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WildLinks 2025 Conference Summary 
October 1-2, 2025 

Great Wolf Lodge, Grand Mound, WA 
  

  
The 2025 WildLinks conference focused on strengthening the collec9ve infrastructure needed to make 
connec9vity work achievable and durable in Washington State. The conference offered par9cipants an 
opportunity to celebrate the recently completed Washington Habitat Connec9vity Ac9on Plan (WAHCAP), 
released in June 2025; renew their collec9ve commitment to ecological connec9vity work; advance 
collabora9ve ac9on on implementa9on strategies and feasibility needs; and build support for ac9on.  
  
Mee9ng Sponsors: Conserva9on Northwest, Jacobs, Na9onal Wildlife Federa9on 
  
ExecuDve Summary 
  
The 2025 WildLinks conference brought together state agencies, researchers, Tribal representa9ves, 
environmental groups, county representa9ves, legisla9ve decision makers, and funders to explore the 
next phase of wildlife habitat connec9vity work in Washington. Building on decades of science and 
collabora9on and the recently released Washington Habitat Connec9vity Ac9on Plan (WAHCAP), 
par9cipants focused on ways to make connec9vity ac9on feasible, well-resourced, coordinated, and 
durable across the state. 
  
With the WAHCAP providing a shared, science-based roadmap, a central conference theme was the need 
to strengthen collabora9on. Par9cipants explored whether a renewed structure – poten9ally through a 
revitalized Washington Habitat Connec9vity Work Group (WHCWG) – could beWer support the 
coordina9on needed across researchers, agencies, and advocates. There was broad recogni9on that 
sustained progress will require clearly defined roles, shared governance, and dedicated capacity to 
support statewide coordina9on. 
  
Keynote speaker Nova Simpson, Nevada Department of Transporta9on, encouraged conference aWendees 
to let go of perfec9onism, and instead leverage the rela9ve strengths of partners to make progress on 
workable solu9ons. Nova, and other speakers from across the country, highlighted common ingredients 
for success: aligning connec9vity with exis9ng policy priori9es (e.g., safety, economic and ecological 
resilience); cul9va9ng champions in agencies, legislatures, and local communi9es; crea9ng mechanisms 
to accept private and philanthropic funding; and inves9ng in educa9on and outreach to build long-term 
support. 
  
Speakers also discussed indigenous-led stewardship, cultural landscapes, and rela9onship building as 
important elements of engaging Tribes in wildlife habitat connec9vity efforts. Kim Sager-Fradkin, Wildlife 
Program Manager with the Lower Elwha Klallam Tribe, described the significant contribu9ons that the 

https://wdfw.wa.gov/species-habitats/habitat-recovery/connectivity/action-plan
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indigenous-led Olympic Cougar Project has had on the understanding of wildlife habitat connec9vity, 
cougar movement, monitoring methodology. Brinn Mari, Tribal Historic Preserva9on Officer for the 
Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis Reserva9on, discussed the connec9on between ecological 
connec9vity and cultural resources, no9ng that when cultural resources are connected to the use of the 
land or interac9ons with the natural world, they become part of large-scale cultural landscapes. Patrick 
Freeland, Senior Tribal Climate Resilience Liaison with the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, 
emphasized that effec9ve collabora9on with Tribes is grounded in rela9onships, trust, and respect for 
sovereignty and 9melines. Par9cipants discussed the idea that work to establish rela9onships must begin 
before a specific project arises and be supported with appropriate resources, compensa9on, and co-
designed processes. 
  
On the second day, work sessions focused on feasibility needs and the implementa9on strategies outlined 
in the WAHCAP. Across science and research, par9cipants iden9fied the need for coordinated, long-term 
monitoring and data sharing frameworks. Policy and advocacy discussions emphasized building 
sustainable state-level funding mechanisms, integra9ng connec9vity into exis9ng laws and planning 
processes, and developing innova9ve funding mechanisms. Other groups focused on strengthening 
outreach and communica9ons, aligning management on public lands, and leveraging voluntary 
conserva9on incen9ves on private lands.  
  
Throughout the conference, cross-cubng needs emerged: stable and diversified funding; clearly defined 
and ac9ve spaces for collabora9on; inten9onal, rela9onship-based engagement with Tribes; and beWer 
communica9on within and across agencies, with decision-makers, and with the public. Looking ahead, 
WDFW, WSDOT, and CNW will con9nue to discuss the WHCWG purpose, need, and func9on. Addi9onally, 
discussions about policy and advocacy strategies are ongoing.  
  
 
Day 1: Wednesday, October 1 
  
The first day of the conference focused on learning. Speakers described the history of connec9vity work in 
Washington; provided an overview of the new WAHCAP and ways to work together, including the 
Washington Habitat Connec9vity Work Group (WHCWG); presented lessons from wildlife habitat 
connec9vity efforts across the country; and shared insights regarding Tribal priori9es, engagement 
strategies, and leadership in Washington. Nova Simpson, Nevada Department of Transporta9on (NDOT) 
provided keynote remarks. On the second day of the conference, par9cipants applied those lessons and 
discussed the steps they could take collec9vely to increase the feasibility of advancing ac9on and support 
implementa9on strategies outlined in the WAHCAP. This report provides a summary of the conference, 
including key themes of discussion, links to resources, and specific next steps iden9fied.  
  
The conference was hosted by Conserva9on Northwest (CNW), with support from Jacobs Engineering, 
and the Na9onal Wildlife Federa9on. Jen Syrowitz organized the conference, and Maya Breitburg-Smith 
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facilitated the conference and draced the summary. The list of conference registrants is available in 
Appendix A of this report. 
  
Background: Washington ConnecDvity History, IntroducDon to WAHCAP, IntroducDon to WHCWG 
  
Washington Connec.vity History 
Mitch Friedman, CNW Execu9ve Director, provided background on wildlife habitat connec9vity efforts in 
Washington, including the origins of the WildLinks conference. Partners in the region have been 
conduc9ng research on habitat connec9vity for a long 9me, genera9ng a significant amount of science 
and transla9ng that science into projects on the ground. Since 2007, the WildLinks conference has 
provided a venue for state, federal, and tribal governments; academic ins9tu9ons; and NGOs to 
collabora9vely explore emerging science and develop ideas for ac9on. Mitch described opportuni9es 
CNW had iden9fied to create connec9ons between the Olympic and Cascade Mountains and expressed 
op9mism and enthusiasm for increased progress in the state.   
  
Introduc.on to WAHCAP 
Glen Kalisz, Habitat Connec9vity Biologist at the Washington Department of Transporta9on (WSDOT), and 
Julia Michalak, Priority Habitats and Species Sec9on Manager at the Washington Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (WDFW), introduced the recently completed WAHCAP. They provided an overview of the process 
to develop the WAHCAP, as well as a summary of key content. The WAHCAP iden9fies indicators for ten 
founda9onal connec9vity values in Washington that were synthesized into connec9vity maps. Those 
maps were then used to iden9fy thirteen terrestrial connected landscapes of statewide significance that 
provide broad connec9vity goals for the state. The WAHCAP also includes a set of implementa9on 
pathways, which detail specific ac9ons to support connec9vity; regional profiles; and long and short lists 
of priority zones for transporta9on infrastructure projects based on safety and ecological values. The 
short list of priority zones includes those areas that offer the greatest poten9al benefits and are therefore 
an9cipated sites for large-scale, collabora9ve connec9vity projects. The WAHCAP presenta9on is available 
online here: Kalisz and Michalak - WAHCAP Overview.pdf 
  
In response to a ques9on regarding the different ecological and safety priority areas, Glen indicated there 
was minimal overlap between the two types of priority areas. He explained this was because deer are 
responsible for most vehicle-wildlife collisions, which flags loca9ons for safety issues. However, ecological 
priori9es are driven by species that might be rarer than deer, have specialist habitats, or avoid human-
dominated areas. Addi9onally, I-5 creates such a significant barrier to wildlife movement that collisions 
there are limited. Ecological modeling allows the state to iden9fy priority areas that do not have safety 
issues but would benefit from crossings. 
  
