FINNISH-RUSSIAN DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME ON
SUSTAINABLE FOREST MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION OF
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY IN NORTHWEST RUSS A

Second Phase (NWRDP II) for 2001-2004

Editorial . ... 2
Presentationof theNWRDP Phasell . ... e 3
1. Nature protection ProjectsS. . . ...t et e 6
1.1. Good newsfor the Onezhskoye PomoryeNational Park .. .................... 6

V.Yefimov Head of the protected areas and biodiversity section, Institute for
Northern ecology,
The Urals Department of the Russian Academy of Sciences

1.2. National parksunder developmentinKardlia . . ............ ... ... ... 9
J. Hégmander, Metsahallitus (Finnish Forest and Park Service)

1.3. Nature protected areas network inthe Karelian Isthmus: current statusand
futuredeveopmEnt . . .. .. .. e 1
D. Kovaljev, G Noskov, Institute of Biology, University of . Petersburg

1.4. Nationd naturereserve” Ingermanlandsky” background and development

001507 £ 13
A.Gaginskaja, G. Noskov, D. Kovaljev, Sate University of . Petersburg,

Research Institute of Biology

2. FOrestry ProjeCtS . .o oo ittt e 16

2.1. Landscape Ecologica Planning of Forestry ontheKardlianlisthmus ............. 16
Zoltan Kosy, Metsdhallitus (Finnish Forest and Park Service)

2.2. Sustainable Forest Management in the Kargopol Didtrict of theArkhangel sk
REION . oo e 18
Pasi Poikonen, Indufor Oy

3.International projects. . ... 21
3.1. The Second Meeting of the International Contact Forum on Habitat Conservation

inthe Barents Region in Petrozavodsk, November 26-29,2001 .. ................. 21
Riitta Hemmi

3.2.WWFArcticBulletin- “ CAFF DeliversReport onArcticFloraand Fauna” . . . . . .. 22

Henry Huntington

3.3.BarentsForest Sector Programme . . .. ... oo 25
Paavo Pelkonen, The university of Joensuu



Foreword

After the completion of the first phase of the Finnish-Russian Develop-
ment Programme on Sustainable Forest Management and Conservation of
Biological Diversity in Northwest Russia (NWRDP) in 1997-2000, the
Programme has entered its second phase for the years 2001-2004.

The cooperation hasaready produced noticeable progressin thefields of sustainableforest management
and nature conservationin Northwest Russia. A |ot of knowledge, information and experience hasbeen
gained and exchanged during these yearsthrough committed joined project work. Thefirst phase cre-
ated agood and challenging basefor future cooperation.

Inthisbulletinwewould liketo giveyou ashort review on the current nature protection and forestry
projectsof the NWRDP and briefly present international and multilateral cooperation, inwhichthe
Programmeisinvolved.

In comparison with the previous 6 bulletins, the exception now isthat we have given up the paper ver-
sion and launched an el ectronic bulletin. We hopethat thiswill suit and please our old readersand bring
aswell new onesthanksto thevast possibilitiesof the Internet.

The cooperation during these years has been going on—though, of course, not totally without problems.
Dueto the May 2000 mgjor changesin the Russian forestry and nature conservation administration, the
State Committee on Environmental Protection and Forest Service of the Russian Federationwasdis-
solved and joined under oneroof of the Ministry of Natural Resources. In addition, anew administration
structure on aregional level, the Department of Natural Resourcesinthe Northwest Russia, was estab-
lishedin St. Petersburg, and now also the Department hasitsown rolein the cooperation.

Despitethe changesin administration, thework hasbeen and isgoing on. One of theimportant reasons
for thisand ahel ping factor here have been good personal contacts.

Oneof themain objectives of the Programmefor the second phaseisto increaseinternationa coopera-
tion. Many stakehol dersand countries are concerned about the status of the enormousforest resources
inNW Russiaconcern. It should be our aimto help Russiato conserveitsva uable nature, to apply
aternative sustainablewaysin usingitsforestsand to devel op theforestry practicestowardsincreased
economical, ecologica, and socid sustainability.

Riitta Hemmi, Erna Lahti and Tatu Torniainen



Presentation of the NWRDP, Phase Il

Forest resources in Northwest Russia — ecological and economic role

Russian boreal forests constitute about 60 percent of theworld'stotal boreal forest area. Over 80
percent of the Northwest Russiais covered by the boreal forest zone—taigaand sub-taigaforests.
Therefore Russia's decisions concerning forestry and nature conservation areimportant for thefuture of
thewholenorthern coniferouszone.

During thelast years(1997-2000), asignificant part of co-operation between Finland and Russiainthe
field of sustainableforestry and nature conservation has been organized in theframework of the Finnish-
Russian Devel opment Programme on Sustai nable Forest Management and Conservation of Biologica
Diversity in Northwest Russa(NWRDP). The Programme coversboth forestry and biodiversity issues.
From the beginning of 2001, the Programme has entered the second phasefor the years 2001-2004.

Objectives of the Programme

Theexistence of internationally credible nature conservation areas’ network and environmental ly sound
forestry practicesform prerequisitesfor sustainablefuture of forestry inthewholeworld. Themainaim
of thisProgrammeisto contribute to abalanced devel opment of theforestry sector aswell asencourage
conservation of biodiversity inNW Russia.

Oneof theobjectivesof thishilateral co-operationisasotofacilitate and promoteinternationa dialogue
on needsand possi bilitiesfor sustainableforestry and nature protectionin NW Russia. Cooperation
naturaly includesacomprehensive examination of issuesrelated to cultura heritage, economicand socia
questions.

I nter national commitments

TheFinnish-Russian co-operationisclosday linked to theinternational initiativesand agreementscon-
cerning sustai nableforest management and conservation of biodiversity, namely the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), Rio de Janeiro 1992 and theMinisterial
Conference on the Protection of Forestsin Europe, Helsinki 1993.

The Second Phase of the Programme will be co-ordinated with, and contribute to the Forest Sector
Programmefor the European Union Northern Dimension, whichiselaborated in theframework of the
BarentsEuro-Arctic Council. Infuture, thedirection of international co-operationwill undoubtedly be
towards strengthening amulti-partner approach, especially between the European Union and Russia.
Also development of joint projects between the Nordic countriesand Northwest Russiawill beintens -
fied.

Organisational structure

Programme management structure cons tsof threelevels:
| Supervisory board,

|1 Steering committees, and

[11 Co-ordination of projects.



OntheFinnish sdethe Programmeisayjoint venture of the Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of
Agricultureand Forestry, and the Ministry for ForeignAffairs. The Russian partner ministriesarethe
Ministry of Natural Resourcesand theMinistry of ForeignAffairs.

InFinland the project co-ordinationiscarried out by the Finnish Environment Institute (biodiversity
projects) and the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry (forestry projects). Onthe Russian sidethe
Committeesof Natural Resources of the Regionsand the Department of Natural Resourcesof the
Northwest RussiaFederal Didtrict act as partners. Onthe practical level inthe co-operation take part
many different actors, for example scientific and training institutions, forest organisations, etc.

Financing

TheFinnish contribution for the Programmeimplementation isfinanced from an assigned nationa source
responsiblefor co-operation with neighbouring areasand co-ordinated by the Ministry for Foreign
Affairs. Inadditionto the Finnish financing, Russian|ocal, regional and federal funding areallocated to
joint project activities.

In 2001 thetotal funding for the Programmewas about 1 060 000 EURO.

Activitiesunder NWRDP

Jointly implemented devel opment projectsare the main form of the co-operation. Working in closeco-
operation the Finnish and Russian participantsare equally responsiblefor project identification, prepara-
tionandimplementation.

Joint projectsarecarried out infour regionsof NW Russia Karelian Republic, Leningrad, Murmansk,
and Arkangel sk regions. In addition to these, there areforestry projectsimplemented asoin Komi
Republic and Novgorod region, and biodiversity projectsin VVologdaregion.

Since 1997, during NWRDP Phasel, altogether 23 forestry and 18 biodiversity projectshave been
carried out intheframework of the Programme.

Inthefield of forestry thefocusof co-operation has been on forest management practices, forest plan-
ning and information systems, forest certification and bio-energy. A lot of emphasishasbeen put on
implementing and testing themodel forest concept in the conditionsof Northwest Russia. Regardlessthe
project theme, research based devel opment, aswell astraining have been cross-cutting elementsinall
co-operation.

Forestry projects started in 2001

1. Deveopment of education and training methodsfor the environmental ly and ecol ogicdly sustainable

utilisation of natural resourcesinthe Leningrad region—Supplementary Project

(estimated compl etion 2002).

Development of forest management in Northwest Russia(2003).

Development of training need assessment in Northwest Russia(2002).

Modelling and assessment of forest resources, their future use and economic accessibility

in Northwest Russia(2002).

