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Local Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plan (LBSAP)  

 

STUDIO FEEDBACK (please use as much space as you need to respond the items 

below) 

Thank you again for engaging in the studio on Local Biodiversity Strategies and Action 

Plan (LBSAP). In order to improve the guidelines and the way the studios could be 

implemented in the future, please provide the feedback on the following aspects.  

 

1) STUDIO GUIDELINES 

Please provide a brief description of the methods and logistics of the studio exercise. 

a. Scope of the studio (geographical area and themes covered by the studio) 

The project entitled “STUDIO – Cities and Biodiversity” 

(http://studiobiodivercidade.wordpress.com/ ) was launched 14
th

 March 2012 at the 

Curitiba campus of the Technical Federal University of Paraná (UTFPR), located in 

Curitiba, Brazil. The Studio received fully institutional support to operate from both 

the Extension Department of UTFPR and Campus Curitiba General Director.   

 

In the first week of March there was a call for applications on the Broadcast of 

UTFPR asking professors and students to join voluntarily one thematic area of their 

choice. The initial design of the Studio was divided into 9 different but interconnected 

areas of study: 1. Biodiversity and Ecology; 2. Governance and Management; 3. 

Urbanization and Geography; 4. Social Development; 5. Urban Economy and 

Ecological Economy; 6. Production and Consumption; 7. Industrial Ecology; 8. 

Legislation; and 9. Languages (Portuguese and English). These areas of study were 

chosen by the Studio’s coordinator based on previous experience in working with the 

linkages between cities and biodiversity. The students were asked to sign a term of 

volunteering work with UTFPR. To each area was allocated at least one professor to 

supervise the group designated to work under the respective area. Already in the first 

http://studiobiodivercidade.wordpress.com/
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weeks of work, the Studio’s participants start to feel the need of dialogue among 

groups, and in the sequence, they start to feel the need of merging groups, naturally 

promoting an interdisciplinary working environment. The Studio Cities and 

Biodiversity - Curitiba is committed to provide students a wider vision of science.  

At the beginning we had frequent discussions attempting to define an approach to 

limit the scope of the work, either geographically or by defining a work agenda 

feasible to finish by July. The working groups on Industrial Ecology, Production and 

Consumption and Urban Economy and Ecological Economy attempted to answer to 

the LBSAP questions from the beginning. The other groups started with a broader 

data collection to only later try to fulfil the LBSAP questions.  

 

b. Background and number of participants (faculty and students). Please provide a bit on 

the general background of the group (e.g. from which university department). 

The Studio project is multi-institutional, multidisciplinary, vertical (from 

undergraduates to doctoral students). While the professors involved in the Studio 

supervises one or more groups of their related area of work, students were free to 

choose in which group they would like to work regardless of their academic 

background. We aimed to have under each team a mixed group of students proving 

different view-points to their group However, the production of knowledge was in 

general centred in a few individuals. As much as possible we tried to have a mix in 

terms of academic level in order to have more experienced students tutoring the 

younger ones. We also attempted for a gender balance but did not succeed: most of 

the groups have more female members. When selecting students we gave relatively 

higher importance for their level of English knowledge although this criterion was 

only used in groups with high number of applications.  

We had very few applications for the groups of Biodiversity and Legislation since 

UTFPR do not offer Law or Biology courses. However the news about the Studio 

spread beyond UTFPR gates and we were able to attract a lawyer, Patricia Précoma 

Pellanda, to coordinate the group on Legislation (Group 8).   

The Biodiversity and Ecology Group (Group 1), coordinated by Professor Tamara 

Simone van Kaick was initially formed by 2 Master Students with a first degree in 

Biology, one undergraduate student in Biology from Federal University of Paraná 

(UFPR) and one undergraduate in Environmental Processes. Apart from one student, 

other members were unable to attend the Studio’s seminars and lectures because of 

colliding academic activities. Although at the beginning the group seemed able to 

work independently, along the time, the group faced internal communication 

difficulties due to busy schedules of its members. Biodiversity being a central theme 

for the Studio’s work a shared view from members from other groups was desirable, 
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but not fully achieved. Still, the group accepted a major challenge of gathering and 

organize information from various sources. With the help and guidance of a student 

from the Urbanization Group, it was possible to produced maps to spatially situate the 

biodiversity within the city of Curitiba.  

The main objectives of the group were:  

• To conduct an assessment of the native and alien fauna and flora species within 

the city of Curitiba  

• To compare the current local biodiversity status with that found in the past; 

• To identify factors contributing to the introduction of invasive species within the 

city of Curitiba; 

• To identify measures to remediate the influence of invasive species that are 

present within Curitiba; 

• To make an assessment of the strategies adopted by Curitiba that is positive to the 

conservation of native biodiversity;  

• To design a proposal based on management that can impact the reintroduction of 

native species of fauna and flora within Curitiba; 

Group 2 – Governance and Management. The group was supervised by Professor 

Maria Lucia Meza who worked with a team of six students, of which four are at the 

undergraduate level and two are master students. The group was the last to start to 

work in the Studio since Professor Meza had previous engagements in the first month 

of the Studio and could not fully engage from the beginning. However, once the 

group was formed, it advanced very rapidly. The aim of the working group was to 

map the management processes and the governance mechanisms which influence and 

impact biodiversity conservation within the city of Curitiba. The objectives were: 

 To gain an understanding of the importance attributed to biodiversity and 

ecosystem services by the actors involved (local government, society and 

others).  