Introduc.on to WHCWG 
Jen Syrowitz, Senior Manager of Conserva9on Programs at CNW, highlighted the WHCWG as one way to 
achieve WAHCAP Goal #4: mainstream connec9vity conserva9on. Connec9vity partnerships will need to 

https://wdfw.wa.gov/species-habitats/habitat-recovery/connectivity/action-plan
https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/Ecq03ijMwQBMksWHhhBFq28BEvaofrmajVnHy5P8jg1X_g?e=fAD5AS
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create pathways for exis9ng and new plans, policies, programs, and funding. Organiza9ons and individuals 
will need to support implementa9on of the WAHCAP. In the past, the WHCWG was primarily a science-
based group focused on collabora9ve development of tools and analyses to iden9fy connec9vity 
opportuni9es and priori9es. Now, the new WAHCAP presents an opportunity to revitalize the group and 
poten9ally expand its focus to beWer support statewide implementa9on and/or feasibility needs. 
Leadership from WSDOT, WDFW and CNW are currently discussing the future goals and func9ons of the 
group. The WHCWG presenta9on is available online here: Syrowitz - WHCWG Intro.pdf 
  
In response to a ques9on, Jen noted the future role(s) of WHCWG remains under discussion. She 
highlighted the various models for collabora9on used in other states, differing in formality and structure, 
funding sources, and facilita9on responsibility. The WHCWG established in 2007 provides a founda9on to 
build on, and over the next year Conserva9on Northwest, WDFW, and WSDOT plan to discuss the group’s 
structure moving forward. While the WHCWG was previously focused on science, Glen offered that the 
group’s role moving forward was to implement the WAHCAP and address the priori9es outlined in the 
plan. 
  
Keynote PresentaDon: Nova Simpson, Wildlife Crossing Program Manager, Nevada Department of 
TransportaDon (NDOT) 
  
Nova Simpson, the Wildlife Crossing Program Manager at the NDOT, encouraged conference aWendees to 
let go of perfec9onism in connec9vity work, no9ng that constant change, conflic9ng missions, limited 
knowledge, and the illusion of control make it unaWainable. Embracing par9al strengths, s9tched together 
through partnership and collabora9on, opens space for resilience, adaptability, and workable solu9ons. 
Nova described the process to priori9ze projects in Nevada, which includes analyzing vehicle-wildlife 
collision data, habitat, species status, wildlife movement, and road loca9ons. The projects iden9fied 
through this analysis may not always align with public priori9es, and Nova stressed the importance of 
priori9zing projects that benefit taxpayers since state agencies work at the behest of the public. Once an 
ini9al list of priori9es was iden9fied, NDOT then assessed secondary implementa9on criteria to 
determine which projects to advance, such as land ownership on either side of a crossing, land use plans, 
and whether the corridors will provide long term benefits for wildlife given changes and needs associated 
with environmental instability (climate change). 
  
Nova recognized the significant data available on vehicle collisions in Washington, with collec9on star9ng 
in 1972. She referenced a cost-benefit analysis in a 2019 study demonstra9ng the impact of including 
passive-use values (e.g., the public’s values for wildlife) when assessing the cost of vehicle collisions. The 
cost increases further when adjusted for low repor9ng rates. She suggested that using a more holis9c cost 
framework could strengthen the case for high-cost crossing projects.  
  
Nova concluded with recommenda9ons to increase connec9vity project implementa9on in Washington: 
iden9fy areas of policy alignment that can increase support for projects; create a mechanism to enable 

https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/EZykkRGwc39Agqfc8eWODYoBMYJrY_Lvu8oRXZSDGNnLwg?e=A1W25N
https://www.dot.nv.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/21620/638161095232870000
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the state to receive private funding for projects; and build support through educa9on. She celebrated 
Washington’s successful partnerships and achievements to date, and expressed op9mism about what 
would be possible to accomplish in the state in the future. Nova’s presenta9on is available online here: 
Simpson - Keynote.pdf 
  
Tribal Lands, Indigenous-led Stewardship, FPIC, Tribal Engagement 
  
Brinn Marri, Tribal Historic Preserva9on Officer for the Confederated Tribes of the Chehalis Reserva9on, 
described the connec9on between ecological connec9vity and cultural resources, highligh9ng the 
importance of the cultural landscape. She explained that cultural resources are generally the physical 
materials related to cultural ac9vi9es. These can be small ar9facts or larger scale resources, like the fish, 
wildlife, land, or plants. Brinn noted that while cultural resources are important and significant on their 
own, when connected to the use of the land or interac9ons with the natural world, they become part of 
larger-scale cultural landscapes. Cultural landscapes coincide with natural landscapes and processes; 
when either are divided or degraded, they lose important context, knowledge, and modern use. 
Protec9ng habitat connec9vity and natural resources also helps to protect cultural resources and cultural 
landscapes. Brinn’s presenta9on is available online here: Marri - Connec9vity, Nature, and Cultural 
Resources.pdf 
  
Kim Sager-Fradkin, Wildlife Program Manager with the Lower Elwha Klallam Tribe, discussed the 
collabora9on between mul9ple Tribes and other partners to conduct the Olympic Cougar Project. While 
the Tribes on the Olympic Peninsula are dis9nct and diverse, they have a shared long-term goal of 
monitoring and managing wildlife popula9ons and preserving intact wildlife habitats for the benefit of the 
next seven genera9ons; this includes research on cougars and the large, connected habitats that support 
them and other species that move across the landscape. The project has improved the understanding of 
cougar movement and overall connec9vity on the Olympic Peninsula and advanced survey methodology 
to understand connec9vity. Collabora9on among Tribes and other en99es on the Olympic Peninsula has 
enabled the project to deploy wildlife cameras across the landscape and u9lize GPS collars. Monitoring 
data has demonstrated the Olympic Peninsula is isolated and disconnected from other habitat in the 
region due to the surrounding water bodies and Interstate 5 (I-5); for example, the project has only 
iden9fied two cougars that have successfully crossed I-5: one crossed and returned again and the other 
crossed and seWled on the other side. The collabora9on built through the cougar work now supports 
addi9onal projects, including a landscape scale elk gene9cs study between the Olympic Peninsula and the 
Cascades, modeling connec9vity of black bears, deer, elk and cougars, and fine-scale wildlife surveys 
along I-5 – all of which should contribute data relevant to Washington State’s connec9vity ac9ons. Kim 
emphasized that collabora9on between the Tribes in the region was essen9al to the project’s success. 
Kim’s presenta9on is available online here: Sager Fradkin - Olympic Cougar Project.pdf 
  

https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/EXTmUWf8zdRKiWp7rylNxvIBnLNoHR1UMiWUn28BfFrHvg?e=sn3w7V
https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/EZ7lUXtoWLhBk_f1QqS17kwBG4kDCYPZiR5sZWjWTlPs_A?e=K2CuA0
https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/EZ7lUXtoWLhBk_f1QqS17kwBG4kDCYPZiR5sZWjWTlPs_A?e=K2CuA0
https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/EenBlm6WxtBNhggsmn3po9UBxUR_WlDe-TMDU4VoU00ZLA?e=x7wUO5
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During a follow-up ques9on and answer period, Brinn underscored the close connec9on between cultural 
and natural resources and the importance of engaging staff from both departments in Tribal governments 
when working on habitat connec9vity.  
  
