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Background: Change in Alaskan Fire Regimes Governance system drivers: What intfluences acaptability?
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with loss of ecosystem services such o suppression o Coordination of public outreach and information
as subsistence use and carbon ™ P o P W infrastructure s || Internal informal governance factors:
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fire o '
0 i 0 - separated land and fire managers
Theoretical rramework: Adaptive governance management L culture:
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Characteristics of adaptablllty: Definitions: P Protection responsibility areas for suppression agencies. O Managers genera”y dgree on ecologlcal priorities and
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, Current external context: - - -
--_ governance system is the . Legal: mandates for resource management: laws tc 2 ire managers should be more invovea anc
Polycentricity IWCligiell= Allows History of actors, networks, ' . . ’ . management and land managers should be more
. . : o L protect Alaska Native land and subsistence hunting involved in fire management
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coordinated novation of street-level O ctitut (including | * Resources: limited funding and staffing; sufficient
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centers of redundancy, and bureaucrats, regulations, policies, and ) . . . _ . L,
authority? diversity among regulation, social norms) that influence * Public pressure: smoke pollution; subsistence hunting between the agencies. ... | think it’s just about
iYoJelfe]oJaEI(=I Scale of activity in Facilitate§ | B.iophysicl:cal context, resource or ecosystem3 ensity
S| S the governance  communication and history o . Adaptive governance refers ) i )
system fits scale  coordination among  institutions, o characterictics that allowa | CONCEIUSIONS: Acvantages and disacvantages in the Alaskan system
of the governing organizations networks?® aovernance system to adapt : :
ecosystem?2 across multiple levels b oot b i Evidence of adaptive governance:
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agencies with decision-making authority
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Explore how the wildland fire management Partmpatory research appro:?\ch. | External constraints to changes in management approaches:
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* Analysis: thematic analysis of transcripts,® using
focused coding and memoing techniques?
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