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U.S. Institute for Environmental Conflict Resolution 
of the Morris K. Udall Foundation 

 
Highlights from the First Half of FY 2004 

 
 

In October 2003, the U.S. Institute for Environmental Conflict Resolution (U.S. Institute) started 
its sixth year of operation at the Morris K. Udall Foundation. Its efforts over the past five years 
were rewarded with a steady-state budget for FY 2004 and the passage of the Environmental 
Policy and Conflict Resolution Advancement Act of 2003 (P.L. 108-160) signed into law by 
President Bush on December 6, 2003. This Act reauthorized the U.S. Institute for another five 
years, increased the authorized appropriation level to $3 million a year, and authorized a $1 
million ECR Participation Fund. The U.S. Institute is deeply appreciative of the commitment and 
perseverance of the Foundation’s Board of Trustees and the National ECR Advisory Committee 
in supporting the work of the U.S. Institute.  
 
The U.S. Institute’s expected performance levels and outcomes for FY 04 are similar to those of 
FY 2003. Its performance goals for FY 2004 are in keeping with its strategic objectives to:  

1. Increase appropriate and effective use of Environmental Conflict Resolution (ECR). 

2. Design more effective systems for managing classes of environmental disputes by the 
federal government. 

3. Achieve high quality collaborative agreements and resolutions for environmental 
conflicts involving federal agencies and interests. 

4. Improve capacity for all stakeholders to participate in environmental conflict 
resolution when appropriate. 

 
The U.S. Institute is accomplishing these objectives through a number of programmatic 
initiatives and by providing a range of ECR services in five sectors:  
 

• Protected Areas and Resources  
• Public Lands and Natural Resources Management 
• Energy, Transportation and Environmental Quality  
• Litigation and Administrative Proceedings 
• Native American and Alaska Native Environmental Program 

 
ECR services are provided by the U.S. Institute’s professional staff and by qualified ECR 
practitioners drawn from its national roster of 240 experienced facilitators and mediators.  
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This report highlights selected projects in each of the U.S. Institute's five sectors, as well as key 
program initiatives under way during the past six months. Appendix A includes an update on the 
U.S. Institute’s National Roster of ECR Practitioners and a map illustrating the national 
distribution of roster members. Appendix B provides a complete list of current FY 2004 U.S. 
Institute projects and programs. 

 

SECTOR HIGHLIGHTS 
 
The following selected projects illustrate the diverse nature and significance of current work in 
each of the U.S. Institute’s program sectors.   
 
Protected Areas and Natural Resources Management 
Michael Eng, Senior Program Manager 
 

Grand Canyon Overflight Noise Controversy  (Arizona) 

The U.S. Institute has conducted an initial assessment of the potential for a collaborative 
interagency resolution of over-flight noise issues at the Grand Canyon. In 1987, Congress 
directed the National Park Service and the Federal Aviation Administration to work together 
to reduce noise from air tour aircraft over Grand Canyon National Park and to “substantially 
restore natural quiet.” Despite some improvements resulting from designation of specific air 
tour routes and limits on the number of flights, the Park Service and FAA acknowledge that 
the congressional directive has yet to be achieved. The agencies have had ongoing 
difficulties reconciling their respective jurisdictions over the issues and about how to restore 
“natural quiet.” The U.S. Institute has conducted an initial assessment with the agencies and 
begun the mediation of preliminary interagency issues. An expanded assessment process 
will soon be initiated that includes other interested and affected stakeholders. If the 
assessment indicates that the agencies and key stakeholders are willing to participate in a 
good-faith effort to negotiate a collaborative solution to the over-flight noise issues, a multi-
stakeholder collaborative process will be initiated. 

