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September 21, 1998
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State Department SA44-C Second Floor Conference Room
(above U.S. MAB Secretariat)

PROVISIONAL ANNOTATED AGENDA

s B Chairman’s Report
2 . Administrative Items:

TAB 1 contains the draft minutes of the January 21,
1998, meeting of the U.S. National Committee for MAB.

The Committee should review the draft minutes for
accuracy, correct them if needed and then vote to
approve the draft.

TAB 2 contains the expected Fiscal Year 1998 budget.

Members should ensure that their agency's contribution
is correct. If any additional contributions are to be
made, please inform the Secretariat and an updated final
budget will be distributed at the meeting.

3 Report on BRIM (Biosphere Reserve Integrated
Monitoring Program)

TAB 3 includes both an update on the biological
inventories thus far collected to populate the BRIM database
and cable correspondence with UNESCO regarding the future
home for BRIM
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4. Department of the Interior/Forest Service/ and
Smithsonian appropriations bill

TAB 4 contains the 8/26/98 language regarding U.S. MAB
inserted in H.R. 4193 regarding use of funds for U.S. MAB by
these agencies for 1999.

This is an information item for the members of the
Committee. Other member agencies may have similar
measures passed or being considered on their
appropriation/ authorization bills which should be
considered in discussions on the future of the U.S. MAB
program.

5. Documents for publication in the Federal Register

TAB 5 contains the latest copies of the “Framework for
Cooperation and Participation in the U.S. MAB Program, ” and
“Proposed Guidelines for the Selection of Biosphere Reserves
in the United States.” These documents received no further
changes after late March, but have been officially endorsed
only by the National Park Service.

The Committee may wish to consider further action on the
publication of these items in the Federal Redgister.

6. Cooperative Ecosystems Studies Units
-- presented by Jared Ficker

TAB 6 contains a brief statement of this ecosystem
approach of voluntary cooperation of stakeholders of the
parks.

The Committee may wish to consider the development of
this interagency program in its discussions of the
future of the U.S. MAB program.

7. Report by High Latitude Ecosystems Directorate

TAB 7 contains the report of the HLED chair, Dr. Tom
Hanley. This is the last year of Phase II of the HLED core
project.

The Committee may wish to respond and provide guidance

concerning Chairman Hanley's observation that the term

of appointment of all the HLED members are to expire on
September 30, 1999.



8.

page 3 NC Agenda/21/98

Review of the proposals for funding

TAB 8 Tropical Ecosystems Directorate proposal and its
evaluation reviews
-- presented by Dr. John Wilson, Chair, TED.

TAB 9 Marine and Coastal Ecosystems Directorate
proposal and its evaluation reviews
--presented by Dr. Michael Crosby, Chair, MACE

TAB 10 BRIM Program
-- presented by Dr. Michael Ruggiero

Other Agenda Items:

The Committee should consider the future course of
action for the U.S. MAB program and provide appropriate
guidance to the member agencies and to the Secretariat.

TAB 11 also contains a draft letter of appreciation to

Hubert H. Hinote for his years of service to the National
Committee, the Biosphere Reserve Directorate, and SAMAB.

10.

Adjournment






Draft 1/26/98
Minutes of the Meeting of the
National Committee
for the
U.S. MAN AND THE BIOSPHERE PROGRAM

January 21, 1998
U.S. Department of State
Washington, DC

The meeting was called to order at 1:15 p.m. by Chair David Hales.

There was an around the table introduction of all attendees, followed by the adoption of the
minutes of the last National Committee meeting of November 18, 1997.

Mr. Hales informed the Committee about a meeting that he and Mary McLeod had with
Thomas Lovejoy of the Smithsonian Institution. Mr. Lovejoy’s advice was sought as he had
been involved with the program in the past. Similar meetings are to be held with other
agencies’ representatives.

Mr. Hales circulated copies of a draft letter that will be sent out to participating agencies in
accordance to action item 1 convened during the committee’s last meeting. Comments,
additions, and the names of the appropriate person to whom this letter should be sent should be
given to John Matuszak by the 6th of February. Responses to this letter will give an indication
of the kind of interest the Federal Government has in the MAB Program.

Dr. Peter Jutro suggested that this letter should be sent to high level officials at the participating
agencies, for example to Melinda Kimble and Rafe Pomerance at the Department of State. Mr.
Hales commented that it would actually be a good idea if Ms. Kimble was invited to one of the
Committee meetings. Ms. McLeod agreed with this suggestion.

The next item under discussion was the review/audit of the MAB Program (Item 2). Ms.
McLeod mentioned that the Department of State is looking at legal and management issues
concerning the Program. She-expects to have some answers by the end of the week of the 26
of January.

Roger Soles provided a summary of the legal statements for grant authority that have been
received so far. Ms. McLeod urged the member agencies to submit these letters and for the
MAB Program to compile these legal statements in a folder that can be provided to the lawyers
examining the MAB Program. Dr. Jutro pointed out that EPA will not transfer funds to MAB
until there is a clarification from State about the legality of receiving these funds. Ms. McLeod
noted that given the current political climate, State will have to look at everything. If there is
something wrong, it will have to be fixed.