Patrick Freeland, Senior Tribal Climate Resilience Liaison with the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians 
(ATNI), emphasized the importance of building rela9onships and trust as the founda9on for working with 
Tribal na9ons and proposed building collabora9ve networks at the ecoregional scale. Using the process of 
building a fire as a metaphor, Patrick described steps for building trust – star9ng with introduc9ons and 
connec9ons; learning about the values of the people you are working with and the areas of overlap that 
can spark a commitment to ac9on; iden9fying resources to support shared ac9on; and eventually 
increasing the scale of collabora9ve projects. Like a fire, if work to sustain the partnership stops, it can 
fizzle out. Patrick also noted that efforts to protect habitat connec9vity and cultural landscapes can 
extend beyond poli9cal and jurisdic9onal boundaries that ocen define projects or engagements. He 
recommended using ecoregions to guide the geographic scope of projects, since they ocen reflect similar 
ecological communi9es and human communi9es. Patrick’s presenta9on is available online here: Freeland 
- Rela9onship Building.pdf 
  
In response to an audience ques9on about engaging Tribes outside of formal processes, Patrick 
recommended visi9ng and talking with people working in Tribal government and suggested that being 
physically present on a regular basis was the best way to engage and maintain rela9onships. He and other 
conference par9cipants indicated that it was best to begin building rela9onships and mutual respect 
before a specific project or policy need emerges.  
  
Panel: Shared Learnings on ConnecDvity  
  
The following panelists shared lessons learned, drawing on their knowledge of habitat connec9vity efforts 
from across the country:  

• Nic Callero, The Pew Charitable Trusts  
• Logan Chris9an, Na9onal Caucus of Environmental Legislators (NCEL)  
• Julia Kintsch, ECO Resolu9ons  
• Kylie Paul, Center for Large Landscape Conserva9on (CLLC)  
• Jeremy Romero, Na9onal Wildlife Federa9on (NWF)  
• Nova Simpson, Nevada Department of Transporta9on (NDOT)  

  
During their introduc9ons, panelists highlighted several recent resources:  

• Revenue Op9ons for Wildlife Crossings, commissioned by The Pew Charitable Trust and authored 
by ECONorthwest. This report analyzes how states can generate revenue to build and maintain 
wildlife crossings. 

• State of the States, authored by the Erin Sito with Wildlands Network and Logan Chris9an with 
NCEL. This report examines legisla9on from the past 25 years to iden9fy the key trends and 

https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/Ea2ZW1znU9BLrgCmz8vIXTEBVL4DK_2KFshcaiCFUf3G9w?e=SYPwmf
https://conservationnw.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/PublicFileShares/Ea2ZW1znU9BLrgCmz8vIXTEBVL4DK_2KFshcaiCFUf3G9w?e=SYPwmf
https://econw.com/wp-content/uploads/ECONW_PEWExecutiveSummary_April172023_Proof3.pdf
https://ncelenviro.org/app/uploads/2024/05/SoS-Master-Report-FINAL-5.14.pdf
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drivers in connec9vity legisla9on. It also provides examples of successful legisla9on and 
opportuni9es for improvement in exis9ng laws. 

• Integra9ng Wildlife Habitat Connec9vity into Local Government Planning: Examples, 
Recommenda9ons, and Resources for U.S. Towns and Coun9es, authored by Kylie Paul and Abigail 
Breuer with the Center for Large Landscape Conserva9on. This report serves as a prac9cal guide 
for local planners and partners to incorporate wildlife habitat connec9vity into local land use 
planning and includes sample policy and ordinance language, links to planning and technical 
resources, case studies, and recommenda9ons and best prac9ces to support local decision-
making. 

• Land Trusts and Wildlife Crossing Structures: A toolkit detailing how land trusts can contribute to 
highway infrastructure projects for wildlife, authored by Kylie Paul, Abigail Breuer, and Anna 
Wearn with the Center for Large Landscape Conserva9on. This report compiles lessons learned 
and best prac9ces in ac9on by land trusts engaged in wildlife crossing structure projects. 

  
Following introduc9ons, the panelists responded to a series of ques9ons:  
  

1. Other states have coordinated groups of agencies, Tribes, and stakeholders working together to 
advance habitat connec9vity efforts. Who par9cipates in those groups and how do they operate?  

Logan emphasized the importance of coordina9on inside and outside the legisla9ve process. He 
described the Maryland coali9on, no9ng it started with basic co-learning to develop a shared baseline of 
knowledge. Local legislators joined, and in 2025 legisla9on formally established the Maryland 
Connec9vity Coali9on and its role in state connec9vity work. The bill also incorporated connec9vity into 
the comprehensive land use planning processes at the county level. 
  
Julia described the Colorado Wildlife and Transporta9on Alliance, which grew from a 2017 summit of 
local, state, and federal government representa9ves and others interested in wildlife connec9vity and 
vehicle collisions. Following the summit, champions in government and in the state developed the 
Alliance and engaged external facilitators to help maintain momentum. In 2022, legisla9on formalized the 
Alliance’s role in state connec9vity processes. While the Alliance has received periodic funding from the 
state, iden9fying a long-term, permanent funding source has been a challenge. 

  

2. How have you cul9vated and tapped into champions to advocate for and advance connec9vity 
policies? What impact did they have?  

  
Nic highlighted the importance of cul9va9ng champions who are knowledgeable about wildlife 
connec9vity issues, effec9ve communicators, and able to advance state ac9on. He described the value 
that state agency staff can bring as champions, given their ability to speak in detail about connec9vity 
challenges and poten9al solu9ons. While agency staff cannot engage in advocacy for specific policies, 
local NGO champions can amplify messages and act as a conduit to help get legisla9on passed. State 
legislators can also be champions for connec9vity and may engage in the issue due to interests in 

https://largelandscapes.org/wp-content/uploads/Connectivity-in-Local-Government-Report-08282025-sm.pdf
https://largelandscapes.org/wp-content/uploads/Connectivity-in-Local-Government-Report-08282025-sm.pdf
https://largelandscapes.org/wp-content/uploads/CLLC-Land-Trusts-and-Wildlife-Crossing-Structures-Toolkit.pdf
https://largelandscapes.org/wp-content/uploads/CLLC-Land-Trusts-and-Wildlife-Crossing-Structures-Toolkit.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ZDAYe6TNBWVWHkokY62puTSYc5etVspg/view
https://www.coloradowta.com/home/
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conserva9on, tradi9ons (like hun9ng), or human safety. Logan suggested champions draw on resources 
about successful connec9vity ac9on in other states and consider what solu9ons fit their own context. 
  

3. Funding can be a major challenge to advancing habitat connec9vity goals. What are some 
effec9ve strategies you’ve seen in other states to iden9fy and secure funds?  

  
Jeremy underscored the role of legisla9ve champions in helping to secure state funding for connec9vity 
projects. For example, New Mexico passed a bill providing a one-9me $50 million injec9on into the 
wildlife corridors fund, possible because the state had a budget surplus that year and a champion 
promoted funding. Other states have u9lized trust funds or license plate fees to support projects. He 
added that while wildlife crossing projects can be very expensive, decision-makers and the public ocen 
respond to informa9on about the cost savings and reduced injuries.   
  
As a NDOT employee, Nova indicated there are limits to what agencies can do to secure funding; she finds 
it extremely valuable when partners approach the agency with poten9al solu9ons or some amount of 
available funding to support a wildlife crossings project.  
  
Nic added that most states no longer have abundant resources to fund wildlife habitat connec9vity 
projects, so it is helpful for partners to come to the table with new funding mechanisms. Examples in use 
or under explora9on include: 

• addi9onal fees on car rentals;  
• opt-in fees (e.g., hun9ng or fishing license or vehicle tag renewed); 
• taxes on recrea9onal marijuana;  
• taxes on 9re sales; 
• special license plates (with issue specific fees);  
• insurance surcharges; and  
• establishing accounts that can accept private funding. 

  

4. How have partnerships helped to advance project implementa9on? Who is involved in those 
partnerships and what role did they play?  
  