 Diagnose the level of engagement of the local government in the central 

discussions of CBD at the national and international levels; and verify the 

integration of the CBD guidelines in the local political agenda.  

 Identify the main action plans, municipal policies, system of indicators and 

other tools as well as the status of their respective implementation related to 

biodiversity conservation. Two projects of the Environmental Program called 

BioCity are investigated in depth: the project on Environmental Education and 

the project on Solid Wastes.  
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 Diagnose the effective participation of different actors in the process of 

decision making and definition of policies related to biodiversity 

 Identify partnerships and joint actions between local government and other 

levels of government (regional, national and international) on biodiversity 

conservation  

Group 3 – Urbanization and Geography. Professor Tatiana Gadda supervised the 

work of the group which had five female architecture undergraduate students of 

which one with a first degree and a master in Geography and one with a first degree 

in Landscape.  

The aim of the working group was to understand the relationships between urban 

planning mechanisms and their influence on the processes of urbanization and 

biodiversity conservation.  

The objectives of this working group were:  

 Present correlations (if any) between the current and previous master plans of 

Curitiba (Agache, Serete and Master Plan 2004) and biodiversity 

conservation.  

 Analyse the changing status of biodiversity conservation along time taking 

into consideration: green areas, street arborisation, urban solid wastes, food 

supply, and public health and relating these with legislation, economic, social 

and population drivers.  

Social Development (group 4): In the social development axis, the group had an 

undergraduate architecture student with a first degree in History and an undergraduate 

student of Environmental Technology. The group was supervised by two professors: 

Maria José de Mendonça, professor of foreign evaluation of public policies, and Mr. João 

de Góis, a professor of electronic engineering.  

The group met every two weeks with managers and technical departments involved in 

the axis of social development. According to the group there was an effort to comply 

with all of the meeting agenda, creating mutual cooperation for the development of 

the LBSAP guidelines. Furthermore the team met weekly to deepen what had been 

discussed at meetings. The Social Development working group chose to work within 

the borders of the city of Curitiba. The group worked under the assumption that 

Biodiversity is transversal to social issues and investigated when/how the theme of 

social development, family and social vulnerability crosses issues related to 

biodiversity. The aim, therefore, was to verify whether and how issues related to 

biodiversity conservation are taken into consideration in social projects and 

programmes from various Municipal Agencies and Foundations. To this end, the 
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group analysed the following municipal policies: health, education, social assistance, 

culture, sport and leisure, and food security.  

Groups 5-Urban Economy / Ecological Economy and 6-Production and 

Consumption merged. Supervised by Professor Sergio Muniz, this working group 

included one Civil Engineering and one Architecture undergraduate student. One 

Management and one Chemistry undergraduate student joined group discussions and 

helped making maps. The aim of the group was to trace the economic profile of 

Curitiba in order to establish analytical criteria for the impacts generated by human 

activities on the local biodiversity. The main objectives of the group were: 

• To describe the general data regarding Curitiba and its Metropolitan Region (RMC); 

• To identify the economic activities in Curitiba Metropolitan Region RMC and their 

respective representation in the local as GDP; 

• To identify the main industrial activities in the Region; 

• To evaluate production indicators;  

•To identify economic activities in the vicinity of watersheds, parks, woods and 

riparian forests.  

Group 7, Industrial Ecology, had as objectives to assess the connection between 

material and energy flows with the natural environment and the history and current 

status of environmental policies from the industrial sector situated in Curitiba and its 

Metropolitan Region. This was done in light of biological and ecosystem services 

conservation by the identification of measure of prevention, reduction and 

compensation of environmental impacts as well as proactive biodiversity 

conservation actions from the industrial sector. This group, coordinated by Professor 

Sergio Muniz, operated with three students and one environmental professional. Out 

of the three students two were undergrads and one was about to finish a master in the 

field of life cycle assessment.   

Legislation (Group 8). Although the group on Legislation worked with only one 

student (an undergraduate in mechanical engineering interested in law) under the 

coordinator of the lawyer, Patricia Pellanda, this group showed great organization 

skills and worked very well to harmonize their findings with the ones from other 

groups.  

The Brazilian legal system is composed of numerous standards related to 

environmental issues and, consequently, to biodiversity. Due to the normative extent, 

the document produced by the Legislation Working Group is not intended to exhaust 

and deepen all of them but to identify the main normative influencing biodiversity 

conservation from the international to the local level. The working group on 
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Legislation also produced a glossary to help the reader understand the definition of 

terms by the Brazilian legislation. 

Language: Portuguese and English (Group 9). This group was coordinated by 

Sileide France, a teacher from IFPR. There were two students in this group who made 

punctual contributions to the work. The objective of this group was to deliver 

translations (Portuguese into English) of the reports produced by the other eight 

groups.  

In general there seemed to be a connection between the groups’ engagement in 

seminars and their productivity and punctuality. However, since student had different 

backgrounds and therefore different class schedule we operated in a flexible way.    

About one third of the students initially engaged left the Studio’s activities before 

June. This was due to several reasons including a strike in our University which 

started on 17
th

 May. We attempted for a new call for applications by then but we were 

only partially successful.  

