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Remarks of William Gregg to Biosphere Reserve Managers1 Workshop,

Estes Park, Colorado 6-10 December 1993

The evolution of the U.S. biosphere reserves reflects

growing awareness of the importance of partnerships and networking
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we realized that most individual sites

could not fully implement the IBF concept, and that partnerships-

"unrmg complementary sites would be required. This U.S. innovation

came to be known as the "cluster concept", and,has since been used

in many countries. A*—ii»6±^__tEe_-Jco»ee¥t—iuagflLLved pairing a

national park, as a core conservation and monitoring area, with a»

*Texperimental forest or range, for ecosystem research and developing

sustainable production systems. The NPS and the FS Forest and

Range Experiment Stations became the,,early custodians of the BR
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network. Later clusters often included complementary sites under

many administrators in the same BR. (For the first decade, there

was little progress in implementing BR concepts tn2£a0frfe€&f«^t^ase

a^feasf because administrators lacked policies or programs for BRs^
a. tfe- fcc &\cui /!o4 ^ V^~ He* /***/*>*. /dec/ A^y^ C^jn %—&«* •)

The situation began to change in the mid-1980s. UNESCO's Action

Plan called on MAB national committees to strengthen the

contributions of their biosphere reserves in implementing the

conservation, development, and logistic roles. Filling gaps would

no longer be a sufficient basis for designation. fi5P^thgL_m4d^
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t BR concepts.