Kylie described how partnerships have helped to advance a Highway 191 project in Montana, including 
collabora9on with:  

• the Western Transporta9on Ins9tute to analyze collision data and iden9fy priority segments; 
• the local community to access town funding for crossing assessments;  
• the local land trust to secure and protect land for a crossing;  
• a local photographer to build public awareness and interest in the development of wildlife 

crossings; and 
• a local music fes9val (featuring Dave MaWhews Band) to raise funds for the project. 
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Julia noted it can be more challenging to raise funds for projects focused on increasing habitat 
connec9vity (as opposed to reducing vehicle collisions) and suggested that broad coali9ons can help with 
fundraising when there are not state or federal funds available. 
  
The panel then responded to audience ques9ons:  

• Priori9za9on: In response to a ques9on regarding strategies for reaching consensus on a broad 
range of connec9vity priori9es, panelists described ways to think about or navigate different 
priori9es. One panelist described realizing a project outside the list of priori9es developed 
through analysis and stakeholder input s9ll had significant value and allowed her team to build 
new partnerships. Another panelist noted ways wildlife crossing projects designed for large 
ungulates can also incorporate features, like small fauna cover, that benefit other species of local 
importance.   

• Stakeholder Engagement: In response to a ques9on about ways to get private landowner input 
and buy-in into the planning processes, panelists recommended building inclusive coali9ons and 
engaging diverse perspec9ves in efforts to develop habitat connec9vity and wildlife crossings 
projects early in the planning process. State agencies are also responsible for reaching out to 
stakeholders when developing comprehensive plans or projects in a par9cular area. Since wildlife 
crossings are only one component of a connected landscape, it is important to engage private 
landowners and other land managers to encourage prac9ces that will increase habitat 
connec9vity. An audience member added that grassroots organizing can gain public support for 
local projects and surface concerns. 

• Statewide Conserva9on Priori9es: In response to a ques9on about how to weigh the importance 
of habitat connec9vity work against other conserva9on needs when resources are limited, 
panelists suggested engaging diverse coali9ons and inves9ga9ng alterna9ve funding mechanisms 
(like opt-in fees). Many of the panelists acknowledged that 9ght state budgets would likely make 
funding wildlife habitat connec9vity projects challenging for the foreseeable future. 

• Insurance Companies: In response to a ques9on regarding the ability to engage insurance 
companies in advocacy for wildlife crossings, Logan referenced proposed legisla9on in Maryland 
and Colorado to add a surcharge to insurance fees to fund wildlife crossings and other road safety 
projects; neither passed. Another panelist added that insurance companies generally have limited 
incen9ves to fund tangible solu9ons  that would reduce wildlife collisions. 

• Value of Addi9onal Research: In response to a ques9on regarding the value of addi9onal research 
on habitat connec9vity and wildlife crossings, panelists emphasized the importance of robust 
science to drive project design decisions. One panelist suggested partnerships can help scien9sts 
target their research to planners’ and decision-makers’ needs; another highlighted the value of 
science in advocacy and public engagement. 

• Private Sector Financial Campaigns: In response to a ques9on regarding the possibility of 
partnering with the private sector to raise funds for wildlife crossing projects, panelists indicated 
they were not aware of any exis9ng private sector campaigns dedica9ng a percentage of sales 
towards projects. An important first step is establishing a dedicated account that could enable the 
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state to accept funds from diverse sources. Washington State does not currently have an account 
like this. 

 
AddiDonal QuesDon and Discussion 
  
The first day of the conference concluded with a ques9on and discussion session. Ques9ons relevant to 
previous sessions have been included in the summaries of those topics above. Addi9onal points of 
discussion are included below:   

• Wildfires and Wildlife Crossings: In response to a ques9on about planning for and mi9ga9on of 
wildfire impacts over key wildlife corridors, Glen indicated that while wildfires are destruc9ve, 
they do not impact connec9vity as much as permanent barriers (e.g., development). Connec9vity 
is temporarily impacted by wildfires, but wildlife ocen resumes moving through burned areas 
before full forests reestablish. Julia added that TerrAdapt incorporated wildfire disturbances into 
WAHCAP modeling. A member of the audience added that, in some cases, fires can increase 
habitat complexity and benefit wildlife habitat connec9vity in the long term. 

• Ins9tu9onalized Connec9vity Work: In response to a ques9on about the integra9on of 
connec9vity work in WSDOT, Glen said that connec9vity work is ins9tu9onalized at the agency. 
For example, the agency has policies that integrate connec9vity into long-range planning, and 
staff value the measurable evidence of success, like collision reduc9ons and number of crossings. 
He noted that the agencies’ work is driven by budgets and funding availability, which can 
constrain project delivery. 

• Addi9onal Needs for Support: In response to ques9ons about addi9onal opportuni9es to support 
wildlife crossing project implementa9on, par9cipants: 

· Acknowledged that recent federal grant applica9ons had not been successful despite high 
evalua9on ra9ngs and leWers of support from numerous government officials. Mee9ng 
par9cipants suggested that addi9onal support from Senator Murray, such as a phone call 
from to the U.S. Department of Transporta9on administrator, could help.  

· Suggested establishing a dedicated account to accept and hold external funds for wildlife 
crossing projects. Legisla9on to establish a wildlife crossing account at WSDOT and a 
landscape connec9vity account for WDFW was not successful in the past two sessions. 
Glen noted private donors have expressed interest in suppor9ng state connec9vity work, 
but the state struggles to accept funds without the dedicated account.  

• Build Rela9onships: A par9cipant highlighted the importance of building rela9onships with state 
poli9cians who may influence the success of federal funding applica9ons or wildlife connec9vity 
legisla9on. He noted that in some areas of the state, communi9es are concerned about the 
movement of wolves or have other concerns about wildlife habitat connec9vity efforts; without 
building rela9onships with those communi9es and understanding and addressing their concerns, 
they will con9nue to affect the ability to advance ac9on. 
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Day 2: Thursday, October 2 
  
The second day of WildLinks started with remarks from Ahmer Nizam, Director of Environmental Services 
at WSDOT, and Margen Carlson, Conserva9on Director at WDFW. Both speakers emphasized their 
agencies’ commitments to wildlife habitat connec9vity in Washington, highligh9ng the science-driven 
path forward outlined in the WAHCAP and the opportuni9es for collabora9on and coordina9on on 
implementa9on through the WHCWG. Both speakers expressed their interest in reinvigora9ng the 
WHCWG and addressed their agencies’ leadership role in the group’s future. Ahmer talked about some of 
the history of connec9vity infrastructure at WSDOT and how the I-90 wildlife undercrossings and 
overcrossing came to be due to pressure and support from the US Forest Service and other partners. He 
highlighted how partnership work isn’t always easy, but it’s necessary to get good work done. Margen 
affirmed that increasing ecological connec9vity is the number one strategy to improve biodiversity 
outcomes, making it a core priority of her agency’s work.  
  
Work Sessions 
  
Conference aWendees par9cipated in work sessions on the second day of the conference. This included a 
group of sessions focused on feasibility needs: science, policy, outreach, and Tribal engagement. Another 
set focused on WAHCAP implementa9on strategies: transporta9on infrastructure, public lands, private 
lands, Indigenous-led stewardship. Par9cipants in both tracks were asked to consider how the ac9vi9es 
and intended outcomes aligned with their agency or organiza9ons’ exis9ng work and priori9es, as well as 
ways to coordinate across en99es engaged in connec9vity work. 
  
Feasibility Needs 
  
Policy and Advocacy 
The policy and advocacy group explored how to advance policies, legisla9on, and public support for 
wildlife habitat connec9vity efforts in Washington. Key themes from the discussions included building 
sustainable, state-level funding mechanisms, increasing educa9on and outreach to legislators and the 
public, and cul9va9ng a diverse coali9on of advocates. 
  