5. Improving the communication methods and practicesin theforest sector of the Republic of
Karelia(2002).

6. Development of forest certificationin Russia(2001).

7. Finnish-Russian Working Group on Forest Certification (2001).

b

Inthefield of nature protection projects, theemphasishasbeen oninventoriesof biological diversity and



research of valuable nature objects and areas. Besides, examination of endangered speciesand contri-
bution to thelir protection, aswell assupport for publication of regional Red DataBookson nature
protected areas, endangered animals, plantsand fungi have been central to these activities. Conducted
projects have produced acons derable amount of val uableinformation about the nature, the state of
nature and itsneed for protection in each different region.

Biodiversity projectsstartedin 2001

1. Renovation of NatureInformation Centrefor the planned Nationa Park * Ladozhkie Shery* in
Sortavala, Karelian Republic (estimated compl etion 2002).

2. Study of theforest structure, past and present disturbance dynamicsof biodiversity inanatura forest
landscapein Paangérvi, Karelian Republic (2001).

3. Publicationsof biodiversity inventoriesin the Republic of Karelia(2002).

Inventoriesof natural, cultural and landscape val ues of the* Great Andom™ watershed onthe border

areaof Vologda, Arkangel sk regionsand Karelian Republic, and the“Kirillov* esker intheVologda

region (2002).

5. Publication of the Red DataBook of Vologdaregion (plantsand fungi) (2002).

6. Official authorized approval of four proposed protected areas (OzeraVuoksa, Termolovskij,
Myllysaari, RekaVeichka) in Leningrad region (2001).

7. Establishment plansand studiesfor two proposed nature protected areas (Dolinareki Smorodinki,
Prinevski) in Leningrad region (2001).

8. Comprehensive study of theexisting 12 nature protected areasin Leningrad region (2001).

9. Starting phase of representativenessanayses of the protection areas network (Gap-analyses) in
Leningrad, Murmansk, Arkangel sk and Vol ogdaregions, and the Republic of Karelia(2001).

>

Moreinfor mation:
Biodiversty projects: http:/mww.vyh.fi/kvas at/lahid ue/venmetsalvenmetsa htm
Forestry projects: http:/mww.mmm.fi/english/forestry/nwrdp/default.htm

Contact information

Biodiversity projects: Forestry projects:

RiittaHemmi TatuTorniainen

Project co-ordinator Project co-ordinator

Finnish Environment Indtitute Ministry of Agricultureand Forestry
P0O.Box 140, FIN-00251 HEL SINKI PO. Box 23, FIN-00023 GOVERNMENT
Phone: +358 940300775 Phone: +358 9 160 2404

Mobile: +358 400 120 431 Telefax: +358 9 160 2430

Telefax: +358 94030 0791 e-mall: tatu.torniainen@mmm.fi

e-mail: riittahemmi @vyhfi

ErnaL ahti

Project Assistant

Finnish Environment Indtitute

P.O.Box 140, FIN-00251 HEL SINKI
Phone: +358 9 4030 0734

Telefax: +358 940300791

e-mall: ernalanti@vyhfi




1. Nature protection projects

1.1 Good news for the Onezhskoye Pomorye
National Park

0.‘. The Onega Peninsular is located in the northern part of the Arkhangelsk
@ Region, almost in the center of the White Sea. The peninsular extends

n over 150 km into the sea. The peninsular can be divided in the Southern
and Northern sections by an imaginary line drawn between the Ukhta Bay
of the Onega Gulf and the Unskaya Bay of the Dvina Gulf. The National
Park under the name “Onezhskoye Pomorye” (Onega coastline) is pro-
jected in the Northern section of the peninsular.

Thelandscape structurein the areachangesfrom 1-2 metresabovethe sealevel at the coast to 200
metres 10 kminsidethe peninsular at the Onegamorainicridge. Thehillsandridgesliesdeby sidewith
dumpy lowlands and lake bol sons. Sand-dunesare usua aong the shores. Abundant water aress,
including the sea, 2 135 lakesand 165 rivers, makethe northern landscapes particulary impressive.

Theonly virgin boreal forest of seacoastal location to befound presently in Europeissituated here. The
forestisquite arepresentative natural habitat of northerntaiga, uniqueby itssizeand preservation fea-
tures. Beinginthemidst of the White seaarea, the Onega Peninsular withitsforests playsasignificant
roleasamgor environmental component of thewhole White searegion.

Rich biodiversity of floraand fauna

The OnegaPeninsular and its seaareasustain ahigh degree of biodiversity. Thefloraof the peninsular
includes 500 proven vascular plant speciesunder 246 classesof 78 familiae. At least five speciesare
included inthe Russian Red Book of Conservation and fourteen species- intheArkhangel sk Regional
Red Book.

Thefaunaof terrestrial verterbratesisrepresented by three amphibian, threereptileand 36 mammal
species. Thereareat least 169 bird species, of which 20 birdsareincluded in various Red Books of
Conservation. The OnegaPeninsulaisamajor migration hub for the birdsin the Northern hemisphere.

Thefish speciesare equally abundant. Theriverscontain 23 species, 30 speciesof fish canbefoundin
thelakes. Thereare 68 seaspecies. Mg or commercid fish speciesare herring and navagawith a95
percent shareof thetotal catchinthe Onegaand DvinaGulfs. The baysof the peninsular arethe breed-
ing sitesof herring and navaga.

Ten speciesof ssamammalsliveinthe coastal waters, including ringed sedl, seahare, etc. Whitewhales
areusua hereinsummer. The benthos algaeinclude 159 speciesin the coastal waters (36 green, 67
brown and 56 red algae species).



Rich in cultural heritage

The OnegaPeninsular haspreserved the most concentrated and rich heritage of the Russian Pomor
culture. At least seventeen archaeol ogical monuments have been discovered hereand areawaiting their
scholarsand researchers.

Old tent roof churchescan befound here, e.g. The St. Nicholas Church from 1618inthevillage of
Purnema. Thedwellingsand household structures, fishery houses, barns, saunas, wooden bridges, etc.
areof great architectural interest. All thevillagesof theareaare of considerable cultural value, having
preserved best inthewhole Pomoryetheelementsof traditional livelihoods, waysof life, folkloredating
back many centuries. Well-preserved place namesarea so apart of therich cultural heritage.

Thecharacterigtic feature of thisareaisatraditiona livelihood of thelocal population based exclusively
onthetraditional useof renewablebiological resources.

Plansfor anational park

The Onezhskoye Pomorye Nationa Park of 500 thousand hahas been designed and proposed within
the Devel opment programme of the Arkhangel sk protected areanetwork for 1996-2005 withanaimto
preservethe uniqueand diverse natural and cultura heritage of the White Seacoastal Russia.

An Internationa environmental expedition visted theareain summer 1997. Thislarge group of research-
ersand expertsfrom Russia, Finland, Sweden and Germany carried out asurvey of the peninsular and
recommended that anational park be set up inthe area. The recommendation made astatement of
necessity to devel op asynergy between theneed for conservation of the natural and cultural valuesand
the development of sustainableforestry and industry intheregion.

Difficulties on the way

Thenational park development effortswere complicated by the situation, when by the outset of the
planning activitiesalmost al theforests of the areahad been already leased to forest devel opersfor
commercid felling. Theloggersstationswere set up inthecentral part of the peninsular, thetimber
transport roads built and the forest sector devel oped astrongly negative attitude towardsthe national
park project.

Againgt thisbackground, with the cooperation and financial support of Finland, aninitia planningand
designing stage commenced in 1999 aimed to producefeasibility study for the National Park. The
feagbility study madethe utmost to includetheinterests of theforest sector and provideawin-win
solution for theissuesof contradiction. The study made aproposal to reducethe National Park area
from 500 to 300 thousand ha.

Such approach had magjor environmental drawbacks, being unableto secure the ecosystemsof the Park
from theimpact of thecommercia activitiesinthe adjacent areas. Thus, additional conservation arrange-
mentswereto be designed to compensatefor theimpact of ongoing forestry development. However, the
forestry industry was not happy evenwith thissolution.

Thenational park devel opment efforts stumbled at thisconflict. Unfortunately, theforest industry was
supported by theloca administration of the Onega District and by the Regiona Administration of
Arkhangdsk.



New understanding and new possibilities

A new understanding for the National Park had to befound inthe course of long negotiationswith the
nature protection authorities, designers, research and environmenta organi zations, on theonehand, and
theforest sector, thelocal and regional governments, onthe other. Theofficial decisiontorestart the
National Park design and planning in 2002 was passed by the Coordination Council for Environmental
Protection under the Regiona Administration of Arkhangel sk held on 20 December 2001.

The Onezhskoye Pomorye National Park was supported by the Russian Federal Government, too
(Ruling No. 725-R by the Government of the Russian Federation of May 23, 2001).

Thisaltogether providesgood possibility that the Nationa Park would belaunched in the nearest future.

Theexisting protected areas network in Russiaand the countries of the Barents Euro-Arctic areadoes
not presently include any other park or protected area, which would have acombination of thetypical
continental, boreal, coastal, sub-aquiati ¢ and aquiati ¢ landscapestogether with thetraditional cultural
heritage of the seacoastal dwellers. The projected Nationa Park “ Onezhskoye Pomorye* will provide
such combination. TheNationa Park will undoubtedly haveinternationa significanceand universal vaue.