 
National Policy Dialogue on Impacts of Anthropogenic Sound on Marine Mammals and 
Their Habitat 

Congress recently tasked the Marine Mammal Commission with examining the threats 
posed to marine mammals from anthropogenic sound and to develop management 
recommendations for how to mitigate these impacts, while maintaining use of the oceans for 
transportation and international commerce. In response, the Commission has convened a 
national policy dialogue to aid it in developing its recommendations. Because of the highly 
controversial nature of the issues, the Commission sought the impartial process expertise 
and independence of The U.S. Institute to help select and oversee the work of a neutral 
facilitation team to plan and conduct a multi-stakeholder advisory process, convened under 

 



the provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act. The advisory committee held its first 
three-day meeting in February 2004. The project is expected to conclude in April 2005. 

 
 
Public Lands and Natural Resources Management 
Larry Fisher, Ph.D., Senior Program Manager 
 

Bankhead National Forest Health and Restoration Plan (Alabama) 
 

This initiative seeks to identify appropriate management plans for sustaining and restoring a 
representation of forest community types native to the Southern Cumberland Plateau region. 
These plans will ultimately be integrated into the Forest Plan revision process that is taking 
place for the four national forests of Alabama. The U.S. Institute conducted a conflict 
assessment and was involved in initial convening, facilitation and general support for a 
multi-stakeholder group, called the Liaison Panel, representing varied stakeholder 
viewpoints. The group reached agreement on a preferred alternative for the Plan in July, and 
is now working to define ongoing support needs, including an active monitoring and adaptive 
management effort. This effort was supported through The U.S. Institute’s Federal 
Partnership Program. 

 
Recreational Shooting on Public Lands in the Tucson Basin (Arizona) 
 
With a rapidly increasing urban population throughout the Tucson Basin, land managers are 
faced with a plethora of issues related to urban expansion, including growing interest in 
recreational shooting. Given the limited number of locations where shooters can pursue their 
sport safely, recreational shooting on public lands raises both resource management and 
public safety issues. Several of the key land management agencies (the Bureau of Land 
Management, the USDA Forest Service, the Arizona Game and Fish Agency, and the 
Arizona State Lands Department) have indicated their commitment to sponsoring a public 
dialogue for resolving issues related to recreational shooting. 
 
The U.S. Institute has completed a situation assessment involving individual interviews and 
group meetings with a wide array of affected parties. The assessment report concluded that 
there is widespread support for convening a public dialogue related to recreational shooting 
in the Tucson basin, and that the dialogue should focus on four principle themes: 1) 
appropriate locations for recreational shooting, including criteria for identifying appropriate 
zones and locations for shooting opportunities, 2) safety and enforcement issues, 3) resource 
impacts (e.g., vandalism, litter, and resource damage), and 4) education.  Based on these 
findings and with support from key agency and stakeholder representatives, the U. S. 
Institute has now begun organizing and facilitating a series of meetings among stakeholders. 

 

 



Energy, Transportation and Environmental Quality 
Dale Keyes, Ph.D., Senior Program Manager 
 

FHWA / USIECR Collaborative Problem Solving Workshops 

The U.S. Institute has continued to assist the Federal Highway Administration’s 
Environmental Streamlining and Stewardship Program with conflict management and dispute 
system design services. As a follow-up to the development of a Guidance Document on 
managing conflict in the transportation project review process, Collaborative Problem 
Solving: Better and Streamlined Outcomes for All, 11 regionally customized workshops were 
conducted to strengthen federal and state agencies’ efforts to successfully meet agency 
coordination and cooperation mandates of TEA-21, Section 1309: Environmental 
Streamlining and Executive Order 13274: Environmental Stewardship and Transportation 
Infrastructure Project Reviews. 

The facilitated workshops, entitled “Improving Transportation Projects Development and 
Environmental Reviews Through Collaborative Problem Solving”, promote an understanding 
and use of interest-based negotiation principles, collaborative problem solving techniques, 
and dispute resolution methods by transportation and environmental agencies in the project 
review process under NEPA. One workshop was conducted in each of the 10 federal regions 
(and two in one region). During the first half of FY2004, the remaining six of the eleven 
workshops were delivered (TX, NY, NE, GA, MD, TN). Discussions were initiated with 
several states to provide similar workshops featuring state-specific topics in the coming 
months. 

