The role of formal institutions in forest decline: exploring
institutional failure
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Table 1. Disaggregation of global and regional tree cover loss by driver for the period 2001 to 2015. Map-based estimates are based on Global Forest
Watch data (3) and a driver of tree cover loss from the current study. Sample-based estimates are based on the validation sample of 1565 randomly selected

Causes of forest decline 10 x 10 grid cells from the current study. Uncertainty of sample-based estimates represents a 95% confidence interval.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
together with associated activities and resources, provide stability and meaning to social life. The rules of the game.
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Our brains are continuously making hypothesis from the 
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Drivers
Maine Forest Service
Policy focus
Maine Forest Practice Act 1989

Restrictions/Regulations /instruments/taxes

Effects

Significant restructuring of timberland ownership

Atlantic
QOcean

State changes
Structural and spatial changes

Case study Maine
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PEA APP|IC3t|0n Robust - multiagency, multi-level, multi institutional
Content analysis Reporting

Periodic - publicly available across most cases




~ PEA cross content analysis
Drivers

State/Federal territorial resource
institutions

Policy
Variance in scope and accuracy

Mix of regulations & financial
instruments incentives, penalties
attached specifically to a formal
institution

Effects
Significant changes to forest resources over
policy period

State changes
Cited persistent forest decline despite
institutional associated policy
amendments

Monitoring
Mixed method approaches and fairly
comprehensive across all cases
Reporting
Publicly available, transparent, c
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Institutional failure

* Information asymmetries
public/private actors & institutions

* Weak regulation
enforcement/Capacity

* Legacy constraints/Path dependence

* Role legitimization

* Structural/arrangement weakness

Under some circumstances, Institutional

failure, Indirectly, causes forest decline

Where combinations of the above leads to the decay in
forest institutional administrative relevance or power to
operationally incorporate national and sub-national
policy objectives and as such address forest decline
systematically and effectively.




Conclusion

* PEA application

* Linking formal institutions
and forest decline

* Limitations and Future
Research
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