V.Yefimov
Head of the protected areas and biodiversity section
Institute for Northern ecology, The Urals Department of the Russian Academy of Sciences.



1.2 National parks under development in Karelia

parks in Karelia in 1999-2001. The main objectives were to promote es-
i tablishment of four new national parks and develop further the Paanajarvi
® National Park, which was founded in 1992.

‘ Tacis project “Karelia Parks Development” was working with national

The new, proposed national parksarethe KalevalaNP (96 000 ha), Tuulos NP (62 000 ha), K oitgj oki-
Tolvaarvi NP (77 000 ha) and L adoga SkerriesNP (84 000 ha). All of these arelocated in thewestern
part of the Karelian Republic, closeto the Finnish border and they have dready beenincludedina
National park devel opment programme by the Russian Federation.

Theproject wasrun by the M etshallitus Consulting together with Finnish Environment Ingtitute, Indufor
and Kampsax I nternational . The project officewas situated in Petrozavodsk. The main part of thework
wasdone by Russian experts, altogether 27 Russiansand asmaller number of foreign expertswere
involved inthework. The project produced eight reportsin Russian and English, coloured legflets,
posters and postcards of each territory. Inaddition, acd-romin threelanguageswas prepared onthe
Paangjarvi NP. A Geographical Information System was created for each of thefive parks.

Someeco-tourism activitiesinall theseterritorieshave aready started. Inthelong run, theparksare
very attractive especialy for touristsfrom Finland and the big cities of Saint Petersburg and M oscow.
Tourism development prospectsare among thereasonsfor apositive attitude towardsthe parksamong
local administrations. Theremotevillagesin Kardianeed livelihoodsand activitiesasan dternativefor
fairly heavy forestry. The project produced areport entitled “ Tourism Strategy for the Karelian Green
Belt”, where current tourism isanalysed and new proposalsare made. Theimpact of the new parkswas
studied in a* Socio-economic Assessment of New National Parksfor Karelia'.

Proposal sfor the establishment of each new national park were prepared by the project, including a
Feasbility Study, aDevel opment Plan and an Five year Action Plan. Thismodd isfollowing the Russan
systemand could hopefully offer all thematerial, which isneeded for the K arelian Republictoforward
the proposal to the Federal Government. At the moment, the KalevalaNational Park seemsto be
closest to establishment, dueto the decision by the Federal Government in March 2001 on the highest
priority list of new nationa parks.

Kalevala National Park the most urgent one

Protection of the Kalevaaterritory ismost urgent, becauseit isthe only one of the proposed parkswith
agreat amount of timber withinitsborders. Thelocal administrations of Kostomukshaand Louhi dis-
trictshave approved the proposal made by the project. It wasa so presented in severa public meetings
invillagesand got clear support of local people. Now itisup to the Karelian Government to ask for
statements about the proposal and then to prepareitsown proposal to the Federal Government.

Thearchipdagointhenorthern part of L ake L adogahasthe highest biodiversity inthewholerepublic.
Protection of theidandsand abroad strip of the continental shorelineiswidely supported by thethree
local administrationsof Sortavala, Pitkdrantaand Lahdepohjaaswell astherepublican and federa
structures. Unfortunately, thisnational park could not beincluded inthefedera list thistime dueto some
smdl disagreementswithintheadministration.

All new park territorieshave had atemporary protection, whichwill end by theend of thisyear. Asfor
Kdevaa, it might beclear, that cuttingsor other activitiesare not threatening its nature beforethe park



establishment. The new Russian administration of natural resourceswill hopefully show itscapacity in
nature conservation by fulfilling fairly soon thedecision of the Federal Government.

Thewhole proposed park in Ladogais covered by the so-called first category forests, which are pro-
tected asthey are situated within onekilometrefrom the shoreline. Thelocal administrationsthere seem
to actively protect the park territory against construction of summer cottagesby peoplefrom Saint
Petersburg. At themoment thisisaseriousthreat €l sewherefor shoresand idandsof Ladoga.

Action is needed

Establishment of al four new national parkstill needsdomestic and international support. Especialy, the
future of Koitgoki-Tolvgarvi and Tuulosterritoriesisopen. The nature conservation statuson these
territories should be strengthened, so that |ater on anational park or nature park could be set up there.
Onthelocal level, Municipal Unitsof each proposed park were established together withthelocal
administrations. All of them havenow at |east some personnel. The Tacisproject purchased for cars,
boats, snowmobiles and other brand new equipment needed for the park management. During the
project, altogether 37 training courses, seminarsand conferenceswere organi sed for the peopleworking
with nature conservation and parksin Kardia

ThePaangérvi Nationa Park hasbeen favourably devel oped during thelast few years. Naturetourism
isgrowing dowly asthepark issetting up visitor services. A new Visitor Centreisunder constructionin
the settlement of Pyaozersky, about 50 km from the Nationa Park. Theexhibition planfor theVCwas
produced inthe Tacis project. Most probably, it will be opened for visitorsin 2002, when the park
reachesthe age of tenyears.

The reports of the project, printed in English and Russian: Management Plans of the four new
parks, Tourism Srategy of the Green Belt, Development Plan for the Paanajarvi National Park,
Socio-economic Assessment for New National Parks in Karelia and Ecotourism on the Way to
Russia, can be ordered from Metsihallitus Consulting (knowhow@metsa.fi). Leaflets of the parks
in English, Russia or Finnish and the cd-rom of the Paanajarvi National Park can be ordered
from the Customer Service Point Karhuntassu in Kuusamo karhuntassu@metsa. fi

Jouko Hogmander
Metsahallitus (Finnish Forest and Park Service)



1.3 Nature protected areas network in the Karelian Isthmus:
current status and future development

W, The Karelian Istmus has a highly interesting landscape and history, being

. ® located at the south-eastern rim of the Baltic crystalline shield. The Istmus
- covers 1 439 340 ha outside the urban area (Leningrad administrative
Region: 1 397 420 ha and St. Petersburg municipal area: 41 920 ha).

Asit liesbetween two large water bodies of Europe— L ake Ladogaand the Gulf of Finland, the Karelian
Isthmusisof mgor conservationimportance, being afactor of environmenta balancefor ahugeregion.
However, the nature of the Karelian Isthmusisvulnerable dueto the proximity of a5 million urban con-
glomerateof . Petersburg. Timber and other resources of the areaare easily access ble and economi-
caly feasibleto develop. Thus, conservation efforts by meansof introducing aprotected areas network
becomethe most efficient and viable option.

Initiatives for the network development

The processto establish such network inthe areastarted in 1976. Decision No. 145 of the Regional
Administration provided for devel opment of six nature preservesand four nature sanctuariesinthe
KarelianIsthmus. In 1980's an attempt was madeto create aNational Park in the central section of the
Isthmus, but the project could not beimplemented then. TheIntegrated nature conservation schemeof the
Leningrad Region proposed in 1989 included €l even new regional preservesand nature sanctuarieswithin
thelimitsof theKarelian Isthmus. Inthe urban areaof St. Petersburg, the Yuntolovsky preserveand The
Komarovsky Coast sanctuary were created in 1990 and 1992 thanksto the efforts by the Institute of
Biology. Starting from 1997, the L eningrad Regiona Government hasallocated resourcesfrom the Envi-
ronmenta Fund for the devel opment and design of four nature protected areas. Three of theterritories:
Motornoye-Zaostrovye, Orekhovsky and Primorsky Coast have aready been incorporated inthe Inte-
grated conservation scheme, whilethe Prigranichny nature preserve has been proposed within theframe-
work of the projected international network «Eastern Gulf of Finland».

TheFinnish-Russian cooperation has been very significant for the devel opment of the nature protection
network inthe Karelian Isthmus. Since 1998, the First and Second stages of thejoint Devel opment
Programme on Sustai nable Forest Management and Conservation of Biodiversity in Northwest Russia
included ten protected areas under devel opment by the Institute of Biology. Five of theseterritories
(Kuznechnoye, Nizovskoye Bog, Termol ovsky, Prinevsky and Smorodina) have beenincorporated inthe
I ntegrated conservation scheme of the Leningrad Region. In 1998-99 thejoint discussionsby the Russian
and Finnish expertsproduced aninitiativeto createfive new territories (Anismovo Lakes, Karelian
Forest, Myllysaari, VuoksaL ake, VelichkaRiver). Additionally, three existing nature sanctuaries of local
category (Gontovoyemire, Kokorevsky and L azarevskoye mire) will be upgraded to formtwointegrated
nature preservesof regiona category (Kokorevsky and Morye).