 
National Priority Projects for Environmental Streamlining 
The following two projects are among 13 high priority cases identified by the interagency 
task force on Environmental Stewardship and Transportation Infrastructure Project Reviews, 
established by Executive Order 13274.  

 
• St. Croix River Crossing (Minnesota & Wisconsin) - Continuing work on this case 

entered Phase II and focused on designing a collaborative problem-solving process to 
reach agreement on both a new bridge and the historic lift bridge over the St. Croix River 
at Stillwater, MN. Additional tasks include facilitating several meetings among all the 
principal stakeholders. Significant progress has been made in identifying and narrowing 
alternative solutions to the transportation problem, in what has become a new scoping 
process under NEPA. An agreement on a preferred alternative is expected by the end of 
the year, with the completion of the NEPA process in Spring 2005. 

 
• Community Environmental Transportation Acceptability Project (CETAP) 

(California)- CETAP began as a corridor-level highway planning effort in Riverside 
County, CA. Conflicts between the local transportation agency and various federal 
environmental review agencies emerged as the process moved toward selecting preferred 

 



corridors. The focal point was tension between trying to provide useful but limited 
environmental information to guide the transportation planning process, and the need for 
more detailed information in order to justify granting environmental permits.  
Disagreement threatened to force a cessation of planning efforts. Under the continued 
guidance of The U.S. Institute’s contracted facilitator, the CETAP participants have 
decided to forgo the corridor-level selection effort and focus on specific highway 
alignments. Significant progress has been made in narrowing project alternatives, and in 
agreeing on what environmental assessments will be needed and how they will be 
funded. The process timeline extends through Spring 2005.  
 

Nogales International Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion (Arizona-Sonora) 
 
Under an international agreement, a single wastewater treatment plant currently serves the 
cities of Nogales, AZ and Nogales, Sonora. Both the collection system and the treatment 
facility are inadequate. Issues in contention include: to what extent the plant should be 
expanded and the collection system upgraded; how the capital and operating costs should be 
shared between the two cities, the U.S. and Mexico; what treatment process should be used 
in the expanded plant; and whether Mexico plans to build facilities on its side of the border. 
Several of these issues are in litigation. The U.S. Institute was requested to convene the 
principal governmental stakeholders and provide mediation services. Substantial progress 
was achieved in establishing a process and timetable for resolution of the key issues. After 
two meetings, the stakeholders organized into teams focused on four sets of issues (technical, 
funding, bi-national discussions, and legal issues). Agreement was reached to initially focus 
on improvements to the collection system, specifically, the International Outfall Interceptor. 
Most importantly, six sets of stakeholders demonstrated good will and a firm desire to work 
together toward common goals and resolution of their differences. 

 
 
Litigation and Administrative Proceedings 
Cherie Shanteau, Esq., Senior Mediator/Senior Program Manager 
 

Federal Bar Association Conference 

The U.S. Institute, in conjunction with the Federal Bar Association, organized and held a 
seminar entitled, "ADR in Environment, Natural Resources and Land Use Disputes", in 
Washington, DC in February 2004. An audience of over 100 people had the privilege of 
hearing from luncheon speaker Jim Connaughton, Chairman of the White House Council for 
Environmental Quality, Executive Office of the President, and many of the leading private 
sector and governmental experts in the field of environmental conflict resolution. Sessions 
were offered on the management of multi-party cases and the collateral issues that make 
these cases so complex, methods to effectively access neutral and mediator resources, ways 
to approach often overlooked ADR cases assessments, and mediator and party challenges 
relating to confidentiality and media coverage issues. 

