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Resilience of Alaskan Coastal Communities
(Fakhri, 2017; Pachauri et al., 2014; Pörtner et al., 2019)

Arctic & Oceanic Governance
(Dawson et al., 2014; Johnston et al., 2017; Steffen et al., 2015; Stewart et al., 2013)

Southeast Alaska as premier landscape to study future Arctic tourism
(Hillmer-Pegram, 2016, Meredith et al., 2019)
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Modern 
Interpretations

(Iles & Montenegro de Wit, 2015; Stepputat, 2016)  

Indigenous 
sovereignty

(Barker, 2015)

Food 
sovereignty

(Nyéléni Village, 2007)

Cultural 
sovereignty 

(Bunten, 2008, 2010) 

Historical notions 
of sovereignty
(Bull, 1977; Hobson & Sharman, 2005)

 

SOVEREIGNTY = A SOCIAL CONSTRUCT

Redefined 
locally 

(Martínez-Torres & Rosset, 2010)
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Self-Determination

Self-Reliance Decision Making Independence

Livelihood 
Sovereignty?

 

SOVEREIGNTY = A SOCIAL CONSTRUCT

Redefined 
locally 
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The enhanced levels of local resident control and influence over management institutions and 
decision-making regarding:
 persistence of valued traditional practices, 
 how new production opportunities are integrated into local socio-ecological systems, 
 and how local community wellbeing is perpetuated over time. 

LIVELIHOOD SOVEREIGNTY

Naylor, R. S., & Hunt, C. A. (2021). Tourism and Livelihood Sovereignty: A Theoretical 
Introduction and Research Agenda for Arctic Contexts. Societies, 11(3), 105. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/soc11030105
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RESEARCH QUESTIONS

RQ1: Around what issues is sovereignty centered for residents in Alaskan coastal communities?

RQ2: What is the influence of tourism on livelihood sovereignty in Alaskan coastal communities? 

RQ3: How will current, and anticipated, climate dynamics influence livelihood sovereignty in 
Alaskan coastal communities? 

RQ4: How can greater levels of sovereignty be achieved in Alaskan coastal communities?

Doctoral Dissertation Research Improvement Grant (#2134843)
 NSF Arctic Social Sciences Program
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MULTI-SITE ETHNOGRAPHIC CASE-CONTROL STUDY

Wrangell

Ketchikan, AK

Wrangell, AK

Petersburg, AK
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MULTI-SITE ETHNOGRAPHIC CASE-CONTROL STUDY

Wrangell

Ketchikan, AK

Wrangell, AK

Petersburg, AK
Small scale 

cruise tourism
Months of 

Fieldwork = 7

Medium scale 
cruise tourism

Months of 
Fieldwork = 3

Large scale 
cruise tourism

Months of 
Fieldwork = 3
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MULTI-SITE ETHNOGRAPHIC CASE-CONTROL STUDY

Wrangell

Ketchikan, AK

Wrangell, AK

Petersburg, AK

When keeping community 
characteristics relatively 
similar (i.e., population, 
economy, geography), 

how does differential forms 
of tourism influence 

community development?
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DATA COLLECTION
Archival Literature 

• Scholarly literature
• Local government documents 
• Local Newspaper 
• Local Radio Station
• Local Library Archives
• Forest Service literature

Participant Observation 
(Musante & Dewalt, 2011; Spradley, 1979)

Passive Observation
• Public Events 
• Borough/City Meetings 
Active Observation
• Daily Interaction
n =14 months of ethnographic fieldwork

Interviews, n = 134 (Musante & Dewalt)

Informal Interviews, n = 19 (Spradley, 1979)

Semi-structured Interviews (Guest et al., 2012)

• Petersburg, n = 37
• Wrangell, n = 40
• Ketchikan, n = 38
Sampling (Bernard, 2011)

• Snowball, Opportunistic, Quota
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TRIBAL 
ENGAGEMENT

1. Three community advisory board
2. Regional Advisory Board  
3. Identity and incorporate 

community specific issues

• Petersburg Indian 
Association

• Wrangell Cooperative 
Association

• Ketchikan Indian 
Community

• Saxman IRA Tribal 
Council

INTRODUCTION SOVEREIGNTY METHODS LESSONS LEARNED IMPLICATIONS



ADVISORY BOARDS

• Three community advisory boards
• Regional Advisory Board  
• Identity and incorporate community 

specific issues
• Knowledge co-production from data 

collection to dissemination
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OTHER FORMS OF OUTREACH

• 19 community presentations
• 21 community organizations
• Participatory workshops
• 3 Community reports
• Local methods of  

dissemination 
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LESSONS LEARNED: Earning Rapport
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LESSONS LEARNED: 
Tribal Engagement

1. Earned Trust
2. Iterative in-person engagement
3. Recognize Research Fatigue
4. Establishing protocols

• Indigenous impacts 
presentations per community

• Offering to help establish 
tribal IRB protocols

• Source of reference for future 
researchers
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LESSONS LEARNED: Advisory Boards
1. Repeated and direct interaction

2. Balancing availability vs. expertise
3. Research advocacy

4. Establishing a support system 
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INTRODUCTIONIMPLICATIONS FOR EARLY RESEARCHERS
1. Maintaining connections

2. Respecting Indigenous Sovereignty
3. Communicating realistic expectations to oneself, communities, and peers 

4. Identify other avenues for giving back outside of the project scope
5. Community-engaged research is a spectrum
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INTRODUCTIONDIFFERENT FORMS OF SUCCESS
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