The group of students that actively contributed to the Studio and are co-authors in 

their respective working groups is listed in the table below. They are a total of 22 

students: 

Studio's working 
groups 

Working Group 
Coordinator(s) 

Students Current Course/ level/ 
Institution 

Background: 
Degree 

Biodiversity and 
Ecology  

Dr. Tamara Simone 
van Kaick 

Maiara Soares 
de Carvalho  

Environmental Processes / undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Nilson Ramos de 
Mello Filho 

Environmental Science and 
Technology / Master student 
/ UTFPR 

First Degree in 
Biology (UFPR)  

  Rafaela Graça 
Scheiffer 

Biology/ undergraduate/ UFPR 

Governance and 
Management 

Dr. Maria Lucia 
Figueiredo Gomes 

de Meza 

Gabriel Massao 
Fugii 

Technology and Society / 
Master Student / UTFPR 

First degree in 
Biology  

  Juliana Nami 
Fugii 

Institutional Communication/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Juliane Marise 
Barbosa Teixeira 

Technology and Society / 
Master Student / UTFPR 

First degree in 
Languages: 
Portuguese and 
English (PUC-PR) 

  Leticia Sayuri 
Kumegawa 

Institutional Communication/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Markos Flavio 
Bock Gau de 
Oliveira 

Control Systems Engineering / undergraduate/ UTFPR 
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  Marta Chaves 
Vasconcelos 

Management/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

Urbanization and 
Geography 

Dr. Tatiana Maria 
Cecy Gadda 

Ana Laura 
Botelho 
Rodrigues 

Architecture/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Angelita Rolim 
de Moura 

Architecture/ undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

First degree in 
Geography (UFPR) / 
Master in 
Geography (UFPR) 

  Gabriela Furtado 
China  

Architecture/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Karoline Fischer Architecture/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Letícia Costa de 
Oliveira Santos 

Architecture/ undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

First degree in 
Landscape 
Composition (UFRJ) 

Social Development Ms. Maria José 
Soares de 

Mendonça de Góis 
and Mr. João 

Almeida de Góis  

Maria Rosângela 
dos Santos 

Architecture/ undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

First degree in 
History  

Urban Economics & 
Ecological 

Economics / 
Production and 
Consumption  

Dr. Sergio Tadeu 
Gonçalves Muniz 

Augusto 
Frederico 
Junqueira 
Schmidt 

Civil Engineering/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

  Pedro Loureiro 
Klein 

Architecture/ undergraduate/ UTFPR 

Industrial Ecology  Dr. Sergio Tadeu 
Gonçalves Muniz 

Cristiane do Rocio Archanjo First degree in 
Environmental 
Chemistry (UTFPR) / 
Master in 
Environment 
(UFMG)   

  Marcela Valles Lange Master in 
Mechanical 
Engineering on Life 
Cycle Assessment / 
Fisrt Degree in 
Biological Sciences 
(UFPR)  and a fisrt 
degree in 
Environmental 
Chemistry (UTFPR). 

  Raquel Hubie 
Busato 

Environmental Processes / undergraduate/ UTFPR 
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  Daniel 
Marcelino da 
Silva 

Chemistry / undergraduate/ UTFPR 

Legislation  Mrs. Patricia 
Précoma Pellanda 

Arturo Vaine  Mechanical engineering / undergraduate/ UTFPR 

 

The following 5 students made punctual contributions to the work and deserve our 

acknowledgement: 

Name Studio's 
working 
group 

Current 
Course/ level/ 
Institution 

Daniel Marcelino da Silva Urban Economics 
/ Ecological 
Economics / 
Production and 
Consumption  

Chemistry / 
undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

Eduarda Guimarães de Almeida Social 
Development 

Environmental 
Processes / 
undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

Marina Rocha Telles Urban Economics 
/ Ecological 
Economics / 
Production and 
Consumption  

Management/ 
undergraduate/ 
UTFPR 

Ismair Ignácio Junior Languages 
(Portuguese and 
English) 

Language: 
Portuguse/ English 
/ undergraduate / 
UTFPR 

Mayara Quadros de Andrade Languages 
(Portuguese and 
English) 

Language: 
Portuguese/ 
English / 
undergraduate / 
UTFPR 

  

 

Methods and logistics of the studio. Please provide a syllabus with timetable. Briefly 

explain how and where the studio took place and frequency of the meetings (include 

total hours the students and faculty spent in the studio). Mention whether there were 

fieldtrips or other organized events (such as talks from invited speakers). Please also 
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mention how the outcomes of the studio exercise were evaluated by the participants 

and maybe by some related local experts (e.g. by means of a final presentation or 

colloquium)?  

The research team is comprised of volunteer students (current and former), professors 

from 4 local universities (UTFPR, UFPR, IFPR and FIES) and independent 

professionals who gather on a week basis - usually, twice a week.   

 

Besides offering a fruitful environment to motivate research, learning and extension, 

every week the project dynamics feeds the participants with biodiversity related 

information, particularly from relevant lectures. The Studio already received several 

invited speakers and some more are scheduled to share their knowledge with the 

Studio’s participants during the next few months. The lectures take place at the main 

room of our University’s Green Office which layout can be easily modified to 

accommodate a flexible number of participants. At times we organized the audience 

in a semi-circle to promote a more vibrant discussion environment.  

 

Each team is responsible for conducting weekly meetings and work on a report 

focusing on thematic axis aiming to generate a future publication. The University has 

provided an exclusive room for the Studio with 3 desktop computers, a printer and 

telephone line. The Studio’s room accommodates a small library on Environment and 

Sustainability which has been created from donations from the invited speakers and 

bibliographic material which could be collected in events which Professors from the 

Studio have been. At the Studio’s room there is also a table for small meetings which 

proved to be very useful for most of the work groups. Every week their achievements 

are presented in seminars at the Green Office when there is room for discussion and 

feedback. Participants are stimulated to act in a bilingual environment; speaking 

English and Portuguese during seminar presentations and writing reports in both 

languages.   