 



Pilot Mediation Referral Program for DOI’s Board of Land Appeals 
 
The U.S. Institute has established a partnership with the U.S. Department of Interior’s Office 
of Hearings and Appeals and DOI’s Collaborative Action and Dispute Resolution Office 
(CADR) to assist in building the capacity for, and use of, alternative dispute resolution and 
environmental conflict resolution within the Interior Board of Land Appeals (IBLA). This 
two-and-a-half-year project involves the development of an ADR referral system that starts 
with a practical and affordable diagnostic screening of administrative appeals to public land 
decisions rendered by DOI bureaus and offices. The cases entering the IBLA Pilot ADR 
Referral Program will be evaluated, and lessons learned will be included in final design and 
development of the pilot. 

 
 
Native American and Alaska Native Environmental Program 
Sarah Palmer, Senior Program Manager 
 

Native Dispute Resolution Network 
 
In January 2003, the U.S. Institute began development of a Native Dispute Resolution 
Network to assist parties involved in environmental, natural resources or public/trust lands 
issues in which American Indians, Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians and federal agencies 
are primary parties. The Network will provide a centralized, broadly accessible and valued 
referral system of dispute resolution practitioners who have specialized knowledge and 
experience working with Native peoples. Its primary objectives are: to broaden the diversity 
of the field and promote information exchange among ADR practitioners; to encourage the 
use of alternative dispute resolution and agreement seeking processes in matters where 
appropriate that involve Native communities; to share skills and expertise among Native and 
non-Native conflict resolution practitioners; and to improve the ability of all parties to 
engage effectively in ADR processes. 
 
Key elements for inclusion in the Network have been established and the initial process to 
identify American Indians, Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians and others with tribal working 
experience is underway. Development of the Network is an incremental and evolving process 
that is designed to integrate feedback from participants, and promote partnerships and 
training among practitioners as it grows. The initial recruitment period closes June 18, 2004. 

 
Tribal Trust Asset Mediation (Oklahoma) 
 
In FY 2003, tribal and federal parties to litigation regarding the management of tribal natural 
resource assets agreed to participate in an assessment of the prospects for using mediation or 
another form of alternative dispute resolution to assist in resolving issues related to potential 
legal claims by a particular tribe against the United States. Because of its standing as a 
neutral third party, the parties sought consultation from and agreed to contract the selected 

 



neutral through the U.S. Institute. The U.S. Institute worked closely with the contracted 
neutral, federal dispute resolution professionals, and other parties involved over the course of 
the assessment. Consequently, the parties jointly developed a process for working together to 
address the particular tribe’s claims. The parties agreed to use mediation should they reach 
an impasse in the course of addressing the tribe's substantive claims. 

 
 
U.S. INSTITUTE PROGRAM INITIATIVES 
 
The U.S. Institute is involved in a number of initiatives to advance the practice and effective use 
of ECR. Three major efforts currently underway are highlighted below. 

National ECR Advisory Committee (NECRAC) 
 
In 2002, a National ECR Advisory Committee was established by the U.S. Institute to help 
provide guidance on how to assist the federal government in implementing Section 101 of 
NEPA.  NECRAC has established three subcommittees to focus on issues related to NEPA 
implementation. 
 
The NEPA Section 101 Subcommittee is examining whether ECR helps to achieve the goals 
laid out in Section 101, either directly or indirectly, and common principles between the two. 
The subcommittee has compiled case studies exploring this interaction and surveyed other 
federal agencies about their approaches to the provisions in 
Section 101. A working group is also exploring the potential of collaborative resource 
monitoring. 
 
The Best Practices Subcommittee is exploring the barriers to increasing the appropriate use 
of ECR by federal agencies and considering ways in which the U.S. Institute may help to 
overcome those barriers. One potential area of service by the U.S. Institute is the 
development and coordination of interagency training on collaboration and conflict 
resolution. 
 
The Affected Communities Subcommittee is addressing methods for effectively engaging 
local communities in collaborative processes and dispute resolution, by examining barriers 
and challenges to participation in these processes. The subcommittee is recommending 
various approaches to the U.S. Institute for issues arising in both urban and rural settings. 

 
NECRAC held its third meeting in November 2003 in Tucson, and a fourth meeting is 
scheduled for May 2004. The full committee will make its first report to the U.S. Institute 
this summer. 