The network will broaden

Theregiona protected areas network of the Kardlian Isthmusiscurrently represented by ten nature
preserves(Berezovyeldands, Lammin Suo Bog, Ozernoyemire, Viyborgsky, Gladyshevsky,
V&araméenselka Ridge, Lindulovskaya Grove, Lake Mekovodnoye, Rakovye L akes, Yuntolovsky) and
four nature sanctuaries (Komarovsky Coast, L ake Krasnoye, Lake Yastrebinoye, Gustoy Idand). Eleven
new preserves (Orekhovsky, Prigranichny, Karelian Forest, Kuznechnoye, Nizovskoye Bog,



Termolovsky, LakeVuoksa, Smorodinovki river valley, Prinevsky, K okorevsky and Morye), four nature
sanctuaries(Primorsky Coast, Anismovo Lakes, Myllysaari and VVelichkaRiver) and onedendrol ogical
park (Otradnoye) are under planning.

Thus, theregional network of the Karelian Isthmuswill include 21 nature preserves, 8 sanctuariesand
onedendrological park inthe course of 2-3 years.

Theexisting protected areasin the Karelian | sthmus cover 51 937 ha (without 53 990 ha of thewater
areaunder the Federa jurisdiction), including 3 580 haof water and 48 357 haof land, which amounts
to three percent of thetotal areaof thelsthmus. Uponintroduction of the 14 projected reserves, their
total areawill increase by 49 418 ha(without 2 442 haof thefederal water area), including 4 553 haof
water and 44 865 haof land. The protected areas network will then comprise 3,4 percent of thetotal
areaof theKarelian Isthmus.

Further development plansinclude additional 20 825 ha (1,4 percent of the lsthmusarea). Altogether the
projected and proposed system of nature protection areasin the Karelian Issthmuswould cover 8,5
percent of thetotal area, which basically correspondsto theinternational standardsof conservation. To
managethissystem anew Directorate of nature protected areasisbeing created under the Leningrad
Regiond Department of nature management and environmental security.

Thenetwork wouldincorporateal major ecosystem typesthat require enhanced protection, including
old growth mid-taigaand southern taigaboreal forests, rai sed bogs and mesotrophic mires, upper and
influx river sections, coastal and idand areasin the L ake L adogaand the Gulf of Finland, inner lakes,
rarefaunaand florahabitats of the Red Book of endangered speciesof Leningrad, migration routesand
placesof reproduction, aswell asecosystemsintheintermediaterdief typesof terrain. Thiscomposition
will ensure conservation of sustainablebiodiversity and maor typesof mode landscapes.

Problems to resolve

Theunresolved problem while getting approvalson the protected areas network consistsin the conflict
between the conservation targets and theinterests of other agencies(e.g. forest leasing, corporate and
private useof hunting sites, minera resources). Therecreationa housing devel opersaretryingto erect
major obstacles, too. Thus, theterritory and thelayout of the new protected areas are of ten dependent
onthe baance of power andinfluencerather than on the environmental concernsor natural feasibility.

International responseto the conservation projectsand the positiveimage created by the massmedia
have agreat impact of the environmenta posturetaken by the authoritiesof the Leningrad Region. The
publication of the Red Book of Leningrad produced within the Finnish-Russian Devel opment Pro-
gramme on Sustai nable Forest Management and Conservation of Biodiversity in Northwest Russiahas
been particularly instrumental in promoting the enlargement of the protected areasnetwork. Thefirst
volume of thetotal three of the Red Book isdedicated to the devel opment of nature protected areasin
the Karelian Isthmus, asone of themost beautiful and vulnerable piecesof natureintheLeningrad
Region.

D.Kovalyov, G.Noskov
Institute of Biology, University of &. Petersburg



1.4 National Nature Reserve «Ingermanlandsky»
- background and development prospects

'] The idea to create a nature reserve in the eastern part of the Gulf of

"™ Finland dates back almost a century ago. The prominent Russian natural
& scientists from St. Petersburg — Borodin, Komarov, Fedchenko, professor
. # AP Semenov-Tyan-Shansky and professor V.P. Semenov-Tyan-Shansky

.. were among the first to bring forward this idea. Unfortunately, due to the
complicated military, political and economic situation in the Baltic region
and in general, the project could not be implemented at that time.

The current development of naturereserve network inthe Gulf of Finland began morethanfifteenyears
ago. TheFinnish environmental scientistsshowed agreat interest towardsapossible naturereservein
the border areawith Russia. A National Park on the northern coast of the Gulf was discussed by the
Finnishminister of Environment Mr K.Bérlund and the Head of the Russian State Committeefor Nature
Protection Mr N.Vorontsov in autumn 1990. The Nationa Park proposed inthe Russian territory should
later beincorporated with the Finnish National Park «Eastern Gulf of Finland>» createdin 1982.

INn 1992, on the basisof the decision by the Russian Ministry of Environment, the Nationa Nature
Protection researchingtitute (VNII Prirody) offered to the Research Institute of Biology an optionfor
joint development of aproject proposal aimed to create anaturereserve areaat the northern coast and
archipelago of the Gulf of Finland closeto the Finnish border. A project R& D group wasformed of the
ecologistsfromthelnstitute of Biology of the University of St. Petersburg, Institute of Zoology and
Institute of Botany of the Russian Academy of Sciencesand other research institutionsof St. Petersburg.
Thegroup headed by Mr GNoskov started field research in thearchipelago. Theresearch activities
werefinanced by the Regional Committee of Environment withintheframework programme «Devel op-
ment of the Russian-Finnish idand naturereserve». Mg or research was conducted by integrated multi-
purposefield missionsin 1992-95 headed by professor D.Osipov, director of the Institute of Biology.
Thefield missonsvisited thefollowing idands: Seskar archipelago, K okor, Malyi, Gogland, Bolshoy
Tyuters, Malyi Tyuters, Severnyi and Yuzhnyi Virginy, Nerva, Sommers, Kozlinyi, Malyi Kozlyonok,
Kopytin, Zubets, Dolgy Rif, Bolshoy Fiskar archipelago, Dolgyi Kamen, Krutoyar, Otradny, and many
gmdleridands.

Thefield resear ch showed that a network of special protected areas of various
conservation types would be feasible, including:

1. Nationa nature reserve «lngermanlandsky» of cluster type covering theidands,
2. Integrated regional preserve «Prigranichny» covering thenorthern coast,
3. Integrated regional preserve «K urgal sky» covering the Kurgolovsky peninsula.

Thisapproach was discussed at the Finnish-Russian workshop «Nature reserves devel opment and
nature conservation» held in Kuhmo, Finland in October 1993. The proposed reserve structurewas
supported in October 1994 by the Ministry of Nature Management and Environmenta Security of the
Regiona government of Leningrad. The Fifth Russian-Finnish workshop approved theproposal at its
meetingin St. Petersburg on October 31, 1994. The Regional Ministry gaveago ahead to the Institute
of Biology tofinalizethe project in 1995-96 within the programme «Nature reserve network develop-
ment inthe Eastern Gulf of Finland». Thiswork wasfinanced by the Non-budgetary Environmental Fund
of the Leningrad Region.



Theeffort hassofar produced thefollowing outcome: Regional integrated preserve «Kurgal sky» was
created in 2000. The project proposal wasfinalized and approved, the state environmental appraisal and
theofficial decisionweremadefor the Regiond integrated preserve «Prigranichny». Thedecisonwas
taken by the Regional Government of Leningrad to createthe «lngermanlandsky» naturereserve. The
National reserve «Ingermanlandsky» wasincorporated into the Federa list of projected national re-
servesand parksof the Russian Federation for 2001-2010 officially approved by Decision No. 725-R
of the Russian Government of 23 May 2001. Thedraft Governmental decree on «lngermanlandsky» has
been approved by most stakehol dersat the Federal level. Thisproject hasso far beentheonly onein
the Federal list to receive positive resultsfrom the Federal Environmental appraisal procedure.

Thereservewill consist of nine separate areas|ocated in the central Gulf of Finland onthefollowing
idands: Dolgyi Kamen, Kopytin, Bolshoy Fiskar, SkalaHally, Virginy, Malyi Tyuters, Bolshoy Tyuters,
SkalaVigrund, Seskar.

Thisproject ismainly designed to providefor conservation of the natural habitats of the eastern Baltic
coastal area, to preserve biodiversity and rare speciesintheregion, whichisbeing under growing pres-
sureinduced by the devel opment of new oil and coal transport terminals. Being situated closeto the
border areas, the project requiresintegrated and coordinated approach with foreign environmental
authoritiesinall fieldsof activity. However, the need for international cooperationismost acutewhile
implementing scientific research.

The following guidelines are proposed for further research effortsin the reserve:

1. Inventory of floraand faunaspeciesto producefully annotated list of species.
1.1. Digtribution of rarevascular plant species.

1.2 Composition of algae, lichen and mushroom species.

1.3. Comprehensivelist of mammal species.

1.4. Comprehensivelist of the nesting bird species.

1.5. Comprehensgivelist of amphibian and reptile speciesof theidands.

1.6. List of water and ground borneinvertebrate and insect species.

2. [Ecosystem statusresearch.

