Several workshops addressed communications issues with the aim of ensuring that the important messages from conservation biology are conveyed to the public, and especially to those making decisions that will affect biological systems.

Many attendees left with mixed emotions. Tremendous progress is being made on many fronts, yet stressors to natural ecosystems rapidly are becoming more numerous and intense. SCB must increase its effectiveness in presenting conservation science to policy makers. By the time we meet in Edmonton next year, we hope to make conservation biology more prominent in mainstream decision making. We also aim to ensure that messages about climate change address both responses of biological diversity and the contribution that ecosystems can make to climate adaptation. Thanks to the Chinese Academy of Sciences and the State Forestry Administration for hosting the meeting and to the Institute of Zoology of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, the Department of Wildlife Conservation and Nature Reserve Management of the State Forestry Agency, China Wildlife Conservation Association, China Zoological Society, and Beijing Zoological Society for organizing the meeting. We also thank our sponsors, Wiley-Blackwell, Conservation International, ESRI, the Rufford Foundation, and the U.S. Geological Survey.

SMITH FELLOWS 2010 CALL FOR PROPOSALS

SCB is pleased to solicit applications for the David H. Smith Conservation Research Fellowship Program. These two year post-doctoral fellowships enable outstanding early-career scientists to improve and expand their research skills while directing their efforts towards problems of pressing conservation concern for the United States. 

Each Fellow is mentored by an academic sponsor who encourages the Fellow’s continued development as a conservation scientist, and by a conservation practitioner who helps to connect the Fellow and her/his research to practical conservation challenges.  

Fellows will spend up to four weeks per year during their fellowship attending orientation and training events. These offerings provide opportunities to cultivate professional networks and to gain better understanding of applied research needs. Fellows will participate as a group in three or more of these Program-sponsored meetings, conferences, or professional development events each year.
The Program especially encourages individuals who want to better link conservation science and theory with pressing policy and management applications to apply. We envision that the cadre of scientists supported by the Smith Fellows Program eventually will assume leadership positions across the field of conservation science. Fellows are selected on the basis of innovation, potential for leadership and strength of proposal.

The deadline for receipt of application materials is 18 September 2009. The Program expects to select four Fellows in January 2010 for appointments to start between March and September 2010. Fellowship awards include an annual salary of $50,000, benefits, and generous travel and research budgets. For detailed proposal guidelines, please visit www.conbio.org/smithfellows/apply/. Direct questions to Shonda Foster, Program Coordinator, sfoster@conbio.org.

COLLABORATIVE CONSERVATION IN RAPIDLY CHANGING LANDSCAPES

A collaboration of the U.S. Geological Survey’s Southwest Biological Science Center and SCB

5-8 October 2009, Flagstaff, Arizona, USA

Please join us in an interdisciplinary forum to explore research and land management issues related to the biological, cultural, and economic resources of the Colorado Plateau, southwestern United States, and Mexico. The conference will include symposia, oral presentations, workshops, discussion groups, and short courses. 

The morning of 5 October will feature a panel of experts in federal natural resource management and policy who will discuss the Obama administration’s conservation policies. During breakout sessions in the afternoon, we will examine the effects of these policies on implementation of conservation and management activities. Paul Ehrlich will present the evening’s keynote presentation, followed by a rooftop barbeque.  

Contributed paper sessions will be held all day on 6 and 7 October and during the morning of 8 October. A student lunch mixer and evening poster session will be held on 6 October. A members’ meeting of the SCB’s North America Section and a local foods banquet will be featured on 7 October.

Themes will include 

-- Adapting regional conservation efforts and management of natural resources to climate change

-- Restructuring of energy policies to protect biological diversity

-- Adapting to water scarcity at the landscape scale

-- Ensuring connectivity of habitat for wildlife across barriers and borders

-- Building effective collaborative networks

-- New opportunities and challenges for education and leadership in conservation science

Student members of SCB are eligible for travel grants. Registration costs may be waived or reduced for those who are able to provide volunteer assistance before or during the conference. 

More information is available at http://sbsc.wr.usgs.gov/cprs/news_info/meetings/biennial/2009/index.asp or from Eli Bernstein, elijbernstein@gmail.com.

