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• Planning
• Programs
• Match 

Requirements
• Reauthorization



Transportation Planning
Comprehensive Conservation Plans



Transportation Planning
Habitat Connectivity



SOLUTIO
NS

1. Wildlife crossings

2.  Culverts

3.  Fencing and escape 
structures

4.  Non-structural methods



Transportation Planning
Historic Preservation



Transportation Planning
Corridor Management Plans



Transportation Planning
State Transportation Plans

• Long-range transportation 
plan

• Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program

• State Implementation 
Plan

• Strategic Highway Safety 
Plan

• Planning, corridor studies



Transportation Planning
State Transportation Plans – The Process
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Long term vision for the 
state for at least the next 
20 years.

Short-term planning on two 
year cycle.

Includes future project list

Public 
ParticipationPriority 

Projects

Often includes project costs
Projects are NOT 
Guaranteed to be built

Project 
Development

Permit  Approval

Construction

Budget 
Constraints

Politics

NEPA Review 
Process

• Generally 
restricted to legal 
requirements.

• Costly and 
controversial to 
request changes at 
this point.

State 
Wildlife 

Agencies

Biologists

Advocates

Conservation Plans

Goals and objectives

Priority Conservation 
Species, Habitats, Issues

Priority Area Maps

Conservation Actions and 
Policies

Where do Friends fit in the process?



Transportation Planning
Impacts of Climate Change

• Changing Precipitation
– More rain
– Higher water tables
– Greater flooding

• Sea Level Rise
– Rising water levels
– Increased flooding
– Larger, more frequent 

storm surges



Transportation Planning
Impacts of Climate Change

• Risk assessment
• Identify at risk assets
• Adaptive management

– Relocations
– Strengthening
– Downgrading



Transportation Programs

• Refuge Roads, Park Roads and Roadways
• Public Lands Highway Discretionary
• Scenic Byways
• Transportation Enhancements
• High Priority Projects
• Match Requirements



Refuge Roads Program

• Existing Transportation Infrastructure
• Within Refuge System
• Government title interest
• Required federal maintenance

• Repairs and improvements
• No match requirement
• Can be used as non-Federal match



Public Lands Highway 
Discretionary

• PLHD
• 100% Federal
• Can be non-Federal Match
• Federal, State or local agencies

• Discretionary - FHWA Selections
• Access to or within Federal Lands

• Congressionally Designated Projects
• Projects related to Federal Lands



Scenic Byways

• Corridor Mgmt Plans
• Safety Improvements
• Byways Facilities
• Access to Recreation
• Resource Protection
• Interpretive Information
• Marketing
• Has a match requirement - $$ only



Transportation Enhancements

• Bike and Pedestrian Facilities & Safety
• Scenic Easements or Sites
• Welcome Centers
• Landscaping, Historic Preservation
• Historic Transportation Facilities
• Archaeological planning/research
• Environmental Mitigation
• Has a match requirement



Transportation Enhancements



High Priority Projects

• Once every transportation bill
• 5-6 years between bills
• Next opportunity 2009 (2010)

• Members submit requests to Committee
• Inform/educate staff about needs

• Funding  over the life of the bill
• One-fifth or one-sixth per year

• Has a match requirement



Match Requirements

• Refuge Roads - no match
• Public Lands Highway Discretionary - no match
• Scenic Byways - 20% match requirement
• High Priority Projects, State Programs

• Generally 20%
• may be less, could be more

• Transportation Enhancements - Different
• Project-by-project
• Grouped projects
• Statewide by fiscal year



Match Requirements

• Funds appropriated to:
• any Federal land management agency

• i.e., Fish and Wildlife Service appropriations
• carry out the Federal lands highways program

• Title 23 and Title 49

• May be used to pay:
• the non-Federal share 
• of the cost 
• of any project



Transportation Bill 
Reauthorization

• Congressional Committees
– House Transportation and Infrastructure

• Rep. Oberstar (MN) and Rep. Petri (WI)

– Senate Environment and Public Works
• Sen. Boxer (CA) and Sen. Inhofe (OK)

• Administration’s Proposal
– Prepared by DOT

• With recommendations by DOT Agencies
– With recommendations by Federal Land Mgmt Agencies



Reauthorization 
Recommendations

• Legislative Recommendations
– Expand Refuge Roads Eligibility

• Include National Fish Hatcheries

– Expand Eligible Project List
• Include Environmental Mitigation

– Wildlife Crossings, Fish Passage, Habitat Connectivity

• Funding Recommendations
– Increased Funding Levels

• Roads, bridges, trails and planning



Contacts

• Trisha White
– Director, Habitat and Highways Campaign,

Defenders of Wildlife, TWhite@defenders.org
• Sean Furniss

– National Coordinator, Refuge Roads