2.2. Hydrobiologicd littoral description.

2.3. Heliad description and monitoring.

2.3. Forest statusmonitoring. Transborder pollutionimpact assessment for forest ecosystems.
2.4. Soil originand current atus.

2.5. Large scale geobotanic mapping.

2.6. Quantity and distribution of speciesinwaterfowl colonies.

3. Speciesspecificresearch.

3.1. Conservation measures and ecology of rare nesting species(e.g. Gray goose, Barnacle goose,
Scoter, Sheldrake, Lesser black-headed gull, Caspiantern, Littletern, Razorbill, Black guillemot,
efc.).

3.2. Sedl population, ecology, seasona changesand distribution.

3.3. Speciesdidtribution and biotope distribution of bats.

3.4. Areadistribution and quantity of European cormorant.



4. Birdmigrationresearch.
4.1. Waterfowl species, quantity and Sites.
4.2. Species, quantity and routes of the birds of passage.

Theresearch can be carried out by expertsfrom avariety of Russian researchingtitutions, e.g. Institute
of Biology and other departmentsof the University of Saint Petersourg, Institute of Biology and Institute
of Zoology of the Russian Academy of Sciences, the St. Petersburg-based I nstitute for Spaceand
Airborne Geology Research, aswell asexpertsfrom Finland and other Nordic and Baltic countries.

Successful research effort at theinitid stageisnot possiblewithout financia support withintheframe-
work of the Federal and Regiona devel opment programmes. Theapplicationsfor such financing have
been dready filed by the I nstitute of Biology.

The «lngermanlandsky» nature reserve has an enormous potentia for recreation and environmental
education. Being located in the border areaof Finland and Russia, it providesgood opportunitiesfor
international ecotourism. The naturereservewill open theidandsand the adjacent areas of the Gulf of
Finland for publicvisits. It will aso have adirect impact on the prospectsto createtheregional pre-
serves «Prigranichny» and «K urgal sky» and anature protected areaat Gogland.

A.Gaginskaya, GNoskov, D.Kovalyov
Sate University of S. Petersburg, Research Institute of Biology
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2. Forestry projects

2.1 Landscape Ecological Planning of Forestry on the Karelian
Isthmus

new approach to ensure economically viable, socially acceptable and
ecologically sustainable management of forest resources on the Karelian
Isthmus. The purpose of the project was to prepare an integrated land use
and forestry plan and to develop new methods for planning, managing
and monitoring the use of forest resources at the management unit
(leskhoz, lesnichestvo) level as well as to increase the capacity of local
personnel to adopt and further develop these new methods.

* The Project started in January 1999 with the objective of developing a

TheProject wasimplemented asajoint effort of Finnish and Russian forestry organisations.

M etsdhallitus Consulting wasthe main co-ordinator of thework assisted by its Russian counterpart, the
former Forest Committee of Leningrad Region being in chargefor the monitoring of theallocation of
Russian resources. Other implementing organisationswere the Forestry Devel opment Centre Tapio from
Finland and the Northwest State Forest Inventory and Management Planning Enterprise and the
St.Petersburg Forest Research I nstitute from Russia. Expertsfrom the Finnish Forest Research I ngtitute
participated in thework.

Themain achievements of the Project werethe preparation of long term scenariosfor forestry onthe
Kardlian Isthmusand landscape ecol ogical forest management plansfor two model areas (~50 000 ha)
aswell astheincreased capacity of local staff to further devel op and adopt the new methods, which
wereintroduced. Based on the objectives, thework wasdivided into three components (1) Isthmus
level forest management and land use planning, (2) demonstration of modern forest management at
operational unit level and (3) human capacity development. Theresultsof the Project by componentsare
asfollows:

Component 1: I sthmuslevel forest management and land use planning

opportunitiesto develop the multipurpose use of Isthmusforests

regiond criteriaand indicators (C& ) for sustainable management of |sthmusforests
analysisof existing nature protection areas network and recommendationsfor its devel opment
long term scenariosfor the devel opment of forest resourceson the Kardian I sthmusemploying
devel oped mathematical modds, which alow forecastson the basisof theformsof aternative
typesof use

e |sthmusleve thematicmapsand GIS

Component 2: Modern forest management at operational unit level

e ecologica inventory of and landscape ecological forest management plansfor thetwo model areas
(methodsand plansapproved and enforced by Russian authorities)

e moderntechnology for planning, managing and monitoring the use of local forest resources, which
enables continuous updating of system data



Gl Shardware and software devel oped to analyse forestry and ecol ogical data

analytic tools (thematic maps, reports, etc) devel oped to assist decision makers

methodol ogy for landscape classification worked out and tested

criteriaandindicators(C& 1) for operationa unit level practical forestry activitiesdevel oped

Component 3: Human capacity development

task related training for project staff organi sed and implemented both in Finland and Russia
principlesof participatory planning of forest management introduced and training materia produced
and distributed

adult training of professiond staff facilitated and programmeworked out, aswell asimplementation of
thetraining programmestarted

training material (video, brochures, booklets, field training track) devel oped and produced aswell as
disributed

trainerstrained to further distribute the know-how in landscape ecol ogica planning of forestry in
Russa

Theresultsachieved by the Project received appreciation from different stakehol ders of theforest and
environment sector (Federa level forestry organisations, World Bank, WWEF, forest industry). The
participatory approach appliedinthe Project facilitated the closeinvol vement of variousingtitutions
(universities, ecological committees, local administration, WWEF, etc.) aswell asthelocal people (forest
renters, local inhabitants) and waswell received by local parties. Thelatest public meetingsinthemodel
territoriesand thefina seminar of the Project were held in June 2001 in Vyborg, Roschino and
St.Petersburg. Theexperience gained under the Project isexpected to further benefit the participating

parties.

Zoltan Kosy
Metsahallitus (Finnish Forest and Park Service)



2.2 Sustainable Forest Management in the Kargopol District of
the Arkhangelsk Region:

Review of the Finnish Project Coordinator on the gained
experience

General:
- The Kargopol Forest Project focused on strategic planning of forestry and
E utilisation of natural resources. The project consisted of seven compo-
i nents and it was implemented during 1999-2001. The project was fi-
i nanced by the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry of Finland with the
sum of EUR 378 000 (FIM 2,25 million).

1. Strategic forestry and natural resources development plan for Kenozero National Park
2. Strategic development planfor the activities of theforest sector inthe Kargopol District
3. Development of reforestation systemsin the Kargopol District

4 Treatment of young standsand thinningsintheKargopol District

5. Restoration of cultural landscapein Kenozero National Park

6. Development of non-wood forest products

7. Coordination and dissemination

TheRuss an partners of the project were Kargopol Forest Management Unit (L eskhoz) under the
Committee of Natural Resourcesof theArkhangel sk Region and Kenozero Nationa Park. Additionally,
Russian specidistsfromthe Northern Forest Research I nstitute, the Arkhangel sk State Technica Univer-
sty and theregiond forest management enterprise partici pated in the project implementation.

Forest Management Unitsarein chargeof theofficia control of forest utilisation. At thesametime, they
areutilising forest resourcesthemsalves. According to the Russan forestry officials, forest management
unitsshould give up theeconomic utilisation of forests. However, forest management unitscan receive
only 30 % of their expensesfromthefedera statebudget. Therest of themoney must be obtained from
harvesting or selling transportation servicesusing their own equipment.

TheArkhangel sk forest officialsdid not have any earlier experience ontheinternational cooperation. The
level of thetheoretical knowledgeisquitehighin Russiabut practical development activitiesarere-
stricted duetoinadequate funding. Dissemination of informationisaproblem. Inthedevel opment of
dissemination the quality and clarity (e.g. theuse of graphsand figures) of presentationsby theRussian
specidistsmust be emphasised. Asapositive experienceit can be mentioned that different forestry
ingtitutionsintheArkhangel sk Region are ableto cooperate with each other. Thisisdemonstrated by
activedissemination of gained experienceand information to other regional forest management units. The
Russian side especidly emphas sed the usefulness of the establishment of sampleplotsin harvesting and
forest regeneration becausethese plotsare going to servethe devel opment activitiesin forestry for many
years.

Regarding future project planning, the number of beneficiaries of projectssupported by the Finnish
government could belimited in order to get more sustantial resultsinstead of spreading the resourcestoo
thinly.



Srategic planning

The development of astrategic plan for theforest management unit was based on thefact that thefederal
funding will not increaseinthe near future. Forest management unitsneed to devel op marketing of
roundwood and non-wood forest productsto generateincome. According to thelegidation, aforest
management unit doesnot havearight to deal with commerce and therefore they must find loca coop-
eration partners. Thedirectorsof forest management units need to analyse the contents of the developed
strategic plan, and take necessary measures and make amendmentsto the plan later, if necessary.

Onthebasisof thethreeyears experienceit can be said that marketing of roundwood should beintensi-
fiedin order toincrease stumpage prices. The stumpage price dependson thesize of harvesting area,
harvesting volume and the average diameter of timber. On the other hand, thinningshave not been
carried out becausetheregional forest industry procuresits pul pwood fromfind fellings. Thewood
harvested in thinnings could be used asfuelwood. In Finland, there have been different devel opment
projectsonthisissue.