Discussion followed about the committee that will explore the adoption of a research agenda
and how to assess it. Diane Wickland noted that she was not aware she was co-chairing this

~ committee and consequently had done nothing about it. Mike Ruggiero expressed the need for
an additional meeting and the need to ask agencies or reserve managers about their needs over
the next 10 years. Dr. Ruggiero felt it would be prudent to wait until the Committee have a
better handle on the legal authorities. Dr. Wickland also pointed out the need to prepare talking
points about MAB for the policy offices at the agencies. Mr. Hales expressed his disagreement
with the waiting period and encouraged the co-chairs of this committee to examine future
research directions for U.S. MAB and to also look at the effects of small vs. large grants,
especially given the current funding constraints.
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Dr. Soles presented the preliminary draft budget to the Committee. He noted a 12% decrease
in administrative costs. Craig Shafer pointed out that the Park Service had been counted twice
in the calculations, need for correction noted.

Dr. Wickland asked Ms. McLeod how the legal analysis of the program will affect the transfer
of funds from the participating agencies. NASA needs to put its funds out to support MAB
before the end of March. Ms. McLeod expected to have an answer within a month.

Two questions were posed about the budget. One about the Marine and Coastal Project and
NOAA, and the other about the role of the coordinators in relation to what Antoinette Condo
was doing. Dr. Soles noted that while NOAA did not make a contribution in FY 1997, nor did
it pledge any funds for FY 1998, the Committee had adopted the Marine and Coastal
Ecosystems Project as a MAB project, irrespective of NOAA's direct funding or involvement.
However, he also noted that in general, MAB projects must serve the interests of the
participating federal agencies. He noted the Committee should provide directions in relation to
further developing a proposal for continued funding of the Marine and Coastal Project. He
then proceeded to explain the need for the coordinators to visit the Reserves and teach how to
use the programs to increase participation of Biosphere Reserves in MABNet. He recently
assigned Ms. Condo to assist the biosphere reserves and other protected areas in Canada to
utilize the MABFauna and MABFlora programs. She currently is attending the Environmental
Monitoring and Assessment Network (EMAN) Conference in Canada teaching these programs
-- and that her travel is being paid for by Environment Canada. He noted that more that 15
managers and scientists had paid a registration fee to Environment Canada to take the
MABFauna/Flora course being taught by Ms. Condo at the EMAN Conference.

In relation to the Directorate Programs, Mr. Shafer expressed his interest in seeing more
products at the July meeting. A discussion then ensued about parallel funding and activities at
the agencies. Bruce Hayden and Peter Jutro gave their estimates on parallel funding at NSF
and EPA respectively. For others, as noted by Barbara Weber, this figure will be hard to
estimate. Mr. Hales told the committee that what he was looking for was an eye ball estimate.
His main concern was that if asked by Congress why each agency came up with a given
amount of support to MAB, each agency could explain that number.

Mr. Hales then went on to discuss TAB 3 of the agenda, the idea of a blue ribbon committee
that would review and assess Biosphere Reserves. Mr. Hales distributed a short document to
provide a charge to the assessment body in place of the one provided by the Secretariat. Only
one agency submitted suggestions for the possible members of this committee. Mr. Hales also
felt that participation in such a committee would not be a priority in the busy schedule of people
asked to participate. He then asked Jared Ficker to assess this strategy and passed around the
table a charge to the committee to consult with their respective agencies and Congress on the
views for and against MAB.

Mr. Shafer told the chairman that he was under the impression that at the last meeting what Mr.
Hales wanted was an academic assessment of whether MAB did all the evil things that people
thought. Dr. Ruggiero expressed concerns about Mr. Hales charge. He did not think that
perception was the place to start, instead it should have been factual based on the science. Dr.
Weber also agreed with Dr. Ruggiero’s point. She believes a committee should be appointed
to gather facts, and leave the perception concerns for someone else.
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Dr. Jutro asked the committee to think about the possibility of using bodies like the National
Academy of Public Administration (NAPA). Mr. Williams told the committee that BLM had
done a study like that with NAPA and felt it was good because of the impartiality. Mr. Ficker
suggested the Keystone Center as a low cost alternative.

Dr. Ruggiero mentioned that the committee does not have a budget for what the charge is
calling for: an assessment of the value of Biosphere Reserves.

Mr. Hales urged the committee to think about this topic and come back with ideas. He also
mentioned the need to find support for the authorization of MAB.

Dr. Hayden felt that the committee should take a long-term approach rather than a short-term
one. Mr. Hales replied that on the long-term an authorization is advisable.