POLICY NEWS

PEER REVIEW BY SCB LEADS TO WIN FOR PACIFIC NORTHWEST FORESTS

Natural resource extraction and forest conservation have a history of conflict in the Pacific Northwest, USA. The so-called “timber wars” reached a climax with the federal listing of the Northern Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis caurina) as threatened in 1990 and, subsequently, with designation of the owl’s critical habitat in 1992. At the time of listing, most of the owl’s habitat, old and structurally complex forests, had been logged. The Northwest Forest Plan reduced logging levels on federal lands by 80%. Absent these reductions, all but the most remote old forest would have been eliminated in less than three decades. Consequently, the Northwest Forest Plan has been recognized as a global model of landscape conservation (see Conservation Biology 20:274-374 [April 2006]). For more than a decade, the plan functioned as a de facto recovery plan for the Northern Spotted Owl and protected habitat for hundreds of other late-successional species.
From 2001 through 2006, a series of lawsuits related to the Northwest Forest Plan were filed by the timber industry to reduce constraints on logging and by conservation groups to increase protections for the owl and other species. In 2008, the Bush administration approved a recovery plan and revised critical habitat determination for the owl that sought to protect far less of its habitat than the Northwest Forest Plan and previous habitat designation. At the request of the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, a blind peer review of the recovery plan was conducted jointly by SCB and the American Ornithologists’ Union. Separate reviews of the plan were conducted by The Wildlife Society, and other scientists reviewed both the recovery plan and critical habitat determination. In general, the peer review process unanimously identified major flaws in the recovery plan and critical habitat determination because these plans reduced habitat protections for the owl at a time when abundance of the species is declining at an increasing rate. The Bush administration’s decisions were subsequently litigated by conservation groups, who contended that the plan was scientifically deficient and the decisions were politically motivated.
On 16 July, Interior Secretary Ken Salazar announced plans to vacate the critical habitat decision of the Bush administration and redo the Northern Spotted Owl recovery plan. The Secretary based his decision, in part, on a report filed by the Interior’s Inspector General (an independent investigative office within an agency or department that reports to the agency heads and to Congress.) The Inspector General concluded there was evidence of political interference in decisions about endangered species, including the spotted owl recovery plan. In May 2007, other scientists and I testified in the U.S. House of Representatives, Natural Resources Committee, in a hearing on political interference in the Endangered Species Act. We provided evidence that high ranking officials in the Bush administration interfered with or blocked scientific decisions on endangered species. That information, along with requests by members of congress, prompted investigations of decisions on the owl and other cases by the Inspector General and the Government Accountability Office, another investigative arm of government. These and other examples prompted President Obama to declare a new initiative on scientific integrity in March. 
Also on 16 July, the Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks, Tom Strickland, stated that the Obama administration “will work with the scientific community to ensure that the spotted owl recovery plan lives up to its name, by accounting for scientific and technical reviews by prominent national scientific organizations, as well as forthcoming new data on the status of the spotted owl population. A solid, peer-reviewed recovery plan will provide a road map for the spotted owl’s return to health, enabling us to designate critical habitat areas and help develop a forest management plan that meaningfully contributes to its recovery.”
According to the Obama administration, the redraft of the spotted owl recovery plan will take nine months while the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service corrects deficiencies noted in the peer review by SCB and other scientific societies. Upon completion of this redraft, the plan will be submitted again for peer review to the same societies and professionals involved in earlier reviews. In the coming year, SCB will continue to monitor this situation and determine how best to engage in peer review under the leadership of Michael Reed. For now, we are pleased that the administration has signaled a shift toward upholding scientific integrity in its decision making.
Dominick DellaSala
POLICY PROGRAM UPDATES
Members can do a great deal to help SCB achieve its goal of applying the highest quality scientific counsel, analysis, and recommendations on conservation of biological diversity to inform and improve policy decisions of major international conventions, governments, organizations, and foundations. Our five policy priorities are climate change, scientific integrity, treaties, biological security, and investment and procurement. 
Of course, SCB members can work with their local chapter or Section to coordinate engagement on policy issues. Members also can become citizen scientists by talking directly to their legislators. 
Issue Updates
Currently, educated citizens are debating whether, how, and how quickly to give up fossil fuels. You literally can show policy makers the ecological systems in their own districts that will be affected by climate change yet offer a means to help reduce undesirable impacts. Numerous sources of information listed on the policy page of SCB’s website can assist you in communicating with legislators.
Major issues to be decided in climate legislation and treaty negotiations include 
-- Magnitude, speed, and mechanisms for reducing emissions of greenhouse gases and other forcing agents.
-- Use of existing requirements and tools, such as the U.S. Clean Air Act and Endangered Species Act, versus new tools such as a potential proposal to eliminate hydrofluorocarbons by the parties to the Montreal Protocol on Ozone Depleting Substances. 
-- Potential limits on timber harvest or efforts to replant vegetation for carbon sequestration.
-- Quantity and mechanisms to fund adaptation and conservation efforts in the United States and outside the country’s borders.
Citizens of the United States can access contact information for Senators at (202) 224-3121 or www.senate.gov. You can make appointments to visit them or members of their staff during the August break to discuss conservation issues that are your highest priorities. If you are not a U.S. citizen, consider contacting your representatives to emphasize the climate negotiations leading up to the December meetings in Copenhagen.  
Interns are making a real difference in SCB’s policy program. Cameron Kovach, who began working with us after the 2008 annual meeting, has been accepted to the University of Vermont’s Law School. Our work in early to mid 2009 has benefited from the expertise of intern Calen May Tobin, whose M.S. concentrated on tropical reforestation. We hope to begin working soon with more interns from graduate programs in the greater Washington, D.C. area and beyond. 
International Marine Conservation Congress
Many of those attending the International Marine Conservation Congress in May participated in a brief course on the operations of Congress. The course was led by SCB’s policy office, Marine Conservation Biology Institute, and Charlotte de Fontaubert, an expert on the Law of the Sea. With our help, course participants subsequently met with either staff of their own congressional leaders or with key committee staff and staff of the Congressional Research Service who concentrate on wildlife. We also discussed the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea with staff of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 
2009 Annual Meeting and Upcoming European Congress
Two sessions at SCB’s annual meeting spoke to climate change and wildlife trade. I chaired a workshop on applying existing treaties and laws to climate mitigation. Jeff McNeely discussed use of existing conservation treaties to address climate change. Rodrigo Medellin explained that CITES is unusual in its power to constrain international trade in animal and plant products. In the session on wildlife trade, speakers explained the U.S. Pelly Amendment. The amendment’s authority to implement trade warnings and, potentially, trade sanctions can be triggered by any citizen’s petition of evidence that the citizens of a given nation are diminishing the effectiveness of an international conservation treaty. Materials from both sessions are posted on the policy page of SCB’s website.
At the upcoming European Congress on Conservation Biology, I and other SCB leaders will participate in two symposia addressing legal and practical evidentiary standards for policy and how the natural and social conservation sciences can better inform policy makers. 
Scientific Integrity
SCB continues to cooperate with other scientific societies in requesting that the Obama Administration correct irregular decisions made under the Endangered Species Act by appointed officials in the previous administration. We are also focusing on revisions to consultation requirements under the Act. For example, we are encouraging a rigorous definition of “biological assessment.” In addition, we aim to restore the global scope of the consultation process to ensure that actions of U.S. agencies outside the country’s borders do not reduce the viability of listed species. Our recommendations to Obama’s transition team were used by a coalition on scientific integrity and whistleblower protection that successfully urged the Senate to grant whistleblowers access to a jury trial if administrative investigation of alleged retaliation lasts more than 180 days.
Investment and Procurement
In the United States, the Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC) uses taxpayer dollars to insure or guarantee business and industrial initiatives of U.S. corporations overseas. Congressional committees and conservation and legal groups invited SCB to help them draft language to better guide OPIC’s environmental policies and practices. Our contributions are reflected in the new Senate Foreign Operations Appropriations bill and may appear in reports on OPIC reauthorization by the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate and the Foreign Affairs Committee of the House.
We recently had preliminary discussions with two offices within the Treasury Department and several nongovernmental organizations, which requested SCB’s assistance in reviewing the next version of the World Bank’s energy policy.
John Fitzgerald
2010 ANNUAL MEETING -- 3-7 JULY -- EDMONTON, ALBERTA, CANADA

CALL FOR PROPOSALS FOR SYMPOSIA, WORKSHOPS, DISCUSSION GROUPS, AND SHORT COURSES

The 24th annual meeting of the Society for Conservation Biology, Conservation for a Changing Planet, will be held from 3-7 July in Edmonton, Alberta, Canada. Proposals for symposia, workshops, discussion groups, and short courses will be welcomed beginning 12 August 2009. 

All proposals must be submitted by 14 October 2009. Decisions will be made by 25 November. Complete instructions for submitting proposals are available at the meeting website, www.conbio.org/2010. The selection process is highly competitive because time available for presentations at the meeting is limited. Please review the information below carefully before submitting your proposal.

CRITERIA FOR SELECTION

We encourage proposals from individuals or groups involved in cutting-edge conservation science or practice who can demonstrate an alignment with the goals of SCB, which are

Conservation Science: The scientific research and knowledge needed to understand and conserve biological diversity is identified, funded, completed, disseminated and applied to research, management, and policy.

Conservation Management: Conservation practitioners and managers are provided the scientific information and recommendations needed to conserve biological diversity at all scales.

Policy: Policy decisions of major international conventions, governments, organizations, and foundations are effectively informed and improved by the highest quality scientific counsel, analysis, and recommendations to advance the conservation of biological diversity.

Education: Education, training, and capacity building programs are identified, strengthened, and developed to inform the public and education leaders, and to support current and future generations of conservation scientists and practitioners.

Individuals may not submit more than one proposal, and, as a general rule, no individual may give more than one presentation in the following categories: symposium, contributed paper (regular or speed), or contributed poster.

Reviewers have access to all information contained in the proposal. Proposals are reviewed by at least two individuals. To increase the probability that your proposal will be selected for presentation, please consider the following criteria carefully:  

-- scientific merit of the proposal: cutting-edge, high quality conservation science

-- application to practice: clear connection to conservation policy or management

-- financial support for speaker attendance at the meeting (external support or self-funded participants)

-- relevance to the meeting theme

-- relevance to the host region

-- novelty of the topic (not covered at the past three SCB annual meetings) 

Author registration rule. All organizers of accepted proposals and their invited speakers and attendees must register and pay in full by the early deadline of 6 April. Authors who fail to comply will not be included in the meeting program.

Financial support. It is the responsibility of organizers of symposia, workshops, and discussion groups to obtain funding for their own expenses and those of their invited speakers or invited participants. SCB and the Steering Committee are not responsible for obtaining funds to support speaker travel to the meeting and cannot guarantee that any support will be available. Preference may be given to proposals for which organizers can demonstrate that funds are likely to be available.

CHOOSING THE CATEGORY OF YOUR PROPOSAL

Please think carefully about the category that best meets your goals. Your proposal will only be considered for the category you choose.  

Symposia tend to present information to an audience, with limited opportunity for interaction. Symposia are generally included in the four primary days of the meeting (main scientific program) and are scheduled concurrent with contributed papers. If your proposal is accepted, all speakers will be required to submit an abstract. Instructions will be provided in the notice of acceptance. It is the responsibility of the symposium organizer to ensure that all speakers submit an abstract and register according to the author registration rule.