Forest management unitshave no direct rightsto sell large volumes of roundwood for local or export
markets. Timber buyersusua ly make dealswith bigger agentswho are ableto guaranteetimely deliver-
iesof adequate quantity and quaity. Forest management unitsshould aimto cooperate with local agents
if they haveno licenseto commercia activitiesof their own.

Thestrategic plan for Kenozero National Park contributed to the creation of amanagement system,
whichisbased on the objective assessment of current stateand utilisation of avail ableresources. Onthe
basisof thisassessment, informed decisions can be made concerning nature protection, tourism develop-
ment, ecologica education and the maintenance of culturd heritage. Thesearetypicaly themain activi-
tiesof national park managementin Russia

Forest regeneration

Cooperation inforest regeneration began intheArkhangel sk Regioninthe Vel sk nursery aready four
yearsago. Commercia cooperation has supported the devel opment activities. Nurseries of containerised
seedlingshave been delivered to Vel sk on commercial basis. Two sample plotswere planted during the
project. Oneplot wason old fina felling areaand the other on an area, which had paludified after felling.
Anadditional sampleplot of natural regeneration providesreferenceinformation for theresearch ar-
rangements. Planting materia hasbeen delivered from six forest management units. Success of forest
regeneration will bestudied inthe sample plotsusing different forest cultivation methods, vegetation
places, tree species, soil treatment and containerised seedlings. The growth experimentsstarted inthe
Vel sk nursery have been producing abasisfor thefield studies. Themost problematic issues compared
to the Finnish conditionsare the peat preparation and the availability of good fertilizers.

Theabundant low-productive broadleaved young standsin the region shoul d be regenerated by conifer-
ousspecies. Local forestindustry isnot ableto utilise birch pulpwood. The afforestation of these areas
requiresaremarkableincreasein plant production. The establishment of model seed production stands
and the devel opment of containerised seedlings could helpinthis, whichisapossibletopicfor future
projects.

Thinnings

Finnish and Russian methods and forest machinery have been compared in thethinningsof sampleplots.
High productivity of the Finnish machineshas been observed. Harvesting machines suitablefor the cut-
to-length method are under-utilised in the Arkhangel sk Region. Asaresult of the project, new harvesting
methods can be recommended for the other forest management units.



Careshould betaken when introducing Finnish thinning instruction in Russiadueto thefollowing reasons:
(i) the soil structure differsfrom the Finnish one because the Arkhangel Sk Region was not covered by ice
during thelatest glacial period. Vegetation and site classification cannot be adapted directly. Theintensity
of harvesting may haveto belower thanin the Finnish harvesting models. Thelower thinningintendty is
required also by thelatefirst thinnings, which aretypicaly carried out whenthemean height of standis
already 15 metres.

Thereisno buyer for pul pwood from thinningsin Russaand smal-szetimber isnormdly left standing.
However, experimental thinningswill be continued, although presently theforest management unitshave
arestricted right to makethinnings. Inthefuturethe harvesting rightsarelikely to be given only to own-
ersof cutting and rent rightsof forests.

Thereisaneed for improving theforest legidationin Russia. Management obligation of young stands
should beincludedinforest rent agreements. Timber from first thinnings coul d be utilised asfuelwood.
Harvesting instructions areto be based on both economic and technical feasibility. In Finland, thefre-
quency of harvesting has decreased and the volume of each harvesting increased over theyears, mainly
for economic reasons. Nowadays, Russian instructions are commonly not observed, and forest manage-
ment unitsrecelvealarge part of their annual incomeasdifferent sanction and penaty fees.

Non-wood forest products

The utilisation of forest mushrooms can beincreased from the current level. ThesoilsintheArkhangel sk
Region aremorefertileand therefore mushroom selectioniswider thanin Finland. Inadditiontothe
household utilisation, attention should be paid to the devel opment of domestic and international markets,
whichwould haveapositiveimpact onloca economy.

Thefirst sepistraining of specidists. Thefirst 18 advisershave been trained during the mushroom
course. A delivery network could be created in theArkhangel sk-K argopol - Vol ogdaregion with the
support of thesetrained advisers. Forest management unitswould work as supporting organisationsin
training of local entrepreneursand mushroom trader companies. Infuture, the planned forestry informa-
tion centrein the Kargopol Digtrict could beasupporting unitinsuchtraining.

Equipment deliveries

Equipment deliveriesincluded chain and brush saws, safety clothes, forest trailers, and forest measure-
ment instrumentsfor Kargopol Forest Management Unit and Kenozero National Park. TheRussianside
would have preferred local purchases. Thisoption was not used because the equipment would have cost
thesamein Russa. In addition, the Finnish sidewasinterested in delivering Finnish technology for
experimental use. The project budget (EUR 74 000) imposed some restrictions on the equipment to be
purchased. Theequipment issuitablefor first and later thinningsusing the cut-to-length method. The
beneficiariescan maketheir own conclusionsonthe productivity and suitability of theequipmentinloca
conditions. Commercia deliveriesare hindered by bureaucracy and high cussomsfeesin Russia.

Pasi Poikonen
Indufor Oy



3. International projects

3.1 The Second Meeting of the International Contact Forum on
Habitat Conservation in the Barents Region in Petrozavodsk,
November 26-29, 2001

-

@1 Finland, Sweden and Norway have all had bilateral cooperation in nature
‘ conservation with Russia for more than ten years. The idea of joining the
efforts and creating a multilateral cooperation forum arose in the summer
1998, when the Russian, Norwegian, Swedish and Finnish specialists
participated in an international scientific expedition in Belomore-Kuloi
Plateau, Archangelsk region.

Thelnternational Contact Forum on Habitat Conservation inthe BarentsRegion wasofficially estab-
lished in Trondheim, Norway, November 1999 by theinitiative of the Biodiversity Group under the
bilateral Russan-Norwegian Commission on Environmenta Cooperation. The Contact Forumisa
cooperation arenafor all stakeholdersinterested in habitat conservation issuesin the BarentsRegion -
authorities, specialigts, representatives of indigenous peopl es organi sationsand other interested institu-
tionsand NGOs. The Barents Regionincludestheregionsof Nordland, Tromsand Finnmark (Norway),
Norrbotten, V asterbotten (Sweden), Oulu and Lappland (Finland), Murmansk, Karelian Republic,
Archangel sk, NenetsAutonomous Region and from the beginning of 2002 also Komi (Russia).

According to theforum mandate agreed at thefirst meeting in Trondheim, the Contact Forumwill focus
itswork on proper management of existing protected areas, on the need for additional protected areas
and on other activitiesrelevant for habitat conservation. For thetwofirst yearsof itsexistencethe Con-
tact Forum has been effectively chaired by Norway.

The second meeting of the Forum

The second Contact Forum meeting took placein the capital of the Republic of Kardlia, Petrozavodsk,
26-29 November 2001. The meeting was organised and led by the Norwegian Directoratefor Nature
Management with the assi stance of the Vodl ozersky National Park. Themain objective of the meeting
wasto further increase and improve cooperationin thefield of habitat conservation between the Barents
States. The Contact Forum offered apossibility to discuss on-going projects, future cooperation and
exchange of information and experience concerning the management and activities of protected aress.

On behalf of the hosting region, Republic of Karelia, Mr.Vaery A. Shljamin, Minister of the Foreign
Relations, greeted the Contact Forum emphasising theimportance of internationa cooperation in nature
protection activities. The conclusionsand recommendations of the Contact Forum work are expected by
the authorities now, when the new strategy of environmental and nature protectionisunder devel opment
for theNorthwest Russia.

Mr. Nikolai S. lvanov, Head of Biodiversity Division of the Department of Nature Resourcesin North-

west Region, Ministry of Nature Resources of the Russian Federation, expressed full support for the

Contact Forumwork. A new scientific-technical council for protected areasand biodiversity conserva
tionisestablished within the Department, having administrative and scientific representativesof dl re- @



gionsof Northwest Russia. The Council will beready to handle Contact Forum recommendationsfor
new protected areas, project proposal sto support the existing conservation areas and devel opment of
sustainabletourismin Northwest Russia

Altogether 70 representativesfrom environmental authorities, scientificingtitutes, nature protected arees,
NGOs, indigenous peoplesform the Barents Region gathered for thefour days seminar. The partici-
pants described the present status of nature protectionin their countriesand regions, presented results
and progress of the habitat conservation projectsand suggested new project initiatives.