 

On 11 June, we conducted a world café to construct a joint diagnosis based on 

weaknesses and strengths for the conservation of biodiversity by the city of Curitiba. 

We intended to have a second round of the world café to construct the strategies based 

on the diagnosis but external facts related to a professor’s strike in our University 

frustrated this plan.  

 

On average, from March to June, the time students and faculty spent on the Studio 

totalised 15 hours/week. The Studio Calendar is below: 

 

MARCH 
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 Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Sat Sun 

    1 2 3 4 

 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

Week 1 12 13 14 

STUDIO begins 

15 16 

DEADLINE: 

Work Plan from 

each working 

Group 

17 18 

Week 2 19 

 

20 

 

21 

LECTURE 

(15:00) 

Prof. Tamara VAN 

KAICK 

(Place: G.O.) 

22 

 

23 

SEMINAR 1 

 (15:00) 

Place: G.O. 

24 25 

Week 3 26 27 28 

LECTURE: Prof. Ziole 

- RCE (Regional 

Centres of Expertise), 

(G.O: 15:00 - 17:00) 

29 30 31  

 

APRIL 

 Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Sat Sun 

Week 

3 

    SEMINAR 

2 

 (15:00) 

Place: G.O. 

 1 

Week 

4 

2 3 

 

4 

LECTURE: 

Regiane 

Borsato, 

Technical 

Coordinator,  

LIFE Institute 

15:00 

Place: G.O. 

5 6 7 8 

Week 

5 
9 

LECTURE: 

Prof. 

Tatiana  

GADDA 

(10:00 

G.O.) 

10 11 

LECTURE: 

Life Cycle 

Assessment 

Prof. Cassia 

Maria Lie 

UGAYA 

(16:00 G.O) 

12 

 
13 

SEMINAR 

3 

(15:00 

G.O.) 

14 15 
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Week 

6 

16 

 

17 

 

 

18 

LECTURE: 

BIOCITY,  

 Mr. Luis 

Alberto Lopez 

Miguez,  

Municipal 

Agency for 

the 

Environment 

(15:00 G.O.) 

19 20 

SEMINAR 

4 

(15:00 

G.O.) 

21 22 

Week 

7 

23 

 

Workforce 

to upgrade 

the Studio’s 

room 

24 

 
MEETING OF 
SUB-NATIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
THE AICHI 
TARGETS -  

 Launch of 
the Bioclimate 
Programe   

(20:00~21:30 

FIEP) 
 

 

25 
 

MEETING OF 
SUB-NATIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
THE AICHI 
TARGETS -  

 
(9:00 ~21:30) 
FIEP 
 

VISIT 

/LECTURE 

by  

Dr. José 

Puppim de 

Oliveira, 

Assistant 

Director 

UNU-IAS 

 

Brief 

Presentation 

from each 

Working 

group to Dr. 

Puppim 
 (G.O. – 16:00 
~18:00) 

 

26 

 
MEETING OF 
SUB-NATIONAL 
GOVERNMENTS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
THE AICHI 
TARGETS -  

 (9:30 

~20:00) FIEP 

27 

Instructions 

for the 

delivery of 

the First 

Phase and 

feedback 

(15:00 

room I 002 

– Poty 

classroom) 

28 29 

Week 

8 

30 
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MAY 

 Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Sat Sun 

Week 8  1 2 

 

3 4 

Meeting for the 

creation of the 

Youth RCE 

(16:00 - G.O.) 

5 6 

Week 9 7 

DEADLINE: 

Reports of the 

First Phase – 

electronic delivery 

to the Studio’s 

coordinator 

8 9 

LECTURE: 

Mary Ann 

Curran,  

Research 

Chemical 

Engineer at US 

Environmental 

Protection 

Agency 

(UTFPR) 

10 11 

SEMINAR 5:  

Brief 

presentation of 

phase 1 by all 

groups 

 

14:00 G.O. 

12 13 

Week 10 14 

 

15 16 

LECTURE:  

Rio+20 by 

Patricia 

Précoma 

Pellanda   

 

SEMINAR 6:  

Working 

Groups 2, 5, 6 

and 7 

 (15:00, GO) 

)17 18 

Professors’ 

meeting 

/Preparation for 

Rio + 20 

19 

 

20 

Week 11 21 

 

22 23 

SEMINAR 7 

 

 

 

 

24 25 

LECTURE: 

Dr. Christiane 

Gagnon, (Ph.D. 

in planning/ Full 

Professor, Social 

Sciences Dept. 

Université du 

Québec à 

Chicoutimi 

 

SEMINAR 8 

 

26 27 

Week 12 28 29 30  31    



13 

 

 LECTURE: 

BIOCITY,  

 Mr. Luis 

Alberto Lopez 

Miguez,  

Municipal 

Agency for the 

Environment 

 

 (15:00 G.O.) 

 

 

JUNE 

 Monday Tuesday Wednesda

y 

Thursday Friday Sat Sun 

Week 

12 

    1  

LECTURE: 

Natural Heritage 

of Paraná by Mr. 

