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Purpose of Travel 
To attend the Eighth Annual Meeting of the International Coordi ­

nating Council for the Man and the Biosphere Program as a member 
of the United States delegation. The meeting was held at UNESCO 
headquarters in Paris from 3 -8 December 198~. 

The Un1ted States Deleqatio~ 
T~e United States provided the largest national delegat1on, 

wh~ch consisted of individuals responsible for administering 
t he US-MAB Program. The professional div ~ rsity and exper1ence 
of the delegation enabled the U.S. to i n~ ervene substant~vel y 

and persuasively 1n the discussions. In 
representing MAB's biosphere reserves 
1ncluded: 

a dd ition 
pr •: · _1 ect, 

to myself, 
the delegation 

Bill L. Long, Director, Office of Food and Natural Resources: 
Department of State. Chairman of delegation. 

Paul T. Baker, Pennsylvan1a State University, Chairman of 
U.S. Nat1onal Committee for MAB 

Roger L. Soles, Executive Director, US-MAB Secretariat, Department 
of State 

Charles Slaughter, USDA Forest Service, Chairman of US-MAB's 
ProJect D1rectorate on High Latitude Mounta1ns and Tundra 

Otto Solbrig. Harvard University, Member of US-MAB Executive 
Committee <tropical ecosystems> 

Evaluation 
The proposed United States withdrawal from UNESCO at the end 

cif calendar year 1984 raised the importance of th1s meeting 
because it provided an important and timely opportun1ty for 
the U.S. to influence the future structure and priorit1es of 
the MAB Program. Now that withdrawal from UNESCO has occurred, 
it will be the last opportunity, perhaps for some time, for 
the United States to participate formally as a member of the 
ICC. The Chairman of our delegat.ion nevertheless emphasized 
the United States' strong support for MAB and our intention 
t o establish mechanisms for strengthening our involvement in 
MAB acti v ities in the future. 
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The key outcome of the meeting w~s ~ series of ICC decis1ons 
which will h~v~ the effect of mintm1z1n9 the short-term imp~cts 
of the US withdraw~! from UNESCO on our continued effective 
p~rticipation in ~AB. The mast import~nt of these dec1s1ons 
~o,~ere: 

< l > Estag_lu;hment of MAB Advisory Panels. The IC~~ establ1shed 
two adv1sory panels to ~ss1st the ICC 1n planning and 1mplementing 
various aspects of the MAB Program. One of the panels will 
deal with the overall MAB Program, and will help the ICC establ1sh 
prior1ties and recommend str~teq1es for developing existing 
proJects and launch1n9 new initl~tives, particularly in complex 
fields such as integrated modell1ng and forecasting. The other 
panel will deal with biosphere reserves. This panel will review 
biosphere reserve nominat1ons and provide professtonal overstght 
of the development of the 1nternational network and 1ts funct1ons. 
As both bodies are technical and adv1sory rather than governmental. 
author1ties from the United St~tes will be eligible to part1c1pate. 
It is my understandtng from dtscusstons w1th the Executive Director 
of the UNESCO MAB Secretariat CB,vonDrostel that representatives 
from the U.S. will be tnvited to participate on these panels, 
thus providing a vehicle for our continuing involvement in the 
development of MAB internat1onally. 

I have been requested by the UNESCO Secretariat to recommend 
t:erm.s reference for the b1osphere reserve panel. which will 
become oper~t1on~l thts ye~r. T h e p~nel, 1 f properly structured, 
c~n help i~prove the qu~l1ty of ~vail~ble l r> iorm~tion on biosphere 
re s erves, improve obJectivity Ln biosphe r ~ reserve selection, 
prov1de needed guidance for devel o ping bios p here reserve funct1ons, 
and qenerate ~nstituttonal support for btosphere reserves. 
Further. the panel w1ll offset the l imitations of the MAB Bure~11, 

which has rev1ewed biosphere reserve nominat1ons 1n the p~st. 
but which, b y 1t.s own admission, lacks t .he profess .tonal exper t tse 
to do so, much less provide the overslght the proJect requtres. 
From the NP5 perspective, I believe that the panel can help 
prov1de the addittonal gu1dance which our biosphere reserve 
managets will need as the biosphere reserve concept continues 
to evolve. That such guidance is needed was repeatedly underscored 
1n the recent (Nove~ber 1984) Gatlinburg conference on the management 
of biosphere reserves. 

<2 ) New MAB Appointments. Dr. Gonzalo Halffter, deputy dtrector 
of Mexico's National Counctl on Science and Technology and Chairman 
of MAB Mexico, was elected chairman of the ICC. Dr. Halffter 
1s the archttect of Mexico's biosphere reserves, w1dely regarded 
~s among the most successful in the developing world. Canada 
was elected to the MAB Bureau, in effect replacing the United 
States. We have a long history of collaboration with Canadian 
and Mexican MAB organizations. and the expanded role of our 
neighbors is a positive development. particularly now that the 
U.S. is no longer in UNE5CO. 



\ 3) Adoption of Action Plan for Biosphere Reserves. The principal 
accompliahMen~ of the First Inter~attonal Congress on Biosphere 
Reserves <Minsk. USSR, October 1983) was the adopt1on of a set 
of obJectives and recommendations to provide ~ genera l fr~mewo rk 

for imple~enting the biosphere reserve pro1ect. Thts material 
was used by the UNESCO MAB Secretariat as the basis for ~n Action 
Plan for Biosphere Reserves, which w~s made available to ICC 
members in draft form well 1n advance o f the meeting. In an 
early session of the ICC meeting, member states raised v arious 
concerns abou t the draft plan. Among these were lack of cl arity 
1n what a biosphere reserve is and what it does, redundan c y 
In recommendations, the inclusion o f recommendations with potentially 
significant adverse tmpacts on domestic programs <t he U.S. ct t ed 
two of these , , failure to place the biosphere reserves In p r oper 
perspective within the overall MAB Program, and--most Important ­
ly--lack of any 1ndicat1on o f realtsttc pr1orit1es 1n view of 
the probable availability of funds and personnel. 