Theneed to develop protected areas

Directorsof Russian National Parksand Strict Nature Reserves (Zapovedniks) located in the Barents
Region presented their current status and future plans. The general opinion wasthat the parksare today
facing severe problems, which mainly aredueto thefinancid difficultiesand continuousorganisationa
changesinthefederal protected areaadministration. However, the parks are committed to devel op their
management and activities. International cooperation projectsareimportant. A big international coopera-
tion project to devel op the Barents Region protected areanetwork was supported by many participants.
Thevertical Green Belt of Fennoscandia, from the Gulf of Finland to the Barents Sea, could be accom-
panied by the horizontal belt of protected areasin the north of Norway, Sweden, Finland and Russia

Mr. Tapio Lindholm from the Finnish Environment | nstitute presented the project proposal “ GAP-
Anaysesin Northwest Russia, Specia Protected AreasBiological Research” to beacomprehensive
and topical international project to assessthe representativeness of the protected areasnetwork asa
wholein Northwest Russia. Theorigina project planisdevel opedin cooperation withthe expertsof St.
Petersburg and M oscow scientific ingtitutestogether with their Finnish colleges. The GAP-Analyseswill
connect biological researchto the need of structural and economic assessment of the protected areas,
from the recreation, ecotourism and environmental point of view. The project proposal aroused discus-
sion, which will be continued between the speciadistsin the near futurein order to determinethe scope,
objectives, contents, activitiesand participationinthe project.

Afieldvisit totheVodlozero National Park was organised at the end of the Contact Forum meeting. On
theway the participantsof thevisit had the opportunity to see examples of the old-growth forests, and
aso cultura and historical monumentsof Karelia. Overnight stay was organised in the Varispel datourist
village guest houses, which areunder construction. Theaimisto createaspecid typeof village, combin-
ingfesturesof atraditiona Karelian villagewith tourist servicesand accommodeation. Besidesthe nature
protection functions, the Varispeldavillage project supports conservation and reviva of local traditionsof
wooden architecture, local craftsand historical landscape. The participantshad apossibility totry the
hikingtrailsnear thevillage, arelaxing smoke saunabath and adeliciousdinner inagood company.

Futur e of the Contact Forum

During thefour daysof the Contact Forum meeting alot of informativelecturesand many intensive
debateswere held. The organi sersasked for suggestionsto improvethework of the Contact Forum.
Theopinion of themajority wasthat the Contact Forum should remain asit is. an open discussionforum
for all stakeholderson nature conservation issuesin the Barents Region. A lot of new project ideaswere
generated, but so far the Contact Forum does not have specia financia instrumentsfor implementing all
thoseinitiatives. However, expressing recommendati onsto decision makers, preparing project proposas
and finding financing possibilitiesiseas er and more effective, when severa stakeholders, regionsand
countriesjointheir efforts.



The participantsdecided that Finland will bethe new Chair of the Contact Forum and suggested Russia
toact asaCo-chair for the next two years. The Contact Forum representatives expressed their gratitude
to the Norwegian and Russian organi sersfor the opportunity to make new contacts and exchange
information and experiencewith colleges acrossthe Barents Region, to present the aspectsof their own
work and to contribute to the Contact Forum with own idesas, project plansand offersfor collaboration.
Thenext meetingwill beheldintheyear 2003 and Finland will beresponsiblefor organisingit.

Directorate for Nature Management, Norway, will publish a report on the proceedings and con-
clusions of the Second Meeting of Contact Forum. The materialswill be available by contacting:
postmotlak@dirnat.no

Riitta Hemmi
Finnish Environment Institute

3.2 WWEF Arctic Bulletin - “CAFF Delivers Report on Arctic
Flora and Fauna”

“What is the overall state of the Arctic’s natural environment?” This
sweeping question defines the ambitions of Arctic Flora and Fauna: Status
and Conservation. This plain-language report was delivered by the Arctic
Council working group CAFF (Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna), in
Rovaniemi, Finland, on June 11, at the celebration of the 10th anniversary
of the Arctic Environmental Protection Strategy.

Although asimpleanswer to itsopening question remainselusive, the 272-page book makesavaliant
effort to summarizewhat isknown while also explaining how Arctic ecosystemsfunction. Thislatter
aspect of the book isintended to provide readersacontext in which to understand figures on popul ation
sizesor the extent of protected areas.

Theideaof producing thereport can betraced to aworkshop sponsored by WWEF-Arctic Programme
and the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) in Karrebaksminde, Denmark, in September
1997. Workshop participants noted that CAFF lacked avisible showcasefor itswork and recom-
mended asubstantial report that could capture the range of issuesand concerns covered by CAFF and
addressthe need for circumpolar cooperation on conservation intheArctic. The CAFF Working Group
supported theidea, which was endorsed by theArctic Council in September 1998.

At that point, asmall editoria team got to work. Team membersdevel oped an overall strategy for the
report and an outline, both of which wererefined at the 1999 CAFF meeting in Yellowknife, Canada. As
aresult, thebook’sgenera text, which givesan overview of Arctic ecosystemsand conservation, is
supplemented by 75 boxesthat describe specific topicsin greater detail, ranging from speciesto places,
from ecological processesto conservation threats. |n addition, thebook iscopioudy illustrated in color
with photographs, maps, and diagrams. |deally, thereport will be useful and interesting bothto those
who pick it up from timeto time and to those who read it from cover to cover.



Human threaths

For themost part, the avail ableinformation on the state of theArctic environment isencouraging. Geese,
for example, arethriving with the sole exception of thelesser white-fronted goose and subpopul ations of
various speciesin Eastern Siberia. In the decade since CAFFwasformed, Russiahas doubled the total
areaof itszapovedniks (strict nature preserves) intheArctic. CAFF hasa so begunto addressthe
conservation of rare, endemic vascular plantsand thethregt of seabird bycatchin commercia fisheries.

Ontheother hand, much remainsto be done. Fragmentation and theimpactsof roads, pipelines, dams,
and transmission wiresare seriousthreats across much of theregion. Overharvesting of certain speciesis
aprobleminsomearess. Climate changemay radically ater the structureand functioning of Arctic
ecosystems, with resultsthat are hard to predict but may include the demise of certain speciesand
populations, such asthe Peary caribou. Pollution, theintroduction of alien speciesand diseases, and
moreintensive human pressures such asuncontrolled tourism must also be addressed if theArcticisto
remaninitscurrent state.

Obvious need for protection

Asthereport makesclear, conservation intheArctic dependsgreatly on national and sub-national
efforts, but multilateral and circumpolar cooperation are al o necessary to protect migratory and shared
popul ations and to addresswidespread threats. [ n addition, greater sharing of information on ecological
statusand on the effectiveness of specific conservation measureswill hel p countriesidentify problems
andtakeaction. Theeditoria teamwassurprised at thedifficulty of obtaining reliableinformationfrom
around theArctic on such basic parametersas popul ation sizes. Whileagreat deal of current information
isincluded inthe chapter “ Statusand Trendsin Speciesand Populations,” long-termtrend informationis
inmost casesunreliableor unavailable.

Whilethereport isattractive and substantive, and thus should draw considerable attentionto Arctic
conservation and to CAFF itsdlf, it does not include recommendationsfor action. The challengenow
facing the CAFF Working Group isto devel op specific recommendationsfor action to be presented to
theArctic Council at itsnext meeting inthefall of 2002. The book providesthebasisfor such recom-
mendations, which should demonstrate how CA FF and others can lead theway to redlizing the hope
expressed inthe book’sfina lines: “1nmuch of theworld, conservationisamatter of protectingwhat is
left, or trying to restore what has been damaged. TheArctic offersarare opportunity to demonstrate
that humans can conserve aregion, not asan afterthought, but asapriority”.

The book Arctic Flora and Fauna — Satus and Conservation can be ordered from Edita, Finland,
by e-mail: asiakaspalvelu@edita.fi, by internet: http://www.edita.fi/netmarket/, by phone +358
020 450 05, by fax: +358 020 450 2380. The price is 46,25 EUR.

Henry Huntington



3.3 Barents region forest sector initiative under development

Background:

In the Barents cooperation, the role of the forest sector was recognised
in 1999 when an initiative was set up with the goal of improving rural
development in the Boreal forest region covering the forested areas of
Norway, Sweden, Finland and Northwest Russia. The forest sector
initiative was formulated at the meeting of the Committee of Senior
Officials of the Barents Euro-Arctic Council on 21 April 1999. Relying on
this initiative and the subsequent expert seminar organised by the WGEC/
BEAC in Petrozavodsk in October 1999, the Barents Euro-Arctic Council
in March 2000 in Oulu welcomed the decision to create a Forest Sector
Task Force.

Oneof themajor goalswasto prepare aNorthern Dimension Forest Sector Programme (NDFSP). As
the Russian Ambassador Mr. A. Obukhov, Chairman of the CSO/BEAC, stated in theforeword of the
programmeon 14 March, 2001, the challenge ahead was enormous. It was hecessary to integrate
national andinternational development work in the areasof forest management, environmental conserva
tion and forest industries, taking into account both field and national governmental level. Fromthevery
start it was obviousthat for the sake of sustainableforestry, intensified effortswere needed to strengthen
existing bilateral and multilateral cooperation between the northern nations, the European union, withits
proclaimed Northern Dimension palicy, and other intergovernmenta ingtitutions.