Henrique 

Schmidlin (Vita), 

G.O. 15:00 

 

2 3 

Week 

13 

4 

 

5 

 

6 7 8 9 10 

Week 

14 

11 

WORLD CAFÉ: 

diagnoses 

(8:00 – 17:00) 

 

 

12 

 

 

13 14 

RIO+20 

 

15 

RIO + 20 

Event: Global 

Pact 

11:00 ~ 13:00 

Arena da Barra 

+  

Event: 

Multistakeholder 

learning towards 

green society 

14:30-16.00, 

Japan Pavilion 

 

16 

RIO +20 

Trainning 

seminar on 

BiodiverCiti

es 

14:00 ~ 

17:30 

, Atlets’ 

Park 

17 

RIO+2

0 

Week 

15 

18 

LECTURE: 

Studio Cities and 

Biodiversity 

Curitiba at 

19 20 21 22 23 24 
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Rio+20 by 

Tatiana Gadda  

 

Visit of 

American 

Students 

9:00 G.O. 

Week 

16 

25 

DEADLINE: 

Presentation of 

results from 

Phases 1 and 2 

26 27 28 29 30  

 

JULY 

 Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Sat Sun 

Week 16       1 

Week 17 2 

DEADLINE : 

Final LBSAP and feedback 

report 

3 4 5 6 7 8 

Week 18 9 

DEADLINE : 

Report – evaluation of the 

Studio 

10 11 12 13 14 15 

 

G.O. stands for Green Office of UTFPR 

FIEP stands for Federation of Industries of Paraná State 

 

Although we had marked our calendars with final deliveries on 25 of June and 2 and 9 

July, these deliveries were postponed to the end of July. However, only by the end of 

August the reports started to be delivered to the Studio’s coordinator.  

 

This project experience has motivated cross functional interactions among young 

students and researchers from various areas of study and levels. The Studio project is 

multi-institutional, multidisciplinary, vertical (from undergraduates to doctoral 

students), and enriched the educational experience of all involved. Importantly, the 

project has achieved its main objective: to create a LBSAP for the city of Curitiba. 

Significantly, students and professors alike have requested the Studio Project to be an 

ongoing initiative. The Studio is scheduled to continue through the end of 2014 and 

then be evaluated for a Programme.  
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c. Partners in the studio. Whether there were partnering organizations (Governments, 

NGOs, etc.) contributing for the studio. 

The Studio Cities and Biodiversity – Curitiba has received contributions both from 

the Public Sector and NGO’s. For example, Curitiba’s Municipal Agency for the 

Environment has twice (18
th

 April and 30
th

 May) visited the Studio to give a talk and 

openly discuss with students and professors the status of biodiversity and the impact 

of local policies on biodiversity conservation. Curitiba’s Municipal Agency for the 

Environment received Studio’s members twice in its premises to clarify doubts and 

receive feedback on the work being done. On 4
th

 April, LIFE Institute, organization 

which developed a certification system to grant private and public sector which do 

take actions for biodiversity conservation, gave a lecture followed by discussion with 

Studio’s members. Since then, the Studio and LIFE have been in contact aiming 

closer cooperation. And we were pleased to have on 25
th

 April a presentation from Dr. 

José Puppim de Oliveira from UNU-IAS.  

Inspired by the work on the LBSAP, the Studio Cities and Biodiversity – Curitiba in 

partnership with CIFAL-Curitiba, has developed a training tool on Cities and 

Biodiversity which explored how can cities better manage Biodiversity in order to 

improve conservation efforts at regional level and reduce environmental impacts at all 

levels. The training was showcase during Rio+20 with the support of the Brazilian 

Ministry for Environment, who selected the participants and offered valuable space 

at Athletes Park in Rio. The Brazilian Ministry for Environment has donated the 

Studio various books on Brazilian biodiversity and biomes which are available at the 

Studio’s library.  

d. Organizers and Teaching Staff  

NAME  Supervising:  Contact information:  
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João Almeida de Góis is a Professor at Federal Technological University of Parana 

(UTFPR) where he teaches subjects related to technology, electronics and Social and 

Environmental Responsibility. He holds a first de degree in electronic engineering and 

teaching. João is currently enrolled in a Master Course in Technology, where his research 

is in on Science, Technology and Society. He is active in several non-governmental 

organizations working on social and environmental areas. In the Studio Cities and 

Biodiversity he coordinated the work group on Social Development together with Mrs. 

Maria José S. Mendonça de Góis.  

João Almeida de Góis Professor (4) Social 

Development 

UTFPR 

Department of Electronics 

joaogois@gmail.com 

Maria José Soares de 

Mendonça de Góis 

Professor (4) Social 

Development 

Faculdades Integradas Espírita –  

 

mendonca.maria@gmail.com 

Maria Lucia 

Figueiredo Gomes de 

Meza 

Professor (2) Governance and 

Management 

UTFPR  
Department of Management 
and Economy  

malumeza2@gmail.com 

Patricia Précoma 

Pellanda 

 

Lawyer (8) Legislation Department of Legal Advice - 
General Public Prosecutor Office - 
Municipality of São José dos Pinhais 
patyprecoma@yahoo.com.br 
 

Sergio Tadeu 

Gonçalves Muniz 

Professor (5) Urban Economy 

and Industrial 

Economy; 

(6) Production and 

Consumption;  

(7) Industrial Ecology 

UTFPR  
Department of Management 
and Economy  

sermuniz@utfpr.edu.br 

Sileide France Turan 

Salvador  

 

Professor (9) Languages 

(Portuguese and 

English) 

 