I was privileged to be appointed to chair a working group to 
revise the plan to address the c o ncerns ratsed by member states. 
The group consisted of Jeff McNeeley ( IUCN I , Gil Ch1lds CFAOl. 
Vladimir Sokolov <USSR -M ABl, and J ane Robertson and Richard 
Bill CUNE5C O MAB 5ecretariat l . For thr8e days we worked on 
improving t he pl~n both editor 1a lly and substantively, and on 
prepartng a two-yeer p r o gram of activities to receive priortty 
cons ideration for support by IJNESCO and th ~ t nternational organl ­
z~ttons p~rtlcipatlng 1n MAB. The pl ~ ;J ~nd two-year progr a m 
' cop 1es enclosedl were adopted by the mem ~ ~ rs w1th considerable 
en~husiasm. The approved plan 1s consl e ~ ~nt Wlth the approach 
we ~re tak lng to 1mplement the biosph (cr e reserve proJect in 
the U.S ., and should orove ~useful bl u e p rint for its future 
development. 

• 4 ~ No Across - the-board Cuts. There was much d iscussion o f ways 
to respond to possible future reductions t n funds for MAB due 
to reduc t ions in the overall IJ NESCO budget. A consensus was 
reached that MAB. as one of UNESCO's most successful. programs, 
should be highly competit1ve tn any future re~l location of funds 
w1th1n UNESCO. Future reduct1on in UNESCO funding for HAB, 
while recognized as a possibility, was no t 3ssumed as a given 
for planning purposes. After cons1derable debate. It was decided 
that any cuts would be made In indiv1dual fie ld activities, 
and that no ~cross-the-board deletions of establlshed MAB proJects, 
s uch as island ecosystems or urban systems, wtll be made. This 
dectslon helps assure that MAB will rema1n a global program, 
with benefits to all partic1pating nations, and that f1eld activities 
Wll l be Prioritized on the basis of merit and consistency with 
t he purpose of MAB. 



MAB Bureau Review· of B tosphere Reserve Nomina t ion .s 

Each year. the MAB Bureau <consisting of th e executtve officers 
of the ICC> reviews btosphere reserve nomtnatlons submitted 
by MAB National Committees. and approves ~reas for des19nation. 
This year, 24 biosphere reserves were nomtnated. 5eventeen 
were approved, and ten were deferred for constderation by the 
Adv1sory Panel on Btosphere Reserves l~ter thts year. The Bureau's 
actton brtngs the total number of b1osphere reserves to 243 
in 55 countrtes. 

In the Untted States, the Bureau approved 
Deserts Btosphere Reserve, cont~tning 

1ree Nattonal Monuments, among other 
total number of U.S. btosphere reserves to 

the Color~do and MoJave 
Geath Valley and Joshua 
sttes. 

<tl. 
Thts brings the 

The Ca ro li ntan-5outh Atlantic Btosphere Reserve was deferred 
by the Bureau because of comments by the UNESCO MAB Secretariat 
relattng to l ands admtnistered by the State of Georgia, whtch 
decltned to part1c1pate 1n the n om1 natton. The Bureau decided 
~h at an y nomtna t1o n ha v1 ng technical comments would be trans~itted 
for constdera~ton by the Adv1sory Panel later thts year. 

Upon my arrtval 1n Par1s, I wtthdrew our nomtnations for the 
'~Opper R1ver Delt3 81ospher e Reserve ~nd the Gl~cier Bay-Admiralty 
lslR nd 81osphcre Reserve 1n Alaska bec a· ;e the Forest S erv1ce 
had not yet form~ily endorsed them. ·~ ese nomtnat1ons were 
not presented to the Bu re~u. They w1ll be ~ompleted and cons1dered 
by t he Pa ne l when the needed endorsements h1 ~ e been received. 

In Mez1co. 
!ld 1 dc-ent. t_c, 

the n eo m 1 n <:~. t i ·::· n for the P1nac 3te Btosphere Reserve 
National Monument ~as withdrawn . ~; rq :~ n 

l :;;cl< ed 
WlLl 

C.'!lcr_us 
necess~r y endorsements fr o m the Mex1can 
cons1dered by the Advisorv Panel after 

~ne endor sements have been secured. 

Th e National Park Servtce should 

' l 1 Make the approved Ac-t1on Pian for Biosphere Reserves ~vailable 
to regional offices. ~nd personnel responstble for planning 
and management in the 23 NPS units included w1th1n btosphere 
reserves. Partlcular attention should be given to full consideration 
of the ob JeC'tlves and recommendations of the Pl~n tn the developmen~ 
o t 5t~tements for M~n~gement. General Management Plans, Resource 
f•latLiCjement :=·lans, :Jnd C•tner planning documents, as ·3pproprlate, 

<2) Support the establtshment of the Advtsory Panel on B1osphere 
Reserves, and contrtbute 1n any way poss1ble t.o ensure 1ts success. 



<3l Continue our traditional support of the U.S. MAB Program, 
1ncluding funding for the US-MAB Secret~r1at and selected proJects 
involving bioaphere reserves. 

Will1am P. Gregg, Jr. 

Enclosures 
Action Plan for Biosphere Reserves 
Biosphere Reserve Progr~m. 1985-198~ 

List of Biosphere Reserves Approved by the MAB Bureau 