Par9cipants emphasized that long-term progress will depend on steady funding and ins9tu9onal support 
from WSDOT and WDFW. Ideas included establishing dedicated state funding for wildlife connec9vity 
efforts, crea9ng mechanisms to accept private or philanthropic contribu9ons, and adding small user-
based fees – such as on out of state vehicle registra9ons or 9re sales – to generate sustainable revenue.  
  
Others noted the poten9al to integrate connec9vity more fully into exis9ng state policy frameworks, such 
as by amending the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) checklist to explicitly reference wildlife 
connec9vity, reforming elements of the Growth Management Act (GMA) or including connec9vity 
considera9ons in comprehensive planning. Addi9onal policy ideas included providing incen9ves for 



   
 

 

WildLinks 2025 Conference Summary  12 of 23 
 

landowners to maintain working lands that support habitat connec9vity and no-hun9ng buffers near 
major wildlife crossings. 
  
Par9cipants highlighted educa9on and outreach as essen9al complements to policy change. They 
discussed the need to beWer inform legislators about the scope of ongoing connec9vity work and its 
mul9ple benefits for safety, the economy, and ecosystems. Sugges9ons included presenta9ons at 
legisla9ve work sessions, statewide county tours (modeled acer Nevada’s Department of Transporta9on 
outreach), and crea9ve educa9on programs such as incorpora9ng wildlife-safety content into driver’s 
educa9on courses. Insurance companies could be poten9al partners—both as advocates for legisla9on 
that reduces collisions and as sponsors of driver incen9ves, such as premium discounts for course 
par9cipa9on. 
  
Building a broad coali9on was a recurring theme. Par9cipants highlighted the importance of connec9ng 
with hunters, recrea9on groups, and local communi9es to ground advocacy in shared values such as land 
stewardship, wildfire resilience, and restora9on. Small, visible successes at the community level can help 
build public trust and momentum for larger projects, while acknowledging and eleva9ng Tribal leadership 
can help bridge cultural divides and strengthen shared advocacy. 
  
Par9cipants recommended that WDFW and WSDOT expand communica9on about their ongoing work. 
This included educa9ng the state democra9c caucus about the agencies’ connec9vity work, highligh9ng 
safety and economic benefits, as well as the value of establishing an account that allows the state to 
accept private funds. Both agencies were encouraged to communicate about connec9vity at mul9ple 
scales: showcasing landmark projects like I-90, while also demonstra9ng how smaller community-level 
ac9ons cumula9vely contribute to state-wide progress.  
  
Communica.on and Outreach 
Par9cipants shared innova9ve ideas for bringing wildlife connec9vity into public consciousness, 
recognizing different audiences need different and compelling hooks. A key takeaway from the discussion 
was that communica9on teams and policy teams need to be partners from day one. 
 
Several ideas were focused on increasing public awareness of the dangers of vehicle-wildlife collisions. 
This included:  

• Partnering with WSDOT to integrate wildlife collision footage into Driver's Educa9on classes. 
Remember that jarring video of distracted teen drivers that's seared into so many of our 
memories? Imagine replacing it with actual dashcam footage of a wildlife collision showing 
visceral proof that these crashes threaten both human safety and animal lives. 

• Partnering with Waze and Google Maps to alert drivers when they enter wildlife corridors or high-
risk zones.  
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Other ideas were focused on gaining public and legisla9ve support for solu9ons by illustra9ng the scale of 
the problem, such as:  

• Staging a drama9c installa9on of cut-out deer and fawns on the Olympia capitol lawn during 
legisla9ve session (nothing says "pay aWen9on" like a field of fallen wildlife). 

• Developing a traveling exhibi9on of taxidermized animals represen9ng the staggering toll of 
highway mortality (the group acknowledged the logis9cal and financial challenges).  

• Displaying a digital counter on the I-90 wildlife crossing bridge tallying every animal that safely 
crosses. 

• Displaying reader boards in high-collision zones showing real-9me crash data. 
 

Finally, the group tackled a persistent challenge in conserva9on advocacy: empowering ordinary people 
to speak up. Legislators respond to cons9tuent voices, but many people feel in9midated by the prospect 
of contac9ng lawmakers. The solu9on? Provide accessible informa9on, simple tools, and clear talking 
points that make advocacy feel achievable rather than daun9ng. 
 
During the work sessions, par9cipants circled back to the same insight: wildlife crossings won't gain 
trac9on un9l the public truly grasps what's at stake, whether through stark visuals, real-9me data, or 
personal stories that bridge the gap between sta9s9cs and reality. 
Science and Research 
Par9cipants explored the science, data, and methodological needs necessary to advance the 
implementa9on of wildlife connec9vity plans in Washington State. The discussion touched on 
strengthening regional collabora9on, addressing key data gaps, and improving the use of science and data 
to inform policy and public engagement.  
  
A shared vision emerged for a regional connec9vity monitoring program – a coordinated, cross-
jurisdic9onal effort modeled on the Cascade Carnivore Monitoring Program, but focused specifically on 
connec9vity. The program could enable long-term, broad-scale data collec9on beyond the capacity of any 
single agency.  
  
Harmonizing data coordina9on, storage, and shared methodologies were iden9fied as major 
opportuni9es. Par9cipants recommended developing standardized protocols for camera trapping and 
data analysis, crea9ng an inventory of exis9ng data sources and studies, and ensuring data sovereignty 
and consent frameworks when collabora9ng with Tribes and First Na9ons.  
  
Par9cipants highlighted the need for a coordina9on framework with clear governance and structure 
moving forward, while also raising ques9ons about the current role and format of the WHCWG. The 
group emphasized the need to define the WHCWG purpose and structure explicitly before launching new 
efforts. Other sugges9ons included a small, ac9ve, commiWed working group, co-leadership from WSDOT 
and WDFW, clear task ownership, and sustained funding to support staff 9me and budgets. 
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Although Washington is a leader in connec9vity science, several research and data gaps remain: fine-scale 
analyses in suburban and urban areas; popula9on-level effects of connec9vity; understudied species; 
rural development and habitat fragmenta9on; and cross-border linkages with Idaho, Oregon, and Canada. 
Recrea9on was highlighted as an emerging pressure on connec9vity, warran9ng further study through 
methods such as Autonomous Recording Units, mobile-app data, and partnerships with recrea9on 
organiza9ons to encourage stewardship and adap9ve management.  
  
Science also plays a vital role in informing policy and behavioral change. Coun9es need empirical evidence 
to jus9fy policy and growth management decisions, and behavioral studies could improve driver response 
to wildlife crossing warnings (which could be improved as well). Visual data – from camera traps and 
wildlife crossing videos – can be powerful tools for public communica9on and legisla9ve advocacy. 
  
Persistent challenges include limited funding, inconsistent recrea9on and road data, and a “proof burden” 
that requires site-specific evidence before ac9on is taken. Par9cipants stressed that collabora9on and 
governance – including formal joint agency repor9ng requirements and a revitalized WHCWG – will be key 
to overcoming these barriers.  
  
Free, Prior, and Informed Consent (FPIC) and Tribal Engagement 
A key theme of the work session was the importance of personal engagement, rela9onship building, and 
trust. Par9cipants emphasized that effec9ve collabora9on with Tribes begins with personal connec9ons 
built through respect, presence, and pa9ence – before moving to project or policy objec9ves. In-person 
engagement, shared 9me, and genuine listening are valued and help demonstrate commitment. 
  
Par9cipants noted that outreach to Tribal governments may yield no, slow, or nega9ve responses, which 
should not be interpreted as disinterest. Slow or nega9ve responses can serve as a posi9ve sign that 
communica9on is occurring and there may be opportuni9es to re-engage differently. Because Tribal 
governments are ocen opera9ng with limited staff and resources, engagement must go beyond sending 
leWers or emails; persistence, flexibility, and mul9ple outreach methods are essen9al.  
  
