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declaration sustained the work of the AAPC by adopting as “priority lines of effort for the 
Arctic policy of the state” those proposed in the implementation plan. 
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North.  All theses and dissertations published by UA since 2010 were accessed for relevance to 
one or more of the Alaska Arctic Policy Commission’s (AAPC) four Lines of Effort; the research 
did not need to take place in the Arctic alone. If the abstract did not provide sufficient 
information or was unclear, the full document was accessed. Research that was identified as 
similar or relevant to a Line of Effort was compiled in an excel document. Research that 
addressed more than one Line of Effort was assigned a primary and secondary Line of Effort. 
Then the regional (Interior, North Slope, Northwest, Southcentral, Southeast, Southwest) or 
general (Marine, Rural, Statewide) geographic scope of the research was identified and noted in 
the excel document. Only the primary Line of Effort was used to evaluate the regional and 
topical distribution of the University of Alaska’s research. A final caveat, the resulting number 
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Discussion 
The International Polar Year, the build up to it and lessons learned, played an important role in 
focusing global attention on the Arctic at a time when scientific studies were establishing as fact 
what many people, especially further north and in remote areas, had noticed – the Arctic was 
changing rapidly. Between 2006-2010 significant funding and energy went into research, 
teaching, and outreach by the UA. At the national level, the National Science Foundation 
between 2007-2009 alone awarding funding to 93 Arctic and Antarctic proposals, though not all 
of them came directly to the UA.  In sum, there was a pulse of funding and focus on the Arctic 
and developing arctic expertise at the graduate level in the early 2000s. The University of 
Alaska was responsive to research areas found to be significant by the AAPC even prior to its 
own report. This indicates the UA itself has a good sense of the programs and research lines 
that matter to the people and interests of the state and has invested in creating expertise in these 
areas. State of Alaska priorities in a post-IPY world and after the AAPC report continue to be 
recognized and investigated. 
 
The advance of industrial infrastructure, financial capital, and extractive and non-extractive 
resource development in the Alaska region of the Arctic, marine and terrestrial, requires 
different levels of expertise and thus different sorts of training and degrees. This report is 
concerned with graduate degree expertise that develops from Masters and PhD research. 
However, in order for there to be “Alaska grown” expertise in these fields there should be a 
stronger push for scholarship leading to research, broadly, in Arctic security such as disaster 
and emergency prevention and response, search and rescue, maritime transportation, resource-
related infrastructure, and coordination of resources across jurisdictional boundaries.  
 
UAF has a very strong focus on healthy communities in rural areas and statewide. We are 
making strides in meeting the needs of our Indigenous residents and rural stakeholders through 
numerous research projects and graduates. This is likely to be strengthened by the development 
of the One Health program. 
 
The North Slope is a focus for our research. Southcentral Alaska is the least researched area of 
the state – and yet shows biggest growth in population. We could do a better job of researching 
how changes in the Arctic affect other areas of the state. Lastly, a better system designed by UA 
to track the total production of graduate level research vital to the state and applicable to the 
Arctic Policy of the State of Alaska is advised. This could be relatively inexpensive and would 


