
NACCR 2026 Interactive Session Report 

Connect to Restore, Restore to Connect: Experiences at the Nexus of Connectivity and 
Restoration Science and Practice 

Organizer: Jamie Faselt, Center for Large Landscape Conservation, jamie@largelandscapes.org 

Number of participants: Approximately 20  

Activities: The session was proposed as a structured speed-networking exercise: timed rounds of paired 

conversations, with half the room rotating between rounds. Very few participants were present at the scheduled start, 

so the format was set aside in favor of a single circle with extended introductions. Participants continued to arrive and 

joined the circle as they came, reaching roughly twenty. Each was asked where they were from, what they do, and 

what drew them to the session. Those introductions revealed a group with widely divergent entry points and one clear 

shared interest: the chance to learn from and meet other practitioners, rather than the connectivity and restoration 

nexus specifically. The circle then divided into four small groups so conversations already underway could continue 

and reconvened for a closing discussion. Organizers considering a similar format may want to know that the pivot 

away from the planned structure appeared to improve the session. 

History, harm, and trust: Participants returned repeatedly to the cycles of harm, repair, trust, and power that shape 

restoration work, and to the point that conservation and restoration can themselves cause harm. Examples included 

tree planting in a community without accounting for the history of that place, and the way contested past decisions, 

such as wolf reintroduction in Colorado, consume the capacity of the work that follows. Different landscapes carry 

different historical contexts, and those contexts are not separable from the ecology. 

Institutional collaboration and competition: Overlapping organizational boundaries and working areas produce 

competition, and participants asked how the same overlap might instead be made collaborative. One Florida example 

involved strong initial claims of ownership over a shared working area and required formal mediation. Related 

questions included how to get organizations to genuinely ask for and offer help across their different specialties, how 

to assess the skills and capacity actually available, and whether competition and cooperation can coexist. 

Mandates, models, and land tenure: Participants examined how endangered species recovery mandates interact with 

connectivity initiatives, and when those mandates drive connectivity work rather than compete with it. Others raised 

the structure of connectivity models, and how rarely socioeconomic layers are implemented in a way that 

meaningfully shapes results rather than being appended to them. The division between public and private land 

recurred, along with an unmet request for frameworks for engaging private landowners. 

Aquatic connectivity: Participants noted that connectivity practice remains oriented toward terrestrial systems, 

leaving freshwater and marine work comparatively underserved. Concerns about potential negative flows for 

endangered species were raised as particularly consequential in aquatic habitats. 

Practitioner wellbeing, hope, and time: The closing discussion turned to how practitioners sustain themselves. 

Participants discussed caring for themselves and each other, working across generations both organizationally and 

individually, and how little time the work leaves for being outdoors. Others spoke about celebrating small wins, 

allowing room for worry and guilt alongside hope, and the way one person’s visible care makes it easier for others to 

care. The Fox River was offered as a seven-generation example, from rivers that caught fire to rivers people now fish. 

Outcome: The session was proposed to examine connectivity and restoration science and became a conversation 

about how practitioners connect with one another. Participants concluded that holding the ecology of a place without 

also holding the human history layered onto it is a false dichotomy, and that connecting practitioners to each other is 

itself restorative. 

Next steps: Session notes, including the small group discussions, circulated to participants.  

For more information, contact Jamie Faselt at jamie@largelandscapes.org. 