 

 



Multi-Agency ECR Case Evaluation Project 
 
The U.S. Institute has partnered with six federal and state agencies to conduct a multi-agency 
evaluation study to understand the key ingredients and outcomes of successful ECR 
processes. The results of this ongoing study will shed light on performance of ECR processes 
and which ECR practices are most critical for achieving success. The results will also shed 
light on which practices need to be employed more effectively by ECR practitioners and 
program managers. In January 2004, the U.S. Institute hosted 50 participants in a workshop 
involving state and federal ECR program managers, private-sector ECR practitioners and 
trainers, researchers, and evaluators. Participants reviewed the draft study results and 
identified ways to improve and expand the on-going evaluation. The Hewlett Foundation, a 
major funder of this activity, has encouraged the U.S. Institute to apply for a supplemental 
grant for an additional two-year period. 

 
CEQ ECR Initiative 
 
In August of 2003, Jim Connaughton, Chairman of the President’s Office of Environmental 
Quality contacted the U.S. Institute to discuss the development of a set of principles that 
could be used to improve environmental decision-making. The U.S. Institute was asked to 
plan and facilitate a meeting of top policy officials and their legal counsel to address how 
they can increase the use of more innovative approaches to collaborative problem solving 
and dispute resolution and to recognize programmatic initiatives already being undertaken by 
a number of departments.  
 
In consultation with senior staff from a variety of federal departments engaged in 
environmental decision-making and conflict resolution, the U.S. Institute has refined a set of 
basic principles and developed a framework for Chairman Connaughton to engage 
departmental leadership in a discussion on ways to more systematically prevent and reduce 
environmental conflict. In late May, the U.S. Institute will facilitate a meeting hosted by 
Chairman Connaughton with top policy officials and legal counsel from 15 federal 
departments and agencies who are actively engaged in environmental issues. The leadership 
meeting will provide an opportunity to review administration priorities, learn from 
departmental initiatives already underway, and discuss the challenges associated with 
reducing environmental conflicts and improving environmental decision-making. The 
meeting agenda will include case presentations as well as an opportunity for less structured, 
open discussion.  At some future date, consideration will be given to broadening the 
attendance and engaging additional departments, other levels of governments, tribal 
governments and private sector entities. 

 



Attachment A 
 

Environmental Dispute Resolution and Consensus Building Professionals 
National Roster Distribution as of March 31, 2004 
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The U.S. Institute’s Roster continues to be developed as a national resource to stakeholders 
looking for qualified practitioners with environmental dispute resolution experience. Currently, 
there are 240 qualified practitioners on the U.S. Institute roster located in 41 states, the District 
of Columbia, and two Canadian provinces. Through an interagency agreement with the Federal 
Highway Administration, the U.S. Institute has assembled a sub-roster of qualified practitioners 
with particular experience in developing and reviewing transportation projects for assistance. 
The "Transportation Roster” currently includes 44 professionals.  
 
During the first half of FY04, the roster manager provided numerous referrals to U.S. Institute 
staff for sector-related projects, and 14 referrals and selection process coaching to external 
requesters. Other federal agency staff with direct access to the roster (e.g. EPA) conducted seven 
searches. Referrals are expected to increase when the Roster's online database becomes publicly 
available in the next few months. Outreach and information pieces designed to increase 
awareness of public access to the Roster are being developed.
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

Apprentice Mediator Curriculum Development and Training �

CEQ Initiative to Reduce Environmental Conflicts z �

Colorado River Water Users Association: "Introduction to ECR" z

Crane and Derrick Negotiated Rulemaking z �

DOD AN/AI Conflict Resolution Orientation z

DOI Collaborative Action and Dispute Resolution (CADR) Program 
Development z z

DOI - IDRC Roster Evaluation Training �

DOI National Conference - The Way of the Next West z �

DOI Office of Hearings and Appeals - Interior Board of Land 
Appeals ADR Referral System z �

DOI Tribal Consultation z z

ECR Evaluation and Cost Effectiveness Overview z

EPA Intern Program ECR Training z

EPA Mine Scarred Lands z �

EPA Region 6 Traditional Tribal Dispute Resolution Methods 
Assessment �

Federal ECR Roundtable Meetings � �

Fire in Ecosystem Management z

Fire Suppression Fiscal Policy Collaboration z z

FHWA Environmental Streamlining Intergovernmental ADR Conflict 
Management Guidance, Training, and Transportation Roster 
Management

z z �

Multi-agency ECR Evaluation Initiative z z

National Off-highway Vehicle Implementation z �

Native American and Alaska Native ECR Practitioners Network z �

NEPA / ECR Initiatives - National ECR Advisory Committee z z

NOAA Fisheries Workshop on Jeopardy Analysis for Endangered 
Species z

Online Conflict Assessment Dialogue �

Policy Dialogue on Impacts of Anthropogenic Sound on Marine 
Mammals z z � �

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

National
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

Preconditions for the Use of ADR to Address Individual Trust 
Management Claims z

Tamarisk Control and Management Workshop z

USDA Forest Service Objections Rule Guidance z z

USDA Forest Service, Partnership Task Force, Design 
Considerations for the Development of Collaborative Resource 
Teams

z z � z

Bankhead NF Forest Health and Restoration Initiative* z z z

Interagency Conflict re Transportation Reviews z �

Tanana Chiefs Conference Assessment** z �

AZ Nature Conservancy Forest Plan Revision Workshop z z

Bellemont Shooting Range z

BIA Navajo Region Forest Management Plan z

Coconino National Forest - Landscape Scale Assessment z z �

Dos Pobles-San Juan Tribal Consultation z z

Grand Canyon Overflight Noise Controversy z � �

Grazing and Environmental Compliance in the Southwest on Forest 
Service Lands Process z z

Navajo-Hopi Peacekeeper Program z �

Recreational Shooting in the Tucson Basin z z �

San Xavier District Mission Mine Complex Assisted Negotiation z

Trust Land Reform Facilitation z z

Water Allocation / Assessment Formula Mediation z z

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

National, continued

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

FHWA State Workshop - Interagency Collaborative Problem Solving 
for Transportation Projects �

Golden Gate National Recreation Area Dog Management 
Negotiated Rulemaking Assessment z �

Lake Tahoe Basin Stakeholder Collaboration z � �

Lower Owens River Project z �

Riverside County CETAP Controversy - Phase II z z �

U.S. Department of the Navy - Training of Environmental Lawyers 
on Case Assessment z

Conservation Plan Implementation Team Building z z

Forest County Partnership Restoration Program - GMUG National 
Forests z

GMUG National Forests Landscape Working Groups* z z �

Vermilion Basin Plan Revision z

White River National Forest Appeals z

Collaboration Skills Training for Everglades Interagency Planning 
Team �

Everglades Collaborative Water Management Planning z z �

BLM Lower Snake River Reflections Evaluation Workshop z

Caribou National Forest Travel Management Planning z

Lower Snake River District Assessment, Process Design and 
Facilitation of Resource Management Plans z z �

National Forest Plan Revision Meeting Facilitation z z

Superfund Site Remediation Facilitation z z

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

California

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Colorado

Florida

Idaho

Kansas
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan z

St. Croix River Crossing z z �

BLM Butte Resource Management Plan z

Gallatin National Forest Travel Management Planning z

Sun River TMDL Resolution** z z

Collaborative Forest Restoration Partnership Program z z

Gila National Forest - Forest Restoration Workshop z

FHWA State Workshop - Interagency Collaborative Problem Solving 
for Transportation Projects

�

FHWA State Workshop - Interagency Collaborative Problem Solving 
for Transportation Projects �

Oregon Inlet Dredge Management Collaborative EIS Assessment z z

Airport Plan Revision Team z z

Tribal Trust Assets Mediation z z �

Water Quality Standards Cooperative Agreement z z

Paving Issues Facilitation (Transportation Roster) z z

Michigan

Oklahoma

New York

North Carolina

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

Ohio

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Minnesota/Wisconsin

Montana

New Mexico
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

ACR Environment and Public Policy Section Conference �

BLM Roseburg District Road Access z �

BLM Steens Mountain Wilderness Iniholder Access z z z

Coastal Coho Recovery Planning �

Mt. Hood National Forest Recreation Plan* z z �

Upper Klamath River Basin Watershed Workshops z z

Willamette River TMDL Consensus Building* z z

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan* z z

FHWA State Workshop - Interagency Collaborative Problem Solving 
for Transportation Projects �

Dixie/Fishlake National Forest Development of Proposed Action for 
Plan Revision* z z

Dixie/Fishlake National Forest Facilitation of a One Day Learning 
Loop Meeting on Forest Plan Community Collaborative Activities z

U.S. District Court for the District of Utah z

Finger Lakes National Forest Plan Revision* z z �

Green Mountain National Forest Plan Revision* z z �

Vermont Law School Presentation - Approaches to Resolving 
Conflict on Federal Lands z

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Oregon

Rhode Island

Texas

Utah

Vermont

14 
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

BLM Meadowood Farm Land Use Plan Mediation z z z

Hydro Relicensing Mediation z z

Interstate 90 Highway Expansion z

Skagit Basin Conflict Assessment between Tribal and Farming 
Communities** z z

Tulalip Tribe NEPA Tribal Environmental Review Clinic z

Airport Siting Assessment & Facilitation Team z z

National Elk Refuge Bison and Elk Management Plan / EIS � z �

Powder River Resource Council Assessment to Negotiate Model 
Agreement for Coal Bed Methane Generation** z z

FHWA Regional Workshop - Improving Transportation Project 
Development and Environmental Reviews through Collaborative 
Problem Solving (held in Maryland)

z

Missouri River Stakeholder Advisory Committee �

FHWA Regional Workshop - Improving Transportation Project 
Development and Environmental Reviews through Collaborative 
Problem Solving (held in Nebraska)

z

EPA Region 8 Oglala Sioux Aerial Spraying - Colorado, Nebraska, 
South Dakota z �

Mountain States Region

Mid-Atlantic States Region

Midwest Region

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/or on contract with roster members. 

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Virginia

Washington

West Virginia

Wyoming
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Consultation Referral Assessment1 Facilitation / 
Mediation1

Policy 
Dialogue / 

FACAs1

System 
Design1

Training / 
Conferences1

FHWA Regional Workshop - Improving Transportation Project 
Development and Environmental Reviews through Collaborative 
Problem Solving (held in New York)

z

Blue Mountains National Forest Plan Revision - Oregon, 
Washington z

Snake River Basin Salmon Recovery Planning - Oregon, 
Washington, Idaho �

Willamette/Lower Columbia River Salmon Recovery Executive 
Committee Facilitation* -  Oregon, Washington

z z �

FHWA Regional Workshop - Improving Transportation Project 
Development and Environmental Reviews through Collaborative 
Problem Solving  (held in Texas)

By-catch Reduction Device Workshops - Gulf States z z

FHWA Regional Workshop - Improving Transportation Project 
Development and Environmental Reviews through Collaborative 
Problem Solving (one held in Georgia, one held in Tennessee)

z

Guam Road Access �

Nogales International Wastewater Treatment Plant z z z

Transboundary Water Conflicts in Okavango Delta Study Group �

U.S.-China Water Conflict Resolution Study Group �

1 These activities are conducted by Institute staff in partnerships with roster members and/o  on contract with roster members. 

Northeast Region

Attachment B
Projects and Program Initiatives

October 1, 2003 - March 31, 2004

Key:  * = Federal Partnership Program   ** = ECR Participation Project                             z = completed   � = ongoing 

Northwest Region

South Central Region

Territories
Guam

International

Southeast Region
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