IFPR – Campus Curitiba 

sileidefrance@gmail.com 

Tamara Simone van 

Kaick 

Professor (1) Biodiversity and 

Ecology 

UTFPR  

Department of  Chemistry and 

Biology 

tamara.van.kaick@gmail.com 

Tatiana Maria Cecy 

Gadda 

 

 

Professor 

 Studio’s Coordinator 

(3) Urbanization and 

Geography 

 

 

UTFPR  

Department of Civil 

Construction  

tatianagadda@utfpr.edu.br 

mailto:joaogois@gmail.com
mailto:mendonca.maria@gmail.com
mailto:malumeza2@gmail.com
mailto:patyprecoma@yahoo.com.br
mailto:sermuniz@utfpr.edu.br
mailto:sileidefrance@gmail.com
mailto:tamara.van.kaick@gmail.com
mailto:tatianagadda@utfpr.edu.br
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Maria José S. Mendonça de Góis has a first degree in social work. She holds a Master 

in Urban Management by Pontifical Catholic University of Paraná (PUCPR). Maria José 

teaches “Evaluation of Public Policies” and “Social Services and Contemporary”. She 

served in the public sector for 20 years working in social programs and projects of the 

Social Action Foundation of Curitiba City Hall. During this period she was the manager 

of the National Social Assistance Policy. Maria jose is a Community Therapist and 

professional of social development by Fonte Institute for Social Development 

(PROFIDES) in São Paulo. She is also a founding member of the "A&C Capacitação 

Profissional e Gerencial", serving professionals and organizations working on projects 

and programs of social and environmental nature, in order to improve and disseminate 

concepts and practices in the area of social monitoring and evaluation, thus contributing 

to the promotion of sustainable development. Maria José is a member of the Brazilian 

Network for Monitoring and Evaluation. She is currently enrolled in an MBA of Project 

Management by ISAE / FGV / PR and is also a student of GAIA Program - Design for 

Sustainability. In the Studio Cities and Biodiversity – Curitiba she coordinates together 

with Mr. João de Góis the working group on Social Development. 

Maria Lucia Figueiredo Gomes de Meza has a PhD in Economics Development from 

the Federal University of Paraná (UFPR). During her doctorate, from 1999 to 2004, she 

developed research work related to the automotive industry discussing the impact of 

technology on employment, the industrial policies to encourage foreign direct capital (for 

installation of the automotive industry of Paraná) and the local infrastructure needed for 

consolidation of clusters. Between 2004 and 2006, she was a PhD at the National Counsel 

of Technological and Scientific Development - CNPq, at the Institute of Social and 

Economics Development of Parana (Ipardes), which is a research institute of the 

Department of Planning of Parana State. During this period, she developed research for 

identifying and analyzing local clusters in the state of Paraná. After reviewing these 

clusters actions were proposed for the creation of state and local public policies to 

stimulate and/ or consolidate such clusters. Particularly, she participated in the research 

that created indicators for identifying clusters and the analysis of three local clusters such 

as Automotive / in the city of Curitiba, Cassava / in the city of Paranavaí and Clothing / 

in the city of Cianorte. She holds a master in Production Engineering, in the area of 

Technology Innovation and Industrial Organization (ITOI) from the Federal University of 

Rio de Janeiro (UFRJ). During this period, she carried out researches on technological 

innovation in the Brazilian poultry industry, focusing on the development of new 

products and/ or processes in poultry agribusiness companies located in the states of 

Paraná and Santa Catarina. She was granted a scholarship of the Coordination of 

Improvement of Higher Education Personnel – CAPES. Maria Lucia first degree is in 

Business Administration and Public Administration from the Federal Rural University of 

Rio de Janeiro (UFRRJ). During her fisrt academic years she was granted a scholarship 

for pre-scientific initiation from CNPq, participating in a project on the implementation 
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of quality standards in the chemical industry of state of Rio de Janeiro. Dr. Meza has been 

an Associate Professor of the Department of Management and Economics (DAGEE) 

since 2008, and Professor in the Master Program in Planning and Public Governance 

(PGP), the Federal and Technological University of Paraná (UTFPR). Since 2012 she has 

been participating in a multidisciplinary work with Studio UTFPR Cities and 

Biodiversity, as a researcher and coordinator of sub-area (Management and Governance). 

She also participates in other research projects on solid waste management in the city of 

Curitiba and public entrepreneurship (innovative actions in public organizations). 

Patricia Précoma Pellanda received a Master in Environmental Law from the 

University of the State of Amazonas (UEA) and a Bachelor of Law from the Pontifical 

Catholic University of Paraná (PUC/PR). She is an active lawyer in the areas of 

Environmental Law, Land Law and Civil Law. Patricia currently works in the Department 

of Legal Advice with the General Public Prosecutor of the Municipality of São José dos 

Pinhais, Parana State, in Brazil. She is a researcher in the Research Group on 

Environmental Law and Political Ecology in Risk Society at the Federal University of 

Santa Catarina (UFSC/CNPq). She is also an advisory counselor at the Center for Studies 

in Amazon Environmental Law (CEDAM). She has several publications and participation 

in academic and scientific events in the legal field, having participated in the UN 

Conference - Rio +20. In the Studio Cities and Biodiversity- Curitiba she is a researcher 

and coordinator of the Legislation group. Patricia was present in most seminars and 

lectures and helped greatly providing feedback to other groups of the Studio. She also 

gave a talk on Rio+20 and helped with the organization of a training methodology on 

Cities and Biodiversity held during Rio+20. 

