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1. Please provide any comments on the Guidelines, in view of your forum’s own processes, 

activities and particular characteristics. 
 
Access to information and public participation are a basis in both the establishment and the 
management of biosphere reserves, which are sites that aim to reconcile on the same territory 
conservation of biodiversity, sustainable development and sharing of knowledge and know-how 
for different stakeholders, ranging from State representatives to NGO’s, civil society, private 
sector as well as rural and urban areas. The public defined in biosphere reserves is as broad as the 
definition of the Almaty guidelines. The World Network of Biosphere Reserves is made of 507 
sites in 102 countries as for December 2006. As regards the geographical focus of the Aarhus 
Convention, the EuroMAB Network is made of 244 biosphere reserves in 32 countries (see list 
attached).  
 
The majority of countries and biosphere reserve sites in the EuroMAB network have a web page 
and when available, links are made through our web site (http://www.unesco.org/mab). The MAB 
secretariat has sent a draft proposal to EuroMAB  members (MAB national committees + 
biosphere reserve coordinators) in order to establish a EuroMAB web platform for  more 
systematic exchanges of cooperative activities in the network. The first EuroMAB web platform 
will be built in January 2007, based on the questionnaire sent out to the EuroMAB members in 
November and December 2006. The Secretariat is also sending a regular newsletter to all the 
MAB contacts by email every three months.  Each biosphere reserve has a nomination file and 
every ten years, the site is undertaking a periodic review. Both these information documents are 
available to all public on request, once the Government has agreed to share it.  
 
As concerns building capacity, the Secretariat has, and is regularly organizing training workshops 
on dialogue, concertation, for the prevention and management of conflicts in biosphere reserves 
as well as comparative research activities. Two regional training workshops were organized by 
the Secretariat within the EuroMAB Network for biosphere reserve managers and coordinators, 
state representative and NGOs working in biosphere reserves. Reports are available from the 
Secretariat. A co-construction methodology has been tested and is now used in several biosphere 
reserves in Europe and in other regions such as Africa, Latin America, involving local 
communities and decision makers (see MAB Technical Note N. 1, 2006, 
http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0014/001465/146566e.pdf.     
 
Access to justice linked to environment is not mentioned as such, neither in the nomination form 
or in the Seville Strategy and the Statutory Framework. 
  
2. Does your forum have any formalized rules or procedures concerning access to information, 

public participation in decision-making, and access to justice in environmental matters? If 
yes, please provide an overview.  

 
The World Network of Biosphere Reserves is ruled by the World Network Statutory Framework 
(http://www.unesco.org/mab/BRs/pdf/statfram_E.pdf) and the Seville Strategy 
(http://www.unesco.org/mab/BRs/pdf/Strategy.pdf) (UNESCO, 1996) . The documents provide 
recommendations at the site, national and international levels for the functioning of  biosphere 



reserves. We have extracted some recommendations (see below) which are specific to dialogue 
among stakeholders, access to information, public participation in decision making.  
 
 
 
Dialogue in the Seville Strategy (UNESCO, 1996) 
 
GOAL II: UTILIZE BIOSPHERE RESERVES AS MODELS OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
AND OF APPROACHES TO SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 
 
II.1: Secure the support and involvement of local people 
II.1.1. Prepare guidelines for key aspects of biosphere reserve management, including the 
resolution of conflicts, provision of local benefits, and involvement of stakeholders in decision-
making and in responsibility for management. 
II.1.4 Identify and promote the establishment of activities compatible with the goals of 
conservation, through the transfer of appropriate technologies which include traditional 
knowledge, and which promote sustainable development in the buffer and transition zones. 
 
II.1.5. Survey the interests of the various stakeholders and fully involve them in planning and 
decision-making regarding the management and use of the reserve. 
 
II.2: Ensure better harmonization and interaction among the different biosphere reserve 
zones 
 
II.2. 4. Establish a local consultative framework in which the reserve's economic and social 
stakeholders are represented, including the full range of interests (e.g. agriculture, forestry, 
hunting and extracting, water and energy supply, fisheries, tourism, recreation, research). 
 
GOAL IV: IMPLEMENT THE BIOSPHERE RESERVE CONCEPT 
 
OBJECTIVE IV.1: Integrate the functions of biosphere reserves 
IV.1.5 Prepare guidance on management issues at biosphere reserve sites, including, inter alia, 
methods to ensure local participation, case studies of various management options and techniques 
of conflict resolution. 
 