Other best prac9ces for Tribal engagement included:  

• Engage directly with Tribal Councils and individual Tribes, recognizing each is unique and 
sovereign. 

• Priori9ze rela9onships and cultural understanding over immediate objec9ves. 
• Listen to the needs of a Tribe first, then iden9fy shared priori9es. Ask “what can I learn?” before 

“how can I help?” 
• Document and share both successes and failures to strengthen ins9tu9onal learning. 
• Provide funding or compensa9on to support Tribal par9cipa9on, and recognize that “Indigenous 

led does not always mean Indigenous labor.” 
• Be pa9ent with differing 9melines and avoid extrac9ve engagement. 
• Co-design the process as well as the project.  
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Addi9onal informa9on about best prac9ces for engagement are available in this resource shared by 
Patrick Freeland, ATNI. 
  
Par9cipants also discussed the value of ins9tu9onalizing appropriate Tribal engagement within state 
agencies and suggested expanding the role of Tribal Liaisons to include trainings for staff on Tribal 
engagement to help build organiza9onal understanding, distribute engagement responsibili9es, and 
ensure respecwul collabora9on is embedded in agency culture. 
  
Finally, par9cipants noted that cyclical “boom and bust” funding periods make sustained partnerships 
difficult. Stable, predictable funding is essen9al to maintaining trust and suppor9ng con9nuous 
collabora9on over 9me.  
  
ImplementaDon Strategies  
  
In the acernoon, par9cipants con9nued working in small groups to discuss the implementa9on ac9ons 
outlined in the WAHCAP and explored successes and challenges in advancing those ac9ons and ideas. 
  
Tribal Lands and Indigenous-led Stewardship 
The Tribal Stewardship and Indigenous-Led Conserva9on sessions at WildLinks created space for genuine 
dialogue about partnership and conserva9on work with Tribal Na9ons.  
 
The discussions opened by asking aWendees to share their own stories and connec9ons to Tribal 
communi9es, which immediately shiced the energy in the room and led to some really honest exchanges. 
Patrick Freeland's "Building a Fire" analogy from his presenta9on the day before became a touchpoint 
throughout the discussions, and his focus on "honor, pride, and respect" as the founda9on for 
partnerships resonated with aWendees.  
 
Key takeaways from the discussion included: 

• Smaller session formats encouraged more authen9c par9cipa9on and rela9onship building;  
• Opening with personal connec9ons (rather than creden9als) changes the tone of discussions;  
• Par9cipants want more concrete guidance on building equitable partnerships with Tribal Na9ons; 

and 
• There's an appe9te for ongoing dialogue beyond one-off conference sessions. 

 
The sessions underscored that meaningful Indigenous-led conserva9on requires us to reconsider how we 
structure partnerships and center Tribal sovereignty in our conserva9on work. 
 
Voluntary Conserva.on Incen.ves for Private Landowners 
Federal, state, and local voluntary conserva9on incen9ve programs can encourage private landowners to 
protect and enhance habitat connec9vity on their property. These programs provide financial support, 
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technical assistance, and guidance that can help keep lands in forestry, agriculture, and other working 
uses rather than being converted to development. The WAHCAP iden9fies several implementa9on ac9ons 
that leverage voluntary conserva9on incen9ves on private lands to meet state wildlife connec9vity goals. 
  
The conversa9on highlighted both exis9ng tools and emerging opportuni9es. The Cascade to Coast 
Landscape Collabora9ve’s Conserva9on Program Explorer Tool and the Western Landowners Alliance 
were cited as effec9ve models for connec9ng landowners to incen9ve programs and technical resources. 
Par9cipants emphasized that successful conserva9on on private lands depends on rela9onships and trust 
– working with landowners collabora9vely and locally, rather than through top-down mandates. Many 
landowners are mo9vated by a personal connec9on to their land and a desire to ensure it remains 
produc9ve and intact for future genera9ons.  
  
Several programs were iden9fied as poten9al vehicles to advance WAHCAP implementa9on. 
Washington’s Voluntary Stewardship Program (VSP) and federal programs like the Na9onal Resource 
Conserva9on Service (NRCS) Regional Conserva9on Partnership Program and the Environmental Quality 
Incen9ves Program (EQIP) can promote long-term stewardship, though par9cipants noted the applica9on 
process for the NRCS programs can be cumbersome and funding is uncertain. Aligning eligibility and 
ranking criteria for state incen9ve programs with WAHCAP goals could improve their connec9vity impact. 
  
Par9cipants also discussed proac9ve approaches to protec9ng high-value connec9vity areas. They 
suggested analyzing zoning and land-use data (e.g., through the Department of Commerce Zoning Atlas) 
to iden9fy areas that are at development risk and also have connec9vity value. Early engagement with 
local governments and landowners could then help steer development towards less sensi9ve areas. 
Par9cipants acknowledged that voluntary incen9ve programs ocen struggle to compete with the financial 
pressures of development or emerging land uses like solar energy produc9on.  
  
Other ideas included:  

• Recognize landowners for their contribu9ons to habitat connec9vity in Washington (e.g., 
Landowner Acknowledgement Day). 

• Offer addi9onal tax credits in areas cri9cal to habitat connec9vity, ensuring that incen9ve 
programs are used strategically. 

• Avoid using incen9ve programs in areas adjacent to highway crossings, where permanent 
protec9on is needed. 

• While wildlife habitat connec9vity on public and private lands are separate issues, the two 
approaches to implementa9on must work in tandem to achieve durable connec9vity outcomes.  

  
Public Lands 
Washington has vast areas of public lands, including areas managed by federal, state, and local en99es, 
that can play an important role in advancing WAHCAP connec9vity goals. Discussion in this session 

https://www.ctoclc.org/
https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.vsp.wa.gov%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cnadine%40conservationnw.org%7C0151f65b3d6e47c327b108de07974eb7%7Cbab37e6c8a88420da80c8fadcf894ca6%7C0%7C0%7C638956543619190597%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=i5WE4A%2F2660CplBbmx%2FMNPsnk%2BSUXcBvFtBF029Kf5k%3D&reserved=0
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs-initiatives/regional-conservation-partnership-program
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs-initiatives/environmental-quality-incentives-program
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs-initiatives/environmental-quality-incentives-program
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focused on ways to improve coordina9on, strengthen communica9on, and align management prac9ces to 
beWer support landscape-scale connec9vity across jurisdic9ons. 
  
Par9cipants emphasized that effec9ve implementa9on will require stronger collabora9on broadly across 
relevant federal and state agencies and in specific landscapes, like agencies managing linkages like the 
Cascades Crest or Columbia Plateau Backbone. Par9cipants suggested WDFW could help lead by: 
Convening WAHCAP briefings for agencies managing lands in important landscapes (e.g., Na9onal Park 
Service, Bureau of Land Management, Department of Natural Resources (DNR), State Parks and others) 
and explore opportuni9es to collaborate to advance implementa9on.  
  
Establishing a formal memorandum of understanding (MOU) and/or a dedicated interagency working 
group (poten9ally under the WHCWG) to clarify roles, provide a space for regular informa9on exchange, 
sustain collabora9on, iden9fy areas of alignment in agency mandates, and clarify roles.  
Exploring opportuni9es to connect to and create alignment with other agencies’ planning documents to 
reinforce statewide connec9vity priori9es and help advance conserva9on and connec9vity ac9ons. 
Cul9va9ng champions at different levels, including within agencies, NGOs, and communi9es. 
  