Sergio Tadeu Gonçalves Muniz was born in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in 1970. He received 

his bachelor’s degree in Economics in 1992 and his MA in Economic Development in 

1996, both from Federal University of Paraná. He received his Doctorate in Engineering 

(Production Engineering) from the University of São Paulo in 2005. During the full years 

of 2002 and 2003 he held a doctorate-sandwich at “Centre d’Economie de l’Université 

Paris Nord”, University of Paris, France.  

In France, he was a researcher at Gerpisa (“Le Réseau International de l'Automobile”). 

He is a full professor at Federal University of Technology - Paraná (UTFPR), where he 

teaches courses in the area of Economics (Macroeconomics, Economic Development, 

Planning and Economic Policy) and in area of Production Engineering (Production and 

Manufacturing Strategies and Production and Operations).  

He worked at the Superior Institute of Management of Paraná (ISAD). In 2001 he was a 

Visiting Fellow at “Faculdad de Ciências Econômicas y Empresariales” at Universidad de 

Valladolid, Spain, through the "Interuniversity Cooperación Program" sponsored by the 

Spanish Agency for International Cooperation. He has also been a professor in various 

public and private institutions at graduate and undergraduate levels.  
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He worked in the private sector, especially as a business consultant. Currently he is 

working in the fields related to Strategies of Manufacturing and Operations; Production 

Systems; Environment and Economic Development; Production Models and Technology 

and Development. Sergio is vice-coordinator of the Master's Program in Planning and 

Public Governance.  At the Studio Cities and Biodiversity, Sergio coordinates the 

working groups of Urban Economy, Ecological Economy and Production and 

Consumption as well as the working group of Industrial Ecology. 

 

Sileide France Turan Salvador holds a Master in Technology by Federal Technological 

University of Paraná, UTFPR (2010), Certified on Distance Education at Federal 

University of Paraná-UFPR (2001) and received a Bachelor of Arts degree in Portuguese 

- English at the University of Tuiuti Paraná-UTP (1998). She teaches English for high 

school students at Federal Institute of Paraná (IFPR-Campus Curitiba. Since 2012 she 

managed the Curitiba Thousand Women Project by IFPR-Campus Curitiba. Her scientific 

research and professional interest are: English language teaching, education, 

communication activities, media, violence, sexual division of labour, society, technology, 

gender, engineering, sustainability, public policy, mega events, World Cup 2014 and 

technological innovation. At the Studio Cities and Biodiversity- Curitiba she coordinates 

the language group and is responsible for most of the translations from Portuguese into 

English. 

 

Tamara Simone van Kaick has a bachelor degree in Biology and Licentiate in Sciences 

from Pontifical Catholic University of Paraná (1989). She has also a first degree in 

Plastic Arts - Engraving from Superior School of Music and Fine Arts of Paraná (1996), 

and has a certification on Applied Microbiology (1993). She received her master in 

Technology Innovation from Technological Federal University of Paraná - UTFPR (2002) 

and her doctorate in Environment and Development from Universidade Federal do 

Paraná - UFPR (2007). Tamara is currently adjunct professor at the Department of 

Chemistry and Biology of UTFPR where she teaches in the master of Environmental 

Science and Technology. She is also a researcher at UFPR working with the Extension 

Project "Vida à Água" under her coordination since the end of 2009. Tamara has 

experience in the area of sanitary engineering with an emphasis on its applied ecology. 

She has been active in the fields of: environmental sanitation, appropriated technology, 

built wetlands, environmental education, environmental management and sustainable 

development.  Professor van Kaick’s commitment to the Studio’s activities was 

outstanding. She gave a lecture, elaborated together with the Studio’s coordinator the 

content of a training methodology on Cities and Biodiversity for subnational 

governments and was restless in assisting the coordinator. She coordinated the working 

group on Biodiversity and Ecology. 
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Tatiana Gadda received her PhD in Earth and Human Environmental Science from 

Chiba University, Japan in April 2006. While pursuing her PhD at Chiba University she 

was also a Cooperative Researcher at the International Development and Regional 

Planning Unit (RCast) at the University of Tokyo, Japan. In November 2006, Tatiana 

joined the United Nations University-Institute of Advanced Studies (UNU-IAS) 

Ecosystems and People Program as a JSPS-UNU Postdoctoral Fellow, carrying out 

research on the challenge of the green agenda to urban centres by looking at the 

consumption patterns of ecological services in major urban centres.   

Tatiana holds a Masters of Science in Spatial Planning from the Royal Institute of 

Technology (KTH), in Stockholm, Sweden, and a first degree in Architecture and Urban 

Planning from Pontifícia Universidade Católica do Paraná (Pontifical Catholic University 

of Parana), in Curitiba, Brazil. Tatiana developed and conducted research in a number of 

topics including urban revitalization, urban transportation system, sustainable 

consumption, material flows, urban food system and urban ecosystems analysis. Her 

research interests concentrates on the appropriation of natural resources by cities and 

urban consumption patterns in cities with different income levels. 

She has also worked in Brazil and internationally as a practitioner. In Sweden, before 

joining KTH she worked as an architect in City Planning Office of the city of 

Gothenburg. After finishing her PhD, she worked in Brazil in the elaboration of a housing 

policy and land regularization programme for the city of Porto Velho, in Rondonia. She 

has also worked in Brazil as a consultant on urban issues. Since 2010 Tatiana is Adjunct 

Professor at UTFPR. Tatiana coordinates the Studio Cities and Biodiversity – Curitiba 

and is responsible for the group working on Urbanization and Geography. 