Forest sector aspectsin the Barentsregion

Theforestsof the Northern Dimens on areahaveimmense global importance because of their broad
expanse, their biodiversity, their roleintheglobal carbon cycle, and their actual and potentid influence
oninternational tradein forest products. Utilisation of theforest resource has becomethe cornerstone of
many livelihoodsand socid systemsintheNorthern Dimensionregion, especiadly in Northwest Russia
wherethe potentia successesand problemsareclearly greater thanin other forested regionsinthe
North-European countries. The painful quest for amarket economy hasparayzed both forest manage-
ment and forest industriesand created high unemployment inmany rural villagesin Russia.

Thegoa of theincreased integration of theforest sector in Northern Europeisto identify and achieve
common targetsfor sustainableforestry and livelihoodsthrough collaboration amongst Northern Dimen-
sion countries. Achieving sustainableforestry and livelihoodswill requirediverseactionsin different
places, but dl actionswill haveto proveecologicaly beneficia, economically efficient and socidly
productive.

A sound palicy, ingtitutional and legal framework will alwaysbe needed, aswill sustained and optimal
production of forest products, protection of the environment and active contributionsto peoplesliveli-
hoods. Thisdoes not mean just sustaining timber yields—other products and servicesareimportant too
and many haveahigh socid value. Practical sustainableforestry istherefore about undertaking the best
available practices, based on current scientific and traditional knowledge, which alow multiple objectives
and needsto be met, without degrading theforest resources. Forest managers must define the bal ance of
different objectivesto achieve. These objectives may a so change over time asdifferent productsand
servicesbecomemorevalued, and aswelearn more about what theforest can sustain.



Examplesof good performance

Despitethedifficultiesintheforest sector’sdevel opment, there has a so been positive stepstaken. A
magjor thing to consider isthefact that wood and timber exportsfrom Northwest Russiato Finland has
been closeto 15 million m?, on top of the millions of cubic metresexported to other countriesinthe
region.

Inthefield of forest preservation tangible progress has been made. Protected areanetworkshaveasolid
basisintheregion, but their further development iscalled for by many. In western countries attemptsto
increasethe protected areafor isoftenin conflict with the pattern of private ownership, whilstin Russia
thechalengeismoreoneof prioritiesin public decison-making. Loca andindigenouspeople have
traditionally had aweak voicein such decisions, and their effectiverightsand capacity to negotiate need
to be considerably improved.

A great number of concrete steps have been taken in the devel opment of varioustypesof preservation
areas. Themagnificent chain of preservation areaslike the biospherereserves of Oulankaand Paangjarvi
along the Finnish-Russian border and L ake VVodlapreservein the eastern part of Russian Kareliaor even
thelargest European preservesin the Republic of Komi have been and will beachallengefor interna-
tional cooperation.

TheModel forest concept hasprovided atool to develop all thethree elementsof the sustainableforest
management. Thisinternationally devel oped concept with the bal anced promotion of ecological, socid
and economical needs hasbeen appliedin variouswaysparticularly in Russian Karelia, Komi and
Pskov.

Forest certification isproving to beakey market-based instrument emerging from environmental con-
cern—withimpact on forest management, supply chainsand policy thinking. Scandinavian countriesare
increasingly encouraging the spread of forestsand forest products certified as sustainable, pursuing
different strategiesand allianceswith key bodies, notably the Forest Stewardship Council and the Pan-
European Forest Certification system. Therearemgjor chalengesof introducing certification asan
effectivetool in Northwest Russia, and these haveto betackled concertedly.

Inferior level of management and utilisation of forest resourcesin NWR

Thegtuationin Northwest Russiaisrather different from other countriesof the Northern Dimension. The
forested lands of the European part of Russiacover 166 million hectares—49 percent of thetotal forest
areain Europewest of the Ural mountains, and more than three timesthat of the Nordic countries. The
annual productivity of these Northwest Russian forestsis estimated to be over 280 million m3. Intheory,
the cd culation of sustainableyield and annual alowable cut should beclosdly related to such estimates.
But calculationsof thiskind are questionablein the current context of ingtitutional and economic uncer-
tainty intheregion. However, even half of thisannua wood productivity, when harvested, representsa
significant proportion of the European and world market for wood products, and thus changesin harvest
levelscan dramaticaly affect such markets.

Thebranchesof forestry and forest industry —silviculture, logging, and wood processing—traditionally
provided the mgjor sourcesof livelihood for about 20 percent of the popul ation of Northwest Russia.
However, over thelast decadethisproportion has steadily declined, coinciding with aprocessof mgjor
changein forest management and administration which caused uncertaintiesin ownership, harvesting
levels, and long-termimpactsof the patchy implementation of different management plans.



Thetransition of theforest industry in responseto the demands of market economy haslargely changed
all previoudy developed ingtitutions of wood production, harvesting and utilisation. Thishashad dramatic
consequencesfor living standards of employeesand their communities. Between 1991 and 1998, har-
vesting levelsinal regionsdecreased by 35-65 percent. However, during thelast few yearsharvesting
hasgradually recovered.

Thecausesof thisdownturninthe Northwest Russianforest industry liein theinsecurity prevailingin
both civil and forestry legidation, especialy inrightsof ownership, rent and leaserelations, andin con-
flicting rulesfor harvesting, regeneration and utilisation of forest resources. The unstable economic and
politica stuation hasdeterred investorswho otherwi se could make positivelong-term contributionsto
development, and hasattracted theless scrupul ous business peopl e.

Need for institutional and human resour ce development

Intherapidly evolving societiesin Europe, theforestry sector hasencountered alarge number of unex-
pected barriersto development. A low interest towardstraditional forestry education hasbeenfoundin
many countriesin\Western Europe. A great number of areasof higher education have been reorganised
inorder to meet the chalenges of theyounger generation. New namesof disciplineslike“Life Sciences
or “Natural ResourcesManagement” havereplaced” Silviculture” or “ Forest Technology* inmany
universities. EvenintheNordic universtieswhereforestry education hasastrong foundation, many study
placesremained vacant.

Thereisagreat potentia in human resources of young talented peopl e studying forestry and wood
technology inthe Universitiesof Northwest Russia. University education hasbeen seen asaprofitable
investment for thefuture. The sameattitude can be seen at the society level, especially in Russan Karelia
wherethe Republic has placed ahigh priority on the progressive devel opment of the University.

Ingtitutional and human capacity building isone of themost chalenging areasfor theimproved integration
under thelabel of the Northern Dimension. Integration of the highly skilled Russian studentsin Natural
Sciences, especidly in Mathematicsand Physics, into the strong orientation towards applicationsin
western countries, givesagood basisto meet the challenges of the market, which value environmentally
friendly forest products. It isdifficult to foresee aboom in ground breaking innovationsin thewood
product sector inthewestern Northern Dimensi on countries, dueto lack of interest among young peo-

ple.

Northern Dimension Forest Sector Programme — cooper ation and commitment,
lear ning and development

Objectives and action points have been prioritised in the NDFSP. These need to be converted into
specificimplemented projectsand initiativesby adiverserange of stakeholders:

1. Management of NDFSP. Development of acoherent, prioritised programme building stronger forest
management systems, and fostering cross-ingtitutiona |earning and complementary joint programmes.

2. Policy development. Devel opment of forestry research and information systems, national forestry
programmes, legid ation and workablerules, restructuring of ingtitutionsand forest ownership, cross-
sectoral policy integration, and forest environmental services.

3. Investment. Financing mechanisms, investment incentivesand conditionsfor adiversity of production
strategies, business-to-bus ness exchanges, new markets, small- and medium-scale enterprisesand
company-community forestry partnerships.



4. Participation and learning. Participatory forest management, communication and extension pro-
grammes, and in-servicelearning systems.

5. Forestry operations. Integrated model forests, best-practicein forest-linked livelihood strategies,
and loca vaueadding forest products.

The next stepsto develop the NDFSP further arealso spelled out. Theseare:

1. Stakeholder engagement and prioritisation of actions
2. Generaing politica commitment

3 Devdopingdetaledinitiatives

4. ' Ground-truthing’ theNDFSP

5. Coordination and management

Main integration principles for the forest sector of the Northern Europe
NDFSPadoptsthefollowing ‘ key principles for nationa forest programmes:

National sovereignty and country leadership

Cong stency with nationd policiesandinternational commitments
I ntegration with sustainable devel opment strategies

Partnership and participation

Holistic and inter-sectoral gpproaches

NDFSPisa‘cycle’ connecting the four core elementsin the continuous process

Negotiating goalsand rol es— stakehol ders understanding each other and hammering out coreaims
and positions

Building institutionsand prioritising actions—organising the capacity around the agreed rolesand all
the actions needed

Implementing practical actionsfor sustainableforestry and livelihoods— securing support for the
prioritised actionsand carrying them out

Monitoring and learning —tracking and reviewing implementation to ensurelearning and adaptation

Paavo Pelkonen
The university of Joensuu