BeWer communica9on and educa9on – across agencies and with the public – were iden9fied as key 
needs. Internally, par9cipants suggested many state agency staff, even within WDFW, are unfamiliar with 
the WAHCAP and its relevance to their work. Regular internal briefings could help to increase awareness, 
support coordina9on, and advance shared implementa9on of the plan. Externally, the Na9onal Park 
Service and state parks could highlight connec9vity through interpre9ve displays and visitor educa9on, 
helping the public understand how public lands contribute to state connec9vity goals. One proposed 
ini9a9ve was a series of kiosks or interpre9ve materials across parks and wildlife areas illustra9ng how 
the areas connect to broader habitat connec9vity across the landscape. 
  
During the discussion, par9cipants cited the Carnivore Monitoring Project as a model for successful 
collabora9on. The collabora9ve project started by iden9fying the individual needs of all stakeholders, 
recognizing each agency has its own mandates; taking steps to ensure important voices were 
represented; and developing a shared defini9on of connec9vity. 
  
Research and monitoring were iden9fied as addi9onal opportuni9es for coordina9on, and par9cipants 
noted agency staff can help researchers coordinate permits or other resources to support research. 
Par9cipants discussed whether a research working group could be a possible venue for this coordina9on.  
Community level support is important for project success; working at the community level should involve 
engagement to understand and meet local interests when possible. Par9cipants shared examples of ways 
this has happened, such as allowing communi9es to access highway crossing structures to increase 
recrea9on safety. During the subsequent discussion, ques9ons were raised about recrea9on impacts, and 
par9cipants noted USFWS has implemented recrea9on closures in some areas near crossing structures to 
reduce impacts. Par9cipants suggested WDFW could provide guidelines regarding the intersec9on of 
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recrea9on and crossing structures, which could help other agencies naviga9ng this issue as well 
(poten9ally through the WDFW State, Tribal, and Recrea9on Impacts Ini9a9ve).  
  
Transporta.on Infrastructure 
Discussion in this session focused on the feasibility of developing standalone wildlife crossing projects, 
one of the implementa9on ac9ons iden9fied in WAHCAP. Par9cipants discussed the high cost of 
developing standalone crossing projects and recommended integra9ng crossing projects into larger 
construc9on projects whenever feasible. Integra9ng projects creates efficiencies in costs like planning, 
design, mobiliza9on (bringing equipment to the site), traffic control, project management, and staffing, 
and as a result, the cost of the crossing project is cheaper than if it were to be constructed separately. 
While the cost of standalone crossing projects can be low in comparison to other WSDOT construc9on 
projects, funding decisions require tradeoffs, and it may be easier to get approval for combined projects 
that create efficiencies. 
  
Wrap-up 
  
The mee9ng concluded with par9cipants sharing their key takeaways from the session and expressing 
apprecia9on for the opportunity to gather and discuss implementa9on of the WAHCAP.  
  
Looking ahead, over the next few months WDFW, WSDOT, and CNW will con9nue to discuss the WHCWG 
purpose, need, and func9on, from which form will follow. Relevant comments regarding the WHCWG 
from this conference will be considered in the planning, and an update will be shared when available. 
Addi9onally, discussions about the policy and advocacy strategies are ongoing. The next WildLinks will 
take place in fall 2026 at Great Wolf Lodge, Grand Mound, WA. 
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Appendix A: Registrant List 

  

Name  AffiliaDon  AXended Email 
Eli Asher  Jacobs Engineering  In-Person eli.asher@jacobs.com 
Nikki Atkins  Lewis County  In-Person nikki.atkins@lewiscdwa.com 
Jeff Azerrad  WDFW  In-Person jeffrey.azerrad@dfw.wa.gov 
Liz Bocks9egel  WDFW  In-Person elizabeth.bocks9egel@dfw.wa.gov 
Kris9n Botzet  Defenders of Wildlife  In-Person kbotzet@defenders.org 

Maya Breitburg-Smith  Portage Collec9ve / 
RESOLVE  In-Person maya@portagecollec9ve.org 

Jesse Burgher  Cowlitz Indian Tribe  In-Person jburgher@cowlitz.org 

Tom Campbell  CharloWe Mar9n 
Founda9on  In-Person tomcampbell108@gmail.com 

Margen Carlson  WDFW  In-Person margen.carlson@dfw.wa.gov 

Lorenzo Churape  Pacific County 
Conserva9on District  In-Person lchurape@pacificcd.org 

Shannon Crossen  Jacobs Engineering  In-Person shannon.crossen@jacobs.com 
Stephanie DeMay  WDFW  In-Person stephanie.demay@dfw.wa.gov 
ScoW Downes  WDFW  In-Person scoW.downes@dfw.wa.gov 
Anour Esa  WDFW  In-Person anour.esa@dfw.wa.gov 
Patrick Freeland  ATNI Tribes  In-Person patrickfreeland@atnitribes.org 
Mitch Friedman  CNW  In-Person mitch@conserva9onnw.org 
Kyle Garrison  WDFW  In-Person kyle.garrison@dfw.wa.gov 
Kurt Hellmann  CNW  In-Person kurt@conserva9onnw.org 
Griffin Hemmelgarn  Methow Beaver Project  In-Person griffin.mbp@methowsalmon.org 
Denise Joines  Wilburforce Founda9on  In-Person denise@wilburforce.org 
Glen Kalisz  WSDOT In-Person glen.kalisz@wsdot.wa.gov 
Zaneta Kaszta  WDFW  In-Person zaneta.kaszta@dfw.wa.gov 
Ryan Krapp  Mule Deer Founda9on  In-Person rkrapp@muledeer.org 
Robert Long  Woodland Park Zoo  In-Person robert.long@zoo.org 
Meghan Madden  CNW  In-Person meghan@conserva9onnw.org 
Tracy Mai  Na9onal Park Service  In-Person tmai@nps.gov 
Brinn Marri  Chehalis Tribe  In-Person bmarri@chehalistribe.org 

Mike McDaniel  Muckleshoot Indian 
Tribe  In-Person mike.mcdaniel@muckleshoot.nsn.us 

Tye Menser  Thurston County  In-Person tye.menser@co.thurston.wa.us 

Sam Merrill  Black Hills Audubon 
Society  In-Person sammerrill3@comcast.net 

Julia Michalak  WDFW  In-Person julia.michalak@dfw.wa.gov 
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Alannah Mitchell  WSDOT In-Person mitchal@wsdot.wa.gov 
Harriet Morgan  WDFW  In-Person Harriet.Morgan@dfw.wa.gov 
Nadine Nadow  CNW  In-Person nadine@conserva9onnw.org 
MaWhew Nicholson  Na9onal Park Service  In-Person maW_nicholson@nps.gov 
Ahmer Nizam  WSDOT In-Person ahmer.nizam@wsdot.wa.gov 

Mike Nordin  Pacific County 
Conserva9on District  In-Person mnordin@pacificcd.org 

Kylie Paul  Center for Large 
Landscape Conserva9on  In-Person kylie@largelandscapes.org 

Colin Reynolds  Defenders of Wildlife  In-Person creynolds@defenders.org 
Andrew Rothman  Environment America  In-Person arothman@environmentamerica.org 
Jordan Ryckman  CNW  In-Person jordan@conserva9onnw.org 
Senator Jesse 
Salomon  

WA State Senate- 32nd 
District  In-Person jesse.salomon@leg.wa.gov 

Kim Sager-Fradkin  Lower Elwha Klallam 
Tribe  In-Person kim.sager@elwha.org 

Rachel SantaOlalla  Cascades to Coast 
Landscape Collabora9ve  In-Person conserva9onprogramexplorer@gmail.com 

Jessica Schafer  Schafer Consul9ng  In-Person jeswalz@gmail.com 
Andrew Shirk  Terradapt  In-Person andrew@terradapt.org 

Nova Simpson  Nevada Dept of 
Transporta9on  In-Person nsimpson@dot.nv.gov 

Lorna Smith  WDFW, Commissioner  In-Person lorna.smith@dfw.wa.gov 

Cyndie Sundstrom  Shoalwater Bay Indian 
Tribe  In-Person csundstrom@shoalwaterbay-nsn.gov 

