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Field tools used

1 Measurements, observations and samples

2 More qualitative approaches
- perceptions from focus group discussions
- workshops, oral history-telling, interviews

• Sometimes both (27%; n=30; 2018) 



	

0	 2	 4	 6	 8	 10	 12	 14	

Other	

Sea		

Coastal		

Freshwater	

Tundra		

Taiga	or	boreal	forest		

Number	of	CBM	programs	

Bi
om

e	
Biome	coverage	Arctic	CBM	programs		



Decision-making
from community-based monitoring

• Village level (73%)
•Municipal level (66%)
• National level (40%)
• International level (13%)
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CBM programmes tend to focus on 
issues of greatest concern to local

stakeholdersTable 1. The contribution of Arctic community-based monitoring programmes to key economic sectors in the Arctic region (green, 
contributed; orange, probably contributed; n=30 programmes). 
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Today mostly hunting, fisheries and forestry
Danielsen et al. 2020



Why do community members engage in CBM?

• To have their voices heard
• To sustain wildlife health

Less common reasons: 
• Social engagement, personal benefits
• Opportunity for learning
• Rebirth of traditional practices and knowledge

Danielsen et al. 2020