    
 
3. Does your forum have any non-formalized practices concerning access to information, public 

participation in decision-making and access to justice in environmental matters? If yes, please 
provide an overview. 

 
The EuroMAB network is made of 243 sites in 32 countries (list is attached) as of 2006 and every 
site is unique, and of course, the application of democratic rules at the national level is reflected 
at the local and regional levels for the biosphere reserve. Each biosphere reserve has its practices 
and non-formalized practices, but clearly sites designated since the Seville Strategy in 1996, are 
more based on a participatory process, with dialogue and concertation among stakeholders being 
the basis for the establishment and management of these sites. The Secretariat would be able to 
provide more details for specific sites on what we called the concertation itinerary of each site 
(who was involved in the nomination of the site, who is managing, who is communicating 
information, are they any permanent or punctual platform for dialogue among stakeholders? Who 
is representative and legitimate etc… ). The range of practices observed in selected biosphere 
reserves range from communication, to information, to consultation, to dialogue, to concertation 
and to negociation, on a specific resource, a specific area or zone in the biosphere reserve, or the 
entire biosphere reserve and at different time scales (during its creation, it periodic review or 
punctually because of an event, a conflict, a new election, activity, change of coordination 
authority  etc…). (Some examples are provided in the MAB Technical Note N1,  2006, including 



emergence of public concertation and ‘local hybrid forums” spaces. Copies are sent to you by 
post as well).    
 
 
 
4. Are there any current or future work plans of your forum that may affect the extent of or 

modalities for access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to 
justice in environmental matters? If yes, please provide an overview. 

 
The Secretariat is coordinating a research and training programme on these issues of dialogue and 
concertation in biosphere reserves, including comparative surveys on how dialogue processes in a 
biosphere reserve, at different time and spatial scales, are translated into management practices. 
One key issue is linked to the impact of participatory approaches, on conservation and sustainable 
use of  biodiversity and on assessing how participation, dialogue and concertation processes are 
more efficient approaches than other (market oriented, state or private management…) for 
reaching conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity objective. A pilot project was initiated 
on selected biosphere reserves for improving the periodic review process and date collected in   
selected sites,  in order to better understand the causes and consequences of changes in the 
biosphere reserve, through the building up of a core set of  indicators which will be comparable in 
all sites. There is a special focus on assessing and monitoring participation and stakeholders 
interactions and on how communication of information, knowledge, both scientific and from 
practitioners are contributing to conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity.        
 
 
5. In particular, what kind of challenges, if any, has your forum encountered with regard to 

access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in 
environmental matters (for example, low involvement of civil society, or practical difficulties 
in managing public participation)? If appropriate, please provide a description underlining 
those experiences you think could be most useful to consider when reviewing the relevance 
and practicality of the Almaty guidelines. 

 
 
One key issue and question that the above research programme is looking at is how to assess the 
effectiveness and efficiency of  participation and concertation approaches in biosphere reserves 
for conserving and sustainably use biodiversity. More and more stakeholders are now claiming 
legitimacy on environment and biodiversity issues, including decision making and the MAB 
programme has undertaken comparative studies on the costs of concertation (in terms of costs of 
information, communication , conflicts with some stakeholders, ‘blocking’ stakeholders, 
transaction costs etc..;) versus their benefits on short and long term scales. 
Biosphere reserves (some were created 30 years ago), are rich demonstration and study sites for 
monitoring changes over time and for understanding and foreseeing, under which economic, 
socio-cultural conditions, dialogue, communication, sharing information between various 
stakeholders is a sound basis for sustainable development and for biodiversity conservation.   
 
Since  biosphere reserves are more and more being sustainable development laboratories, one of 
the main challenge is for them to become truly knowledge sharing sites on sustainable 
development practices, which can share information, insights from both scientific and 
practitioners knowledge and know-how to a wider audience. This knowledge is shared both 
outside the biosphere reserve in the same region and country as well as within the different 
regional networks, such as the EuroMAB Network. Biosphere reserves are unique knowledge 
sharing sites on sustainable development and they can illustrate how some bridging institutions 
and or individuals are making the necessary linkages for sharing information, data, knowledge to 
diverse stakeholders who do not have the same perception, view points and levels of information, 
from decision makers to local communities’ representatives. One of the challenge for the next 
decade for the World Network of Biosphere Reserves, especially in Europe is to be more visible 
and known as these knowledge sharing sites on biodiversity and sustainable development.   
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