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NEXT STEPS

e Investin actions to increase connections between State and Private Forestry and the Rocky Mountain We will map other wildfire risk hotspots throughout the

otherwise disconnected parts of the network; focus on western US to compare differences in their wildfire risk

Research Station.

boundary spanning organizations & individuals. management networks, the events that lead to their
e Act on opportunities for shared stewardship U’.}i,ff;ﬁg\/ W“%‘b\:{.’,'\'ﬁl’,;,\g'l';}""" Portland State (@) fouon s formation, and how they influence adaptation. Data has
between organizations within the wildfire risk ' = A already been collected for Utah’s Wasatch region. We continue
m . UNIVERSITY OF Uni - f Colorad /|\ . .
anagement system /l\\II—C\)NTANA oniversity of Colorado 2y vesnsuats to refine the data collection process.