 

2) THE LEARNING PROCESS 

Please provide information on how this studio exercise was as a learning process for 

both students and faculty. What was the process used to define the strategies and 

actions – whether this was indigenous or used external partners? What did the 

faculty and students learn from the studio process? You may also include the main 

problems and difficulties you or the students encountered during the process of 

working in the studios. 

Of the cross-functional team, a student is assigned to each thematic axis. For example, 

there is an architecture student working under the Urban Economy and Industrial 

Economy axis, and a chemistry student working under the Social Development axis. This 

project design ensures that students gain a wider educational scope. 
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The Innovative Approach aspect: the Studio Project is applying a tool to foster a learning 

process approach that is uncommon in Brazil. The Studio Project is pioneering an 

experience at the university level (UTFPR) which is revealing the importance of a new 

tool to study complex themes, in this case: biodiversity. The student is no longer a 

knowledge receiver, but an agent of knowledge building process. Students are co-authors 

and responsible for daily operations at the Studio. This responsibility/role ensures sense 

of ownership and effective learning participation. 

Two aspects made possible for the Studio’s experience to be so highly regarded: (1) the 

opportunity to be part of a interdisciplinary environment of study where individuals from 

different study areas could have closer contact with the approaches and limitations of 

different fields; and, (2) the interaction between individuals of various academic levels 

which allowed deep exchange of experiences regardless of the academic hierarchy.  

The group reported to appreciate the interdisciplinary meetings (seminars) and felt that 

seminars once a week were not enough. However, due to a busy schedule of most of the 

participants, it was not possible to provide more seminars. The fact that the students are 

volunteers was partially a constraint for some to favour allocate further time in the 

Studio’s activities. Possibly the grant of some scholarships could allow more effective 

dedication to the Studio specially from those students who are more experienced but need 

to combine study and work. 

The group was aware that despite being multidisciplinary the studio did not involve all 

disciplines. For example, when discussing street arborisation and the fact that many 

threes are exotic, we were faced with a cultural (historical heritage) issue since most of 

the threes are part of the historical landscape of the city. Since, at that time, we could not 

accommodate another working group (which could be on culture) we decided for a 

simple acknowledgement of our limitations. 

Along the time all working groups developed the notion that we were dealing with a 

multi scale task, that is, that we were looking at how the city impacts and is impacted by 

biodiversity loss at many levels (from the local to the global). Despite of that, we decided 

for the limited time available for the work, that we would limit our scale to the local, at 

most regional for a start. Indeed this was already a major task for the time we had 

available.  

On 17 May professors from most Federal Universities in Brazil, including UTFPR, began 

a strike paralysing teaching activities partially or totally. This event had a severe impact 

on the Studio’s dynamics as many students originally from other places in Brazil went 

home and the students from Curitiba had no other reason to go to the University. Still, 

there was an effort from group members to keep the pace throughout May and June. 

Winter vocations in Brazil are in July and from then on there was a massive dispersion 

from the Studio’s activities. Therefore, our plans to gather for a joint effort to design the 

strategies and have then validated by the main actors identified were frustrated. Thus, the 
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strategies we present in our work are a sum of each individual group’s view rather than a 

collective view.  

Thus the continuity of the Studio will be needed for a better understanding of the options 

of strategies and actions for biodiversity conservation by the city of Curitiba. 

3) FEEDBACK ON THE GUIDELINES 

You used a draft of the LBSAP guidelines we provided. Please send any feedback 

you may have on the guidelines, both in terms of content (if there was any missing 

information or mistakes or problems of implementation) and form (if it is easy to 

understand and provided clear directions). Please advise on how we could improve 

the guidelines. 

 

The guidelines may be a major task for subnational governments since biodiversity is a 

transversal and complex theme that still to be explored at the local level. The LBSAP can 

be achieved with different levels of quality. While the LBSAP guideline promises to be a 

fundamental tool to base local decisions for biodiversity conservation, the quality of data 

available and of analysis of the data will define the possibility of a well informed 

decision that may effectively favour biodiversity conservation.  

Concerning how clear the directions were, we could say many were broad in terms of 

interpretation. The positive aspect is that it leaves room to work in specific local contexts. 

The negative aspect is that some questions were so broad in scope they could lead to 

uneasy debates about how to go about and what is the level of detail that will assure 

enough information for decision makers which would be a research in itself. One 

example is the first question in the guideline: What are characteristics of your ecosystems 

and their services in the locality? Although the question is fundamental, it is broad and 

open to interpretations of what these characteristics are and may go to any level of detail. 

We debated about this specific question in a group of professors in the very begiing of the 

Studio. The general feeling was that we could not do the work since there was so much 

being asked. In order to gain the faith of participants we decided to leave the LBSAP 

guidelines for a while and work on what we could. Each group decided their scope and 

began information collection.  
 

The need to work in a multidisciplinary team is a challenging task at the same time that is 

a learning process for all involved. This cannot be done without some planning. It seem 

important that a designated mediator assures spaces for communication across disciplines 

and municipal agencies. It seem fundamental that all involved have a sense of ownership 

of the process and results. 

The LBSAP guidelines are an important and powerful tool for subnacional governments. 

However, one of the our preliminary conclusions with the LBSAP testing is that sub-

national governments will need a package which apart from the guidelines provided in 
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the LBSAP may include training and finance mechanisms. That is, guidelines are 

instrumental but they can be limited if they are not part of a broader toolkit.  

 