Workshops, whether geared toward students or professionals, are more interactive than symposia and often have an educational component. To minimize conflict with symposia and paper sessions, workshops will be scheduled as pre-meeting activities (if longer than 1.5 hours) or during lunch breaks.

Discussion groups are participatory and may be relatively informal. To minimize conflict with symposia and paper sessions, discussion groups will be scheduled as pre-meeting activities (if longer than 1.5 hours) or during lunch breaks.

Short courses offer training in topics of key relevance to the practice of conservation for students or any other professionals. Preference will be given to proposals that address tools or concepts that course participants easily can share with others. Short courses will be scheduled as pre-meeting activities to minimize conflicts with symposia or contributed paper sessions.

Pre-meeting activities will be scheduled between 30 June and 3 July. Contact 2010@conbio.org if the proposed activity requires more time.

MEETING THEME
Conservation for a Changing Planet. Humans are changing Earth’s ecology. Industrial development and agriculture are changing landscapes. Carbon emissions to the atmosphere are changing climates. Nowhere on Earth are changes to climate having more drastic effects on ecosystems and human cultures than in the north. Circumpolar populations of caribou and reindeer are declining with major consequences for indigenous peoples of the north, motivating our use of caribou in the meeting logo. Developing conservation strategies to cope with our changing planet is arguably the greatest challenge facing today’s human societies and biological diversity.

SYMPOSIUM PROPOSALS
SCB will accept proposals for two-hour (up to eight presentations) or four-hour (up to 16 presentations) symposia.

Presentation length must be in multiples of 15 minutes (e.g., 15 minutes or 30 minutes) so that the timing of symposium presentations can be coordinated with contributed paper sessions. The last 15 minutes of the symposium may be left open for discussion, thereby reducing the number of presentations by one. The total length of the proposal must not exceed 1200 words. The description of the theme and justification must not exceed 230 words, and will be published in the program as submitted. Proposals must contain the following information:

1. Symposium title

2. Length (two or four hours)

3. Proposed theme and justification (why the topic is appropriate and significant for presentation at Conservation for a Changing Planet)

4. Expected outcomes and, if appropriate, plans for communication of results

5. Whether any necessary funding for organizer and speaker expenses has been secured (for example, are funds available for speaker travel?) 

6. A tentative list of speakers, presentation titles, and indication whether each speaker has agreed to participate

7. Organizer(s) name, affiliation, and complete contact information, including email address

WORKSHOPS AND DISCUSSION GROUPS
To minimize conflicts with symposia or contributed paper sessions, workshops and discussion groups will be scheduled as pre-meeting activities (if longer than 1.5 hours) or during lunch breaks.

The total length of the proposal must not exceed 1200 words. The description of the theme and justification must not exceed 230 words and will be published in the program as submitted. Proposals must contain the following information:
1. Workshop or discussion-group title (specify whether workshop or discussion group)

2. Maximum number of participants that can be accommodated

3. Length and preferred position in program (pre-meeting or lunch). Pre-meeting workshops and discussions may be proposed for a maximum of eight hours. Lunch sessions may be a proposed for a maximum of 1.5 hours.

4. Format of workshop or discussion and any special logistic requirements (e.g., a room with internet access)

5. Proposed theme and justification (why the topic is appropriate and significant for Conservation for a Changing Planet)

6. Expected outcomes and, if appropriate, plans for communication of results

7. Method of selecting participants (invited, open registration, or a combination). If any participants will be invited, include a tentative list of individuals and indicate whether each has agreed to participate.

8. A tentative list of speakers, presentation titles, and indication whether each speaker has agreed to participate

9. Organizer(s) name, affiliation, and complete contact information, including email address

SHORT COURSES
Short courses will be scheduled as pre-meeting activities to minimize conflicts with symposia or contributed paper sessions (scheduling as per logistics and travel constraints, but dates finalized on course acceptance). Short courses should be aimed at development of professional skills in topics of key relevance to the practice of conservation.

The total length of the proposal must not exceed 1200 words. The description of the course’s content and relationship to the meeting theme and SCB goals may not exceed 230 words and will be published in the program as submitted. Proposals must contain the following information:

1. Short course title

2. Whether any special instructional or audiovisual equipment beyond that which the instructor(s) will provide is needed

3. Description of the course content and explanation of how it relates to the meeting theme and the goals of SCB 

4. Expected outcomes

5. Itemized budget for the short course (in $US) and a description of any funds available to cover costs. Internet access may not be free. Please describe space requirements. SCB is unable to provide a stipend for the instructor(s). However, free meeting registration will be provided for a maximum of two instructors per course.

6. Length of the course: one or more days, with dates proposed

7. Minimum and maximum number of students that can be accommodated

8. Instructor(s) name, affiliation, and complete contact information, including email address

2009 CONSERVATION BIOLOGY EDITOR’S REPORT

Gary K. Meffe, Editor
Overview
In 2008, six issues of Conservation Biology were published on time. The number of manuscripts submitted in 2008 (704) was nearly the same as that submitted in 2007 (711). A total of 1686 pages was published (six more than 2007), including one special section: A Synthesis of Climate-change Effects on Aquatic Invasive Species (75 pages, and published to coincide with SCB’s 2008 annual meeting in Tennessee), and one Conservation Focus: Economic Growth and Biodiversity Conservation (36 pages). The impact factor for 2007 was 4.705, by far the highest ever for the journal, and a substantial jump from 3.93 in 2007.

Submissions
The submission rate for this journal year (704) barely decreased from 2007 (711), so it appears to have leveled off in the short term. We have repeatedly requested that authors do more self-selecting before submitting to Conservation Biology and it seems to be working in 2007 and 2008. 

We also received and processed 142 preliminary manuscript inquiries, down from the previous year’s total of 172. These consist of an abstract and an inquiry as to the manuscript’s suitability for the journal. These inquiries typically are responded to within one to three days of receipt. 

We used 77 ad hoc Assigning Editors this year. These are individuals who handle one or more manuscripts but are not on the editorial board. Ad hoc editors were used when a manuscript did not fall within the expertise of existing editors, when they had special expertise in the area, or if the appropriate Assigning Editor was particularly busy with other manuscripts. This also provides broader journal input and participation than using only Editorial Board members. Ad hoc editors are acknowledged in the December issue of each year and are an integral part of Conservation Biology’s review process; I thank them for their contributions.

Decisions and Rejection Rates
Of the 704 papers received in 2008, 258 (37.0%) were rejected by the Editor without review, usually within three days of submittal and usually due to inappropriateness of subject matter or low quality; 446 (63.0%) were sent for review, most through Assigning Editors and a few directly by the Editor. These percentages are nearly identical to those in 2007. 

Of the 446 manuscripts sent for review, 243 (54.5%) were rejected, 165 (37.0%) were accepted, and no decision had yet been reached as of late May 2008 on 38 (8.5%), which are still in review or in revision with authors. Of the total number of papers submitted (704), 501 (71.1%) were rejected, 165 (23.4%) were accepted, and no decision was yet reached on 38 (5.4%). Of the 666 papers for which decisions have been made, 501 (75.2%) were rejected. Overall, these numbers and percentages are remarkably similar to those in 2007.

Turnaround Time
See the 2003 report for a discussion of how turnaround statistics are calculated (i.e., these are relative but not absolute times because they are right-truncated due to manuscripts still in process). 

Mean turnaround time for manuscript review decreased by one day in 2008, from 66 to 65 days. As always, we try to reduce this figure but ultimately are at the mercy of volunteer reviewers and Assigning Editors. Time from acceptance to publication increased in 2008, from 181 to 215 days. Total time from submission to publication increased from 312 to 333 days. These increases likely are due to a small publication backlog, which tends to ebb and flow over time. Note in the figures that for the first time we have data for times to electronic publication, which are substantially shorter than to print publication.