Dr. Soles presented the items in TAB 4 costs for implementing certain recommendations of the
Constable Commission. He presented the idea of setting up a private foundation. After a
lengthy discussion about legal concerns, high starting costs, and the lack of success of other
federal agencies in developing these public private foundation partnerships in the past, the
committee declined this motion. Mr. Ficker suggested a provision that could be added to the
bill which would preserve this option in the future.

Dr. Soles then presented the costs for establishing an advisory council for MAB as shown in
TAB 4. Several members of the committee were worried that establishing a regular advisory
committee might be advisory overkill and would stall out the program. In addition, costs of
maintaining such a committee would be expensive. The committee agreed not to set up an
advisory committee.

Dr. Soles was then asked to present the draft operational procedures memorandums of TAB S.
He explained that historically the Committee had been of essentially two minds. Some wanted
a detailed operational and procedural memorandum while others wanted only a framework
outline document of how MAB operated. Thus there were now two versions, a short-one and
a long-one. Ms. McLeod urged the committee to review the documents before any are printed
in the Federal Register. Some questioned as to whether there was the need for an MOU given
how the agencies are already exchanging money. Mr. Shafer clarified that initially the
committee wanted to have a draft MOU in case it was needed in the future if the Federal
Register did not materialize. The Agencies could then sign on to a basic framework describing
MAB operating procedures, authorities, etc. Others noted that their agencies, e.g., NASA,
institutionally do not like to "sign on" to pre-existing agreements, but rather to have individual
bilateral agreements. Mr. Hales asked the secretariat to draft a document that would serve all of
those purposes, and then recommend to the Committee which portion of it will go to the
Federal Register and what will be used for other purposes.

Next item of discussion was the change of the logo, TAB 6, as recommended by the
Constable Commission. After presentation of the new possible designs, the committee
approved the use of the logo that is similar to the one currently used but has both a man and a
woman (logo A). The committee also recommended that the man and woman be colored in a
neutral color instead of white.
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The second issue under discussion was the change of the program name. There were concerns
that timing might not be good for a change of name, as congress or opponents of the program
might perceive it as a way to escape all the political pressures. Three options were brought to
the table: 1) call the program US MAB without spelling what MAB is; 2) US Biosphere; 3) US
Humans and the Biosphere. A point was brought up that option 2 might create confusion with
the Biosphere II project. Jim Comiskey explained how the Smithsonian was asked to change
its name and had selected Monitoring and Assessment of Biodiversity (MAB) to maintain the
MAB acronym. He suggested that for short-term the program should keep its acronym and not
spell it out. The committee adopted the motion to keep US MAB and not spell it out.

Dr. Soles mentioned the information items under TAB 7: Karl Stromayer’s report, the USDA
Forest Service’s Pacific Northwest Research station's award for a study funded by one of
MAB’s small grants, and the letters form agencies describing their legal authorities which were
so far provided to the secretariat.

Richard Primack presented to the committee his recent book based on work done by the
Tropical Ecosystems Directorate at the Maya Forest in Central America. He also described the
proposed future work of the directorate in central America.

Mr. Shafer reminded the committee that they had not discussed the guidelines for selection of
Biosphere Reserves. Dr. Wickland said she was in change of that process but did not feel
comfortable chairing it. She wanted someone else to take that charge. Mr. Shafer was chosen
as the person to take the lead on drafting a new version. Next version will be circulated at the
next committee meeting if no major changes arise.

The meeting adjourned at 4:10 p.m.






U.S. MAB
FY 1998
Revenues and Anticipated Expenditures

Revenues

Agency $ Amount
AID 50,000
USDA Forest Service 75,000
State Department OES 54,000
NASA 50,000
National Park Service 40,000
National Science Fdn 50,000
USGS/BRD 40,000
Peace Corps (net) 29.811

Total $388,811 (vs. $770,000 in FY '97)

Expenditures:
Administration:

Item $ Amount
Administrative and Support Personnel 30,000
Telephone Units/LDist/Audix 16,813
C&P Tel. Surcharges 5,478
Printing and Publishing 4,211
GSA Store 3,000
Funds Administration 2,500
Supplies 2,082
Equipment (computer upgrades/scanner) 1,900
Miscellaneous Charges and Credits 1,500
Language Orders/Translations 1,400
Reference Materials/Books 1,225
Travel: 1,000
Utility 528
Motor Pool 28
Taxis 11

Total $71,676
Grants:
Univ. Of Alaska $20,000

(last year High Latitude Ecosystem Directorate
core project: "Ecological Role of Hunting in Herd
Dynamics and Its Implications for Co-Management
of Caribou"

Amount to be allocated: $297,135
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‘Man and the Biosphere Species Database

The Information Center for the Environment, in association with the U.S. MAB Program, is developing worldwide
databases of vascular plant (MABFlora) and vertebrate animal (MABFauna) occurrences within MAB Biosphere
Reserves. Currently, the MABFlora and MABFauna databases contain data from 273 Biosphere Reserves in 76
countries. The MABFlora and MABFauna databases are continually updated as additional data are received.,
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