Jen Syrowitz  CNW  In-Person jsyrowitz@conserva9onnw.org 
Idris Tang  Na9onal Park Service  In-Person idris_tang@partner.nps.gov 

Graham Taylor  Na9onal Parks 
Conserva9on Associa9on  In-Person gtaylor@npca.org 

Mark Teske  WDFW  In-Person mark.teske@dfw.wa.gov 
Lauri Vigue  WDFW  In-Person lauri.vigue@dfw.wa.gov 
Katy Wicks  CNW  In-Person katy@conserva9onnw.org 
Dan Wilson  CNW  In-Person dan@conserva9onnw.org 
Andrea Wolf  CNW  In-Person andrea@conserva9onnw.org 
Aja Woodrow  US Forest Service  In-Person aja.woodrow@usda.gov 
Deia Zalez  CNW  In-Person deia@conserva9onnw.org 

Jocelyn Akins  Cascade Carnivore 
Project  Virtual jocelyn@cascadescarnivore.org 

Shawn Behling  WDFW  Virtual shawn.behling@dfw.wa.gov 
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Nicholas Callero  The Pew Charitable 
Trusts  Virtual ncallero@pewtrusts.org 

Sarah Canavero  WSDOT Virtual sarah.canavero@wsdot.wa.gov 

Logan Chris9an  Na9onal Caucus of 
Enviro. Legislators  Virtual logan@ncelenviro.org 

Hannah D'Arche  Congresswoman 
Schrier's office  Virtual hannah.darche@mail.house.gov 

Ann Edwards  Resilient Earth 
Consul9ng  Virtual ann@resilient-earth.com 

Representa9ve Jake 
Fey  

WA State 
Representa9ves - 27th 
District  

Virtual   

Sylvia Leeb-Haigh  WSDOT Virtual sylvia.leeb-haigh@wsdot.wa.gov 
Sierra Hopper  Independent  Virtual sierrahopper@gmail.com 
Julia Kintsch  ECO-resolu9ons  Virtual julia@eco-resolu9ons.com 
GarreW LaCivita  WDFW Virtual garreW.lacivita@dfw.wa.gov 
Chris Lang  WSDOT Virtual chris.lang@wsdot.wa.gov 
Paula MacKay  Woodland Park Zoo  Virtual paula.mackay@zoo.org 
Emma Marcus  Independent  Virtual esm0930@ymail.com 
Caitlin Markus  Na9onal Park Service  Virtual caitlin_markus@partner.nps.gov 
Yolanda Morris  Wilburforce Founda9on  Virtual yolanda@wilburforce.org 
Marisa Pushee  WSDOT Virtual marisa.pushee@wsdot.wa.gov 
Ka9e Remine  Woodland Park Zoo  Virtual ka9e.remine@zoo.org 

Jeremey Romero  Na9onal Wildlife 
Founda9on  Virtual romeroj@nwf.org 

BriWney Salter  WDFW Virtual briWney.salter@dfw.wa.gov 

Jennifer Watkins  WA Dept. of Natural 
Resources  Virtual jennifer.watkins@dnr.wa.gov 

Alexa Whipple  Methow Beaver Project  Virtual alexa.mbp@methowsalmon.org 
Sean Williams  WDFW Virtual sean.williams@dfw.wa.gov 
Jane Atha  WDFW   jane.atha@dfw.wa.gov 
Colin BartleW  South Sound Green Party    info@southsoundgreen.party 
Marian Berejikian  WDFW   marian.berejikian@dfw.wa.gov 
Grace Bergman  Jacobs Engineering    grace.bergman@jacobs.com 

Alexander Birk  Pacific Conserva9on 
District    abirk@pacificcd.org 

Megan Birzell  The Wilderness Society    megan_birzell@tws.org 
Jessica Bryant  WDFW   jessica.bryant@dfw.wa.gov 
Renee Callahan  Arc Solu9ons    rcallahan@arc-solu9ons.org 
Paul Chris9anson  WDFW   paul.chris9anson@dfw.wa.gov 
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Wendy Connally  WDFW   Wendy.Connally@dfw.wa.gov 

Jackie Ferrier  US Fish & Wildlife 
Service    jackie_ferrier@fws.gov 

Dalton Fry  Cowlitz County    dfry@cowlitz.org 

William Gaines  WA Conserva9on 
Science Ins9tute    bgaines@genext.net 

Leon Ganuelas  Yakama Na9on    leon_ganuelas@yakama.com 

Emily Gardner  WA Dept. of Natural 
Resources    emily.gardner@dnr.wa.gov 

Janet Gorrell  WDFW   janet.gorrell@dfw.wa.gov 
Mara Healy  Thurston County    mhealy@thurstoncd.com 
Jillian Hendrix  Snoqualmie Tribe    jillian.hendrix@snoqualmietribe.us 

Sophia Kast  WA Dept. of Natural 
Resources    sophia.kast@dnr.wa.gov 

Amanda Keasberry  Cascade Forest 
Conservancy    amanda@cascadeforest.org 

Jay Kehne  CNW    jkehne@conserva9onnw.org 
Kami Koyamatsu  WSDOT   kami.koyamatsu@wsdot.wa.gov 
Morgan Krueger  WDFW   morgan.krueger@dfw.wa.gov 
Kirk Lakey  WDFW   kirk.lakey@dfw.wa.gov 
Jennifer Lang  WSDOT   langjen@wsdot.wa.gov 
Andrea Lyons  US Forest Service    andrea.lyons@usda.gov 
Michael Macdonald  WSDOT   macdonm@wsdot.wa.gov 
Jaime Mar9n  Office of the Governor    j.mar9n@gov.wa.gov 
Melissa Mearns  WSDOT   melissa.mearns@wsdot.wa.gov 
Glen Mejia  WSDOT   glen.mejia@wsdot.wa.gov 
Joe Mouser  Beavers Northwest    joe@beaversnw.org 
Ken Muir  WDFW   ken.muir@dfw.wa.gov 

Zoe Mullendore  WA Dept. of Natural 
Resources    zoe.mullendore@dnr.wa.gov 

Mark Nuetzmann  Yakama Na9on    mark_nuetzmann@yakama.com 

Zorah Oppenheimer  Clark Conserva9on 
District    zoppenheimer@clarkcd.org 

Amy Oppfelt  WSDOT   amy.oppfelt@wsdot.wa.gov 

Steve Parker  WA Dept. of Fish & 
Wildlife, Commissioner    steven.parker@dfw.gov.wa 

Sophia Riggs  Senator Robinson's 
office    sophia.riggs@leg.wa.gov 

Owen Rowe  Office of the Governor    owen.rowe@gov.wa.gov 
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Cassandra Sullivan  Port Gamble S'Klallam 
Tribe    claroche@pgst.nsn.us 

Claire Swearingen  Thurston County    claire.swearingen@co.thurston.wa.us 
BreW Swic  Pew Charitable Trusts    bswic@pewtrusts.org 
Andrea Thorpe  WA State Parks    andrea.thorpe@parks.wa.gov 
Jocelyn Tutak  Columbia Land Trust    jtutak@columbialandtrust.org 
Jennifer Vanderhoof  King County    jennifer.vanderhoof@kingcounty.gov 

Kim Veverka  US Fish & Wildlife 
Service    kim_veverka@fws.gov 

Cassandra Weekes  WDFW   cassandra.weekes@dfw.wa.gov 
EllioW Winter  WDFW   ellioW.winter@dfw.wa.gov 
Ashley Yamaura  WDFW   ashley.yamaura@dfw.wa.gov 

Alan Yanahan  US Fish & Wildlife 
Service    alan_yanahan@fws.gov 

Jonah Young  WSDOT   jonah.young@wsdot.wa.gov 
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