Region of Authorship
Region of authorship is determined by the address of the first author at the time the work was done and only partially reflects sovereignty of contributions. International participation in authorship is actually higher than indicated by these statistics due to secondary authorships. Of the 165 papers submitted and accepted in 2008, the proportion of first authors from the U.S. increased to 41.8% to 48.8%, exactly where it was in 2006. Other regional changes from 2007 to 2008 include increases in accepted papers from Australia (8.1% to 8.5%) and Europe (25.6% to 26.2%), and decreases in accepted papers from Africa (4.6% to 3.7%), Asia (9.3% to 4.3%), Canada (5.4% to 4.3%), and Central/South America (5.7% to 4.3%). 

Editorial Transition
As of mid-2009 the planned transition of Editorship to Erica Fleishman and her team is proceeding and should be completed as planned. She will become Editor in Chief as of 1 January 2010 (Happy New Year Erica!) More details will appear in the November newsletter.

UPDATES FROM SECTIONS, WORKING GROUPS, AND CHAPTERS

AUSTRAL AND NEOTROPICAL AMERICA
New Board Members. We welcome our four newly elected board members: Director of Communication Sandra Pompa (Mexico), Director of Finances Leslie Sánchez (Costa Rica), Director of Conservation Felipe Melo (Brazil), and President Elect Mariana Vale (Brazil). 

Policy Paper in Conservation Biology. The August issue of Conservation Biology has papers from all of SCB’s Regional Sections on priorities for policy-relevant conservation research. We conducted a survey of our members to identify the most pressing conservation challenges for the region, and discussed the top four issues identified by those members in the paper. We thank the 115 members who contributed to the paper by answering the survey. 

Section Meeting in Beijing. Our Section held a members meeting during SCB’s 2009 annual meeting. The meeting was well attended despite the distance that separates China from Latin America and the Caribbean. We had 33 attendees from seven different Latin American countries, plus the four board members who were in Beijing (Mariana Vale, Rurik List, Nora Bynum, and Sandra Pompa). The attendees expressed interest in having (1) a regional meeting, emphasizing the language deterrent to Section attendees at SCB’s global meetings, (2) more resources available on the Section’s webpage, and (3) a Facebook page to enhance communication within the Section. The new Director of Communication, Sandra Pompa, will put together the Facebook page. Items 1 and 2 are addressed below.

Possible Joint Meeting with the North America Section. Members of the North America and Austral and Neotropical sections discussed the possibility of a joint regional meeting in 2012. The idea is to have a bilingual meeting (English and Spanish), in a Latin American country in a central location, which would engage SCB members working in the whole Americas. We are looking forward to this opportunity. 

Volunteers Needed for Section Webpage. Members expressed interest in having more resources available on our webpage, such as up-to-date lists of graduate programs, sources of funding, and events in the region. We are looking for volunteers to put together these lists. The lists would be compiled with consultation of the Section’s membership, which has representation in almost every country in the region. The webpage already has a list of graduate programs that just need to be updated, while the lists of funding sources and events would have to start from scratch. If you would like to volunteer, please contact Mariana Vale (mvale.eco@gmail.com).

Mariana M. Vale
EUROPE

Just weeks after SCB’s successful annual meeting, the Europe Section is heading into the final weeks before the second European Congress of Conservation Biology, which will be held on the campus of the Czech University of Life Sciences in Prague from 1-5 September. Three years after our first congress in Eger, Hungary, we are facing the exciting challenge of ensuring that the meeting of more than 1500 scientists, policy makers, and conservation practitioners runs smoothly and delivers the exciting and stimulating meeting that the diverse abstracts promise. The congress has drawn participants from all over Europe and around the world as well as from all across the broad spectrum of roles and disciplines that conservation biology encompasses. We are confident that the scientific program and social and networking opportunities will serve the theme, Conservation Biology and Beyond: From Science to Practice.

In addition to the organization of the congress it has been a busy season for the Section. The Education Committee organized another conservation field school in Papingo, Greece for 10-18 October. Registration is open and details are available at www.cbcd.eu/gss. The Communications Committee is playing a major role in distributing general information about the congress and coordinating press releases during the meeting. The committee also has been enhancing the Section’s Web profile through the Board of Directors’ blog (euroconbio.blogspot.com), updates to SCB’s website, and development of a Wikipedia entry. Further, the Communications Committee supported the Policy Committee in preparing posters, flyers, and other advertising materials for their booth at the Green Week in Brussels in June.

The Policy Committee met in Ewersbalde, Germany in May. At its booth at Green Week in June, the committee promoted SCB and the congress, communicated current scientific knowledge about conservation in a changing climate, and highlighted the value of roadless areas for conservation. The roadless areas initiative has led to preparation of a manuscript on roadless areas as conservation targets in Europe. Further, the committee has launched a survey of scientific opinion on improving implementation of Natura 2000 across the European Union. The survey will be launched at the congress; details will be available at www.eccb2009.org. 

Once again the board encourages all Section members to become active participants in the activities of the Section-getting involved in one of our committees is a good place to start! We look forward to meeting many of you at the congress, and hope you will use the event as an opportunity to meet with the committee members and chairs and explore how you might participate. Please contact the board with any questions or comments (europe@conservationbiology.org). 

Owen Nevin
MARINE
From 17 to 24 May, the Marine Section held the first International Marine Conservation Congress (IMCC) at George Mason University, Fairfax, Virginia. In total the IMCC attracted more than 1200 registrants and participants from all over the world. The event featured up to 15 simultaneous sessions, a three-day training course on marine protected areas, and more than 20 side events and meetings, and incorporated the second International Marine Protected Area Congress. Given the attendance and number of sessions and meetings, the IMCC is believed to be the largest marine conservation conference yet.

The IMCC was intended to be an interdisciplinary meeting engaging natural and social scientists, managers, policy-makers, and the public. Major themes that were addressed at the IMCC included global climate change, the land-sea interface, ecosystem-based management, and poverty and globalization. Cross-cutting issues encompassing topics of global relevance and importance to marine conservation also included marine protected areas, education and outreach, governance arrangements, fisheries and aquaculture, and economics.

Travel Awards
An initial goal of the IMCC organizing committee was to encourage diversity of attendance at the meeting. Fundraising for the IMCC allocated almost $45,000 toward travel expenses for 24 individuals from 22 countries (out of 278 applications for travel grants). Awardees traveled from locations as diverse as Bangladesh, Eritrea, Uruguay and Reunion Island. A grant from the World Bank supported all travel costs of five individuals; all other awards were supported by general conference funds.

Meeting Program

The meeting began on 17 May with a three-day set of training courses for Marine Protected Area (MPA) managers and marine conservation practitioners. On 19 May additional events were held, including a meeting on High Seas governance, a workshop on using the arts as a marine conservation outreach tool, and a visit to congressional staffers in Washington, D.C. A full-day event at the National Museum of Natural History on 20 May highlighted marine conservation success stories and was followed by a talk by Daniel Pauly, Toward a conservation ethic for the sea: steps in a personal and intellectual odyssey, and a reception.

An impressive array of marine conservationists presented plenary addresses. Ratana Cheunpagdee (Memorial University, Canada) discussed Chain analysis of poverty and globalization: conservation challenges and governance implications. Rod Fujita (Environmental Defense Fund) presented Creating markets to protect and value marine ecosystem goods and services. Two speakers from the Alaska Marine Conservation Council, Dorothy Childers and Muriel Morse, addressed Climate change in the Bering Sea: protecting ecological and cultural values as fisheries move north. No blue, no green: why caring for the ocean matters to everything that matters to you was presented by Sylvia Earle (National Geographic Society). Callum Roberts (University of York, UK) gave the Dr. Ransom A. Myers Memorial Lecture, Sustaining ocean life through the next 100 years. Roberts was introduced by Dr. Myers’ daughters, Rosemary and Emily.

We offer the following sampling of events. The Communications Partnership for Science and the Sea (COMPASS) held a “Meet the Press” event that attracted key journalists from journals and magazines such as Science and newspapers such as The Washington Post. A Film Night at the George Mason University Cinema featured the winners from Ocean Film Festivals across the United States. Many side meetings were held each day. The U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration showcased their new strategy for conserving coral reefs. The World Ocean Council convened a meeting on corporate ocean responsibility and a case study on environmental status and institutional neglect in the Mediterranean. Symposia and workshops covered subjects including marine diseases, MPA economics, tools for projecting climate change, fisheries financing, manatee and dugong conservation, underwater noise pollution, and historical documentation (via photographs) of changes in fish communities.

In addition to the symposia, workshops, meetings, and events there was a traditional program with oral and speed presentations and posters. 

Sustainability
We made a major effort to maximize the sustainability of the meeting. Participants received detailed information on local public transportation and were requested to pay a carbon offset fee. Meals, utensils, and packing included ingredients that were as sustainable, organic, and locally grown as possible. These measures were so successful that the host university will be utilizing IMCC’s menus and types of products for other events.

Chris Parsons
NORTH AMERICA
Canada Subsection
The North America Section will launch a Canada subsection at SCB’s 2010 annual meeting in Edmonton. The goals of the subsection are to increase the networking capacity of Canadian conservation biologists and to increase their ability to comment on conservation issues with a unified voice. 

The concept of the subsection emerged from a workshop in April on developing a multidisciplinary network of conservation professionals in Canada. The aim of the workshop was to increase the provision of evidence-based natural and social conservation science to managers and policy makers in Canada. Hosted in Ottawa by Carleton University and the North America Section, the event brought together more than 40 conservation professionals from academia, government, and non-governmental organizations. The Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada’s Strategic Workshop Grant program, Carthy Foundation, and Wilburforce Foundation provided financial support. Graduate students from the Ottawa-Carleton Institute of Biology helped to facilitate the workshop.

Through structured brainstorming and discussion in plenary and breakout sessions, workshop participants explored the ecological, social, and political attributes of Canada that create challenges and opportunities for conservation partnerships and problem solving. Participants also explored the existing motivations for and mechanisms by which Canadian conservation professionals network, and whether additional structures would enhance capacity. Proposed objectives of the national collaborative network of conservation professionals are
1. To create a strong network of conservation professionals -- researchers, managers, and policy makers -- who communicate regularly and openly in an effort to improve conservation science in Canada

2. To direct research toward the information needs of managers and policy makers while increasing researchers’ understanding of the timetables and decision process for management and policy

3. To increase the speed and clarity with which scientific knowledge and uncertainties are transferred to managers and policy makers

4. To create opportunities for analyzing and projecting ecological and economic costs and benefits of alternative management scenarios or decisions, and for evaluating tradeoffs among multiple objectives

5. To enhance the capacity of the professional conservation community in Canada

6. To expand opportunities for training of highly qualified conservation scientists at all career stages, including students, who are able to bridge science and policy

7. To facilitate opportunities for linking academics with research partners to develop and fund research activities that address conservation problems

8. To create opportunities for international collaboration among conservation professionals on challenges such as climate change and maintenance of connectivity for species and ecological processes

9. To elevate Canada’s position on the global scene as the leader in conservation science

Members of the steering committee were affiliated with universities and governmental agencies in Canada, the Canadian Society for Ecology and Evolution, and SCB’s Social Science Working Group and North America Section. 

The Canada subsection is open to all interested members of the North America Section. For more information or to share your ideas, please contact Colleen Cassady St. Clair (cstclair@ualberta.ca), Mark Boyce (mark.boyce@ualberta.ca), and Steven Cooke (steven.cooke@carleton.ca).

Steve Cooke and Colleen St. Clair 
Help Make a Difference on U.S. Roadless Areas Policy
Protecting biological diversity in a network of reserves has been a major goal of conservationists for more than a century (Noss 1996). However, most scientists agree that it will take far more land than is currently protected to achieve a reserve system that is representative of a broader array of land-cover types and species distributions. While the United States is considered a leader among nations in conservation, it has protected just 5% of its land base in strict reserves (DellaSala et al. 2001). Chief among the priorities of many of the nation’s conservation professionals is a network of unroaded areas.

Roadless areas can act as refugia for species that decline in response to fragmentation (e.g., DeVelice and Martin 2001, Strittholt and DellaSala 2001, Loucks et al. 2003). These areas take on even greater importance in the face of climate change by providing pathways for dispersal and migration. Roadless areas are often at the headwaters of local drinking water supplies, which is important for regions with increasing aridity, and many contain large blocks of old-growth forests and undisturbed ecosystems that absorb and store large amounts of carbon. Both the ecological effects of roads and the role of roadless areas in conservation have been addressed in Conservation Biology (see Special Section on roads in volume 14, issue 1 [February 2000], Trombulak and Frissell 2000, Strittholt and DellaSala 2001). Given this scientific evidence, and the fact that policy on federal roadless areas in the United States is currently in flux, conservation of roadless areas is of strategic importance to SCB’s policy program in North America.

Interest in conservation of roadless areas in the United States dates back to the 1970s, during which the Forest Service was directed by Congress to develop a national inventory of those areas larger than 2000 ha that lacked roads. Since then, approximately one third of the nation’s 78 million ha of national forests have been categorized as roadless areas. In contrast, some 608,000 km currently are mapped as forest roads, enough to circumnavigate the globe 16 times.

In 2001, President Clinton enacted the Roadless Area Conservation Rule, a landmark initiative designed to conserve all 24 million ha of inventoried roadless areas on national forests. Shortly after, the Bush administration issued a revised and weaker rule that enabled state governors to propose locally supported regulations for roadless areas. Two states, Idaho and Colorado, submitted petitions to the Forest Service that would reduce roadless area protections. The Bush rule was later overturned in the courts with an exception for the Tongass National Forest in Alaska, which contains one of the world’s most intact temperate rainforests. However, the legal status of the conservation rule remains uncertain with conflicting appellate court decisions in two different federal circuits. Recognizing this uncertainty, the Obama administration recently announced that Secretary of Agriculture Tom Vilsack will review the fate of roadless areas on a case by case basis until a decision is reached on the 2001 rule. Vilsack’s first decision was to approve clearcutting of old-growth rainforest in a roadless area on the Tongass National Forest. Other states’ proposals for logging, mining, and energy development projects in roadless areas await Vilsack’s review.

Until 3 October, SCB members can participate in the Colorado Department of Natural Resources’ 60-day public comment period on the petition that they propose to send to Secretary Vilsack (visit www.dnr.state.co.us/roadlessrule). While President Obama campaigned in support of the national rule covering all inventoried roadless areas, the administration has yet to make a determination on how to proceed with state petitions and nationally; we anticipate this will be resolved in the coming months. The Section will determine its level of engagement pursuant to SCB’s policy approval process for both the Colorado rule and national rule policy.  For additional information on how to become involved in public comment on the Colorado petition or requests to the Obama administration to support roadless area conservation, contact me directly (dominick@nccsp.org) or watch for future announcements from SCB.

Dominick DellaSala
As the newsletter went to press, the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit ruled to reinstate the 2001 roadless area conservation rule. The Tongass was not covered by this decision and the Colorado state petition remains unresolved at this time. Your voice still can make a difference.
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OCEANIA
Meetings
We regret that the 2009 Oceania meeting in Hobart has been cancelled. Despite our best efforts, and possibly a reflection on the global economy, we could not find enough sponsorship to make the meeting viable. We apologize for any inconvenience. 

We are now officially the hosts of SCB’s 25th global meeting in 2011. The meeting will be held in Christchurch, New Zealand, and may be held jointly with the Marine Section. The timing of the meeting is yet to be determined. The local organizing committee would be pleased to hear suggestions for the meeting theme and major events or activities. Please contact Craig Morley (cmorley@doc.govt.nz).

Publication
Conservation Biology recently published a focus on policy as viewed by SCB’s Regional Sections. The Oceania Section is represented by Kingsford, R.T., J.E.M. Watson, C.J. Lundquist, O. Venter, L. Hughes, E.L. Johnston, J. Atherton, M. Gawel, D.A. Keith, B.G. Mackey, C. Morley, H.P. Possingham, B. Raynor, H.F. Recher, and K.A. Wilson. 2009. Major conservation policy issues for biodiversity in Oceania. Conservation Biology 23:834-840.

Nicola Nelson
Focus on the Woylie
In 1996, the woylie (Bettongia penicillata ogilbyi) was the first Australian vertebrate to be removed from state and national threatened lists in response to a spectacular recovery facilitated by two decades of extensive fox-control and woylie translocations (see Western Shield Project at www.dec.wa.gov.au/programs/western-shield/index.html). Unexpectedly, however, the species is now relisted as endangered or critically endangered (depending on jurisdiction) as a result of rapid population collapses that have led to an 80% decline in abundance since 2001. There have not yet been clear signs of a recovery. Since 2002, the Perup population has declined by more than 95% to less than 300 to 500 individuals. 

The government of Western Australia recently pledged $600,000 to fund an Emergency Conservation Action plan for the woylie. Of this, $500,000 will be used by the Department of Environment and Conservation to establish a 400 ha predator-free enclosure in the Perup Nature Reserve (300 km south of Perth) that is expected to sustain approximately 500 woylies. At least 40 founders of the population will be obtained from the surrounding area, which previously constituted the largest of three indigenous populations that persisted after pan-continental declines of the species in the 1800s and 1900s. 

The remaining $100,000 will be directed towards a collaborative captive breeding program at the Perth Zoo. The program will focus on genetic conservation of the Batalling woylie population (150 km south of Perth), which declined in abundance by more than 97%. 

The cause of the recent declines remains to be verified, but both predators and disease have been implicated (see www.dec.wa.gov.au/programs/saving-our-species/woylie-conservation-research-project.html). Both of these initiatives will present valuable research opportunities to improve understanding of the species and its declines.

Adrian Wayne, Department of Environment and Conservation, Western Australia, adrian.wayne@dec.wa.gov.au
FRESHWATER WORKING GROUP
Global Conservation Assessment of Freshwater Biodiversity

A workshop on the first day of SCB’s 2009 annual meeting was attended by some 30 participants. There is much interest in undertaking an assessment of freshwater biodiversity at a global scale to feed into many processes of nongovernmental organizations. Eren Turak, the project leader, gave an overview of the purpose of the study, how it will differ from existing approaches by following a systematic approach to the assessment, and alignment with existing initiatives. David Dudgeon gave a short presentation describing how the GWSP-DIVERSITAS Global Threat Analysis for River Systems could contribute to this project. The initial plan is to develop and publish a conceptual foundation for conducting these analyses, exploring the data available on biodiversity and threats, and what techniques are necessary. If you are interested in participating in please contact Eren (eren.turak@environment.nsw.gov.au).

2009 Annual Meeting

Eren Turak and Jeanne Nel chaired a session each in a symposium on integrated protection and restoration of wetlands, rivers and subterranean aquatic ecosystems. The presentations in each of the sessions were followed by discussions. The focus of one discussion was how the different types of freshwater ecosystems can be linked together, while the second discussion explored linkages with terrestrial, marine, and estuarine conservation planning. Our annual members’ meeting drew approximately 10 participants.

Educational Module
The online educational module Freshwater Ecosystems and Biodiversity that our dedicated Education Committee has been developing for the Network of Conservation Educators and Practitioners (http://ncep.amnh.org) has passed another hurdle of external reviews and hopefully will be available to teachers and students before long. Congratulations Than, Lisa, Michael, and Jayan for your success to date.

Freshwater in the 100 Global Questions

Five freshwater questions were included in “100 Questions of Importance to the Conservation of Global Biodiversity” by Sutherland et al. (2009. Conservation Biology 23:557-567).

54. How can freshwater biodiversity and ecosystem service values best be incorporated in the design of water-provisioning schemes for direct human use and food production?
55. Which aquatic species and communities are most vulnerable to human impacts, and how would their degradation affect the provision of ecosystem services?
56. Where will the impacts of global climate change on hydrology be most extreme, and how might they affect freshwater species and the ability of wetlands and inland waters to deliver ecosystem services?
57. Which multinational governance, cross-sector cooperation arrangements, and finance mechanisms will make freshwater ecosystem management more effective and reduce international conflicts over water?
58. How does investment in restoration of wetlands and riparian areas compare with construction of dams and flood defenses in providing cost-effective improvements in flood management and the storage and retention of water for domestic, industrial, and agricultural use?

The Working Group’s strategic plan is available at www.conbio.org/workinggroups/freshwater/

We encourage you to post freshwater conservation issues, publications, jobs, and resources to the freshwater listserv, freshwater@list.conbio.org. You may subscribe to the list at http://list.conbio.org/mailman/listinfo/freshwater/. If you cannot access this, please forward your information to Aventino Kasangaki (aventinok@yahoo.com), our list moderator.

Aventino Kasangaki and Jeanne Nel

SOCIAL SCIENCE WORKING GROUP
Welcome to New Board Members
The Social Science Working Group held elections several months ago for five board seats: representatives of anthropology, geography, psychology, and two at-large positions. Please welcome the following new board members, whose terms run until the end of SCB’s 2011 global meeting: Ashwini Chhatre, At Large Representative, faculty member in the Department of Geography, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, and Robin Roth, Geography Representative, faculty member in the Department of Geography, York University. Congratulations also to the following individuals who were reelected for another term on the board: Rich Wallace, At Large Representative and Working Group Vice President, Chair of the Environmental Studies Program, Ursinus College; David Hoffman, Anthropology Representative, faculty member in the Department of Sociology, Anthropology & Social Work, Mississippi State University; and Tara Teel, Psychology Representative and Working Group President, faculty member in the Department of Human Dimensions of Natural Resources, Colorado State University. In addition, we thank the following individuals transitioning off the board this year for their commitment and service to the Working Group: Tammy Lewis, outgoing Sociology Representative & Audit Committee Chair; William Forbes, outgoing Geography Representative & Nominations Committee Chair; and Angelika Wilhelm-Rechmann, outgoing At Large Representative and Communications Committee Chair. These individuals have played an important role in advancing the mission and efforts of the Working Group.
Activities at the 2009 Annual Meeting
SCB’s annual meeting featured a variety of conservation social science activities. At least ten symposia, four short courses, four workshops, and numerous oral presentations and posters emphasized the social aspects of conserving biological diversity. Among these was a symposium co-sponsored by the Working Group and the International Association of the Commons, Common Property, Biodiversity Conservation, and Climate Change. The working group also was pleased to co-sponsor a one-day short course with Colorado State University, The Role of the Social Sciences in Conservation Planning, which was directed at building capacity in the social sciences to address today’s conservation challenges. In addition to these activities, the Working Group organized its annual members’ meeting and a joint social with the Asia Section. Both events were well-attended and provided important opportunities for expanding the network of people interested in conservation social science within the SCB community and beyond.

Working Paper Series
We announce the publication of the first in our Working Paper Series: Putting People on the Map: An Approach to Integrating Social Data into Conservation Planning. The piece, written by Sheri Stephanson and Michael Mascia, is available at http://www.conbio.org/workinggroups/SSWG/ResPapers.cfm.

The goal of the Working Paper Series is to provide a forum for conservation social science research, especially successful application of social science tools and approaches to conservation policy and practice. The intent of the series is to promote current research in the final stages of completion. Publication in the series does not preclude publication elsewhere. The series provides an excellent opportunity for rapid and widespread dissemination of research findings, as well as peer review of written work. If you are interested in submitting a paper, please read the instructions at www.conbio.org/workinggroups/SSWG/ResPapers.cfm or contact David Hoffman, Working Paper Series Editor and Education Committee Chair, at sswgwps@conbio.org.

Facebook and Twitter
The Social Science Working Group is now on Facebook and Twitter! These new networking opportunities were launched in conjunction with SCB’s 2009 annual meeting. Members were able to view real-time updates of talks, symposia, and other social science-related events at the meeting. We invite you to keep up-to-date with Working Group activities, meet us, find the latest conservation social science news, and follow events at SCB meetings by becoming a fan of our Facebook page: www.facebook.com/pages/SCBs-Social-Science-Working-Group/107162223336.
You also can receive real-time updates of the latest conservation social science news and SCB meeting events by visiting us on Twitter: http://twitter.com/SCB_SSWG (Twitter username SCB_SSWG). Thanks to the Working Group’s Communications Committee, including Nathalie Walker, Mac Parish, and Nejem Raheem, for their help in launching these activities.

Tara Teel and Nejem Raheem

CHAPTERS
During 2009, SCB’s Board of Governors has initiated various activities and changes in governance that affect chapters. 

Chapters Committee. Since its inception in 2003 by SCB’s Executive Director, a Chapters Advisory Group provided assistance to the Executive Office. At the annual meeting, the membership approved a change to SCB’s bylaws that created a standing committee on chapters. The Chapters Committee is charged with facilitating the growth of and coordination among chapters globally and assisting chapters in contributing to SCB’s mission.

Chapter Bylaws. After an 18-month process, all 30 chapters were re-ratified with revised bylaws, legal agreements, and charters. In addition, chapters have been provided with guidance on operations via a handbook developed by the Executive Office and Board (available at SCB’s website). The new documentation allows for some much-needed updates, clarity, and uniformity in chapter operations. Many thanks to all the chapters for their assistance and patience in switching to the new documents.

New Chapters. Welcome to the five new chapters that joined SCB this year: Grand Junction (Colorado, USA), Northwest Ohio (USA), Sul Ross State University (Texas, USA), Madrean (a transborder chapter covering northern Mexico and southern Arizona and New Mexico), and Central Mexico (Tlaxcala). New chapters are being discussed for Canada, Namibia, South Africa, Mongolia, and southeast Asia. 

Chapter Activities in Beijing. Two chapter-oriented events were held at the 2009 annual meeting: a mixer with the Board of Governors and a roundtable workshop. Chapters also were emphasized at SCB’s information booth. 

TREASURER’S REPORT TO THE MEMBERSHIP

The Society for Conservation Biology has not been immune from the effects of the economic downturn, but thus far is weathering it. The Board of Governors and staff have been managing SCB’s finances conservatively, expecting that the downturn will continue into 2010 and that a recovery could be slow. Our main sources of income include earned income (journals, meetings), contract income, and donor income from foundations and others. All of these sources of revenue have been affected. Nevertheless, SCB’s financial position remains sound and programs continue to operate effectively. This report examines our financial position for 2008 and then for 2009.

2008 Position
Audit. SCB has completed its 2008 audit and again received a “clean” audit opinion. The audit report from Rubino & McGeehin provided suggestions for improvement, and we will continue to enhance our financial management in partnership with our accounting services firm, Burk & Associates, Inc. The clean opinion means that our books fairly represent our financial position. In other words, SCB management has accurate financial information. The regulatory environment for non-profit organizations continues to grow more complex, and the audit reflects that we are keeping up with new requirements.

Balance Sheet. Because a balance sheet is a snapshot of our finances that can change substantially from day to day, it is most useful when compared with balance sheets (snapshots) taken at another time. The follow highlights differences between 2008 year end and 2007 year end. 

-- The Board Designated Reserve (line 1100) decreased in value during 2008 by about $400,000. This decline in value reflects the lost value of stocks and bonds held by SCB and a one-time withdrawal of $100,000 to cover an operating shortfall in 2008. One purpose of the reserve is to see us through difficult times. Our losses ultimately should be paper loses as investments recover. We already have seen some recovery in 2009.

-- The major portion of the decline in cash (lines 1000 et seq, checking account and CDs) reflects our investment in and expenditures on the new building, which totaled $554,000. 

-- The decline in cash is parallel with a major increase in fixed assets (lines 1500 et seq, $1.376 million), which is the new building, land, capital improvements, and furniture. The amount still owed on the building appears below, under liabilities (line 2700, our mortgage). Although not liquid, we have significant equity in the new building, and real estate is mostly maintaining its value in Washington, D.C.


-- The increase in receivables includes grants awarded in 2008 but not due for receipt until 2009.

Income & Expenses (see Tables 2008-1, 2008-2) 

-- 2008 expenses were 115% of income, resulting in a deficit for the year of $404,000. This is not a desirable way to end the year, but it is not quite as bad as it might appear. First, more than $150,000 spent in 2008 was covered by funds received in another year. Second, about $50,000 was paid in property taxes; the property tax bill was erroneous but needed to be paid; most of this amount should be refunded. The real deficit was about $200,000, and reflects our inability to meet income goals from foundations and donors. 

-- SCB always has supported many programs with income earned from other programs. Most notably, Conservation Biology income has supported SCB “overhead” functions such as governance or important internal communications functions such as the website and newsletter. 
Other programs, like Conservation magazine and the Policy Office, have relied in part or totally on raising funds from donors. SCB globalization and creation of and basic support of the Sections also have historically been funded with grants and general earned income. In 2008 we had the following shortfalls:

-- Conservation magazine did not receive $117,000 in revenue from sponsors and other sources.

-- The Policy Office fell $7,000 short of its fundraising goal, although the amount looks higher because $75,000 of income for 2008 had to be booked in another year.
-- Sections income was $44,000 less than expenses although this was masked by income from the International Marine Conservation Congress (IMCC).

-- There were some unbudgeted expenses authorized during the year, including refining costs for the building and a business plan for Conservation magazine. 

-- The deficit was minimized by rigorous efforts to reduce expenses, but could not be erased without cutting into basic programs, so the $100,000 from the Reserve and $100,000 from a line of credit (since repaid) were used. 

-- Certain building costs, which are capital and not part of operating budget, are tracked separately (see the balance sheet). 

Because we ran surpluses from 2004 to 2007 inclusive, the 2008 deficit is somewhat less of a concern. However, 2009 and 2010 will be difficult years for fundraising and earned income likely will show a slight decline. SCB has responded in several ways:
-- Costs have being reduced below 2009 budget while trying to maintain basic program elements.

-- Diversified fundraising efforts are underway generally and a new business plan aimed to make Conservation magazine self-sustaining is being implemented. 
-- Senior staff and the Board’s Executive Committee are meeting at frequent intervals to monitor income and expenses and take action as needed. 

-- The financial planning horizon has been extended out to 18-24 months on a rolling basis.

2009 to 31 May (42% of the year)
Balance Sheet. The significant increase in assets ($850,000) is due to receipt of the Cedar Tree (Smith Fellows) grant, the 2008 profit share, and other grants. Liabilities decreased overall as early year bills were paid and the principal on the building mortgage is reduced. The value of assets is measured only at year end.  

Income & Expenses (see Tables 2009-1, 2009-2)

--  Income is 50% of expenses, largely due to receipt of the entire Cedar Tree grant, Conservation Biology income, and income from the annual meeting for which expenses are minimal at this point. Section/group income is largely the result of the IMCC, as are the expenses amounting to $201,275. The $99,000 deficit for the year does not include funds received in 2008 to cover part of the IMCC (nearly all IMCC money will be included in 2009 after audit adjustments are complete). 

--  Administrative expenses appear high in part because we have not yet allocated Executive Office costs to programs. 

--  Expenses are 38% of planned with 42% of the year gone, but many expenses, such as the annual meeting, will not be booked until they occur. 
-- Expenses for Groups are much higher than planned because we did not budget for the IMCC. The meeting, however, will likely turn a substantial profit for the Marine Section. SCB overhead costs are built into expenses.  

-- We have raised $150,000 of the $170,000 needed for the Policy Office. 85% of projected Conservation Biology income has been received as has 56% of planned Membership Services income. 

-- Fundraising goals for the Policy Office can likely be met (most has been raised) and a campaign is planned to raise the remainder for 2009 and for 2010. Conservation magazine is pursuing several potential partners and sponsors and is also implementing a plan to increase subscription revenue substantially by 2010. A major challenge continues be support for the Sections’ general operations. 

-- We do not anticipate cash flow problems -- should we have any -- until the last quarter. Because we will be monitoring income closely throughout the year we will know if anticipated income is falling short and can take additional action to reduce expenses. The ability to act quickly on shortfalls -- and better, to anticipate them -- is critical to keeping solvent. Funders are looking to organizations that are taking the downturn seriously, have planned for it, and thus continue to be strong even if operating at some reduced capacity. 

The success of SCB ultimately depends on you, its members, and your personal support for programs and your willingness to tell others about our publications, meetings, and other important work.

David Johns
NEWS AND EVENTS IN THE HUMANITIES

When he was old, English naturalist and evolutionist Charles Darwin (1809-1882) looked back and lamented that “now for many years” he could “not endure to read a line of poetry” nor did he care anymore for music or art. “My mind seems to have become a kind of machine for grinding general laws out of large collections of facts. If I had to live my life again, I would have made a rule to read some poetry and listen to some music at least once every week. The loss of these tastes is a loss of happiness.”

Historian Bob Berdahl, president of the Association of American Universities, recently quoted Darwin’s mournful musings while reminding humanities practitioners to focus less on shrunken budgets and more on reaffirming the humanities’ vitality and essentiality. “At their core,” Berdhal offered, “the humanities are about the two things that make us human, that separate us from all other living things -- they are about language and about time. Language enables community, and the development of a common language, a public language . . . is the basis of all human community. A public language, in all of its dimensions, is what makes it possible for us to live within the framework of shared concerns and the quest for shared solutions.” 

“Our awareness of time,” continued Berdhal, “places us in a larger temporal community, with obligations to the past and the future. And, too, an awareness of time makes us conscious of our own mortality, which, though shared by all, is a fate we must contend with individually, and it thus gives us a framework, a sense of urgency, in the search for a meaningful life. So let us celebrate the humanities and reaffirm their centrality to our individual and collective existence.” 

Returning briefly to the Darwins, it may be interesting to note that Charles’ grandfather Erasmus, himself an early evolutionist, routinely fused his own tastes for celebration and for the humanities -- especially poetry--in both his quotidian life and his scientific work. A bon vivant and “brilliant conversationalist,” this Darwin (1731-1802) became “known to the wider public as a poet who hymned the virtues of plant sexuality” and of Linnaean taxonomy in The Loves of the Plants (1789), “one of his major literary achievements.”  

These and many other details about E. Darwin are noted in the biographical entry under his name in Evolution: The First Four Billion Years (Harvard Press, 2009; see www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog/RUSEVL.html). Historian and philosopher of science Michael Ruse co-edited this book with biologist Joseph Travis, marshalling contributors from disciplines across the humanities and sciences. About half the volume consists of detailed essays, and the other half provides encyclopedic entries about key figures or events. Taken all together these present, as the jacket text aptly summarizes, “the history and philosophy of evolution, the nuances of the science itself, and the intricate interplay among evolutionary study, religion, philosophy, and society.” This thoroughly engaging volume offers valuable reference materials for the office shelf and excellent bedtime reading, too.

Another exemplary contemporary cross-disciplinary research venture is profiled in “Who Killed the Men of England?” (see http://harvardmagazine.com/2009/07/who-killed-the-men-england). This project, convened by Harvard medieval historian Michael McCormick with funding from a Mellon Foundation Award, has engaged genomics, evolution, demography, and molecular archaeology to explore why and how Anglo-Saxon genes and culture so completely replaced a large Romano-Celtic population throughout England between the fourth and eighth centuries AD. As this article notes, “Not only in this instance, but across entire fields of inquiry, the traditional boundaries between history and prehistory have been melting away as the study of the human past based on the written record increasingly incorporates the material record of the natural and physical sciences.” It is a multi-way street for correspondences among humanities and sciences: as one researcher comments, while genetic studies of present-day populations are central to the project, these data “are sort of floating in mid-air” until contextualized with other types of information, such as “linguistics, history, archaeology, fossils, and geology.” 

Kate Christen (christenc@si.edu)

Humanities Representative, Board of Governors

STUDENT AWARDS AT THE 2009 ANNUAL MEETING

Once again, the presentations by the 12 student award finalists were a highlight of SCB’s annual meeting. The talks covered a broad geography, from China to Colombia. Geographic range was matched by the breadth of topics, which included invasive species, climate change, and habitat degradation. We also had an inspirational plenary talk from Marika Tuiwawa, the Curator of the South Pacific Regional Herbarium at the University of the South Pacific in Fiji, and a recipient of one of SCB’s Distinguished Service Awards. 

Selecting students for the oral presentation awards begins in January and involves a great deal of effort by members of SCB and its staff. The Student Affairs Committee thanks all those who offered their time and expertise to this process. We particularly thank the six judges who attended the student finalist presentations for their care and diligence. We also extend our thanks to our sponsor, Wiley-Blackwell, for making these awards possible. The judging process was extremely difficult bearing in mind the exceptional quality of all the talks, and all of our finalists were awardees.

Please join us in congratulating the following students:

First place -- Oscar Venter, University of Queensland, Australia

Conserving biodiversity through global efforts to reduce carbon emissions from deforestation

Second place -- Krithi Karanth, Columbia University, USA

The shrinking ark: large mammal extinctions in India reserve

Third place -- Ian Craigie, University of Cambridge, UK

Large vertebrate population declines in Africa’s protected areas

Fourth place -- Danielle Shanahan, University of Queensland, Australia

Predicting population responses to changing land-use: do general rules in landscape ecology work?

Student Award Finalists
Bernard Coetzee, Stellenbosch University, South Africa: Ensemble models predict important bird areas to be less effective for conserving endemic birds under climate change

Nyeema Harris, North Carolina State University, USA: Coextinction dynamics in carnivore parasites

Dingcheng Huang, Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, China: Quarantine efforts should emphasize on developed regions and important points of entry to prevent new invasions of alien insects

Erin McCreless, University of California, Santa Cruz, USA: Prioritizing investments in island conservation using global data on biodiversity, business, and corruption

Jennifer Moslemi, Cornell University, USA: Using invasive snails as biocontrol agents: guardians of human health of threat to nutrient cycling in tropical streams

Fortunata Msoffe, International Livestock Research Institute & the University of Edinburgh, UK: Drivers and impacts of land-use change in the Maasai Steppe, Tanzania

Marie Tremblay, University of Alberta, Canada: Permeability of common urban features to the movement of urban songbirds

Jorge Velasquez-Tibata, Stony Brook University, USA: Assessing the impact of climate change on birds of conservation concern in Colombia

Poster Awards
sponsored by Animal Conservation
First place -- Ginger Allington, Saint Louis University

Reversal of desertification is associated with a loss of islands of fertility and changes physical and chemical properties in the soil

Second prize-- Larissa Oliveira, Universidade de São Paulo

Distinct evolutionary lineages in the South American fur seal, Arctocephalus australis: insights for its systematics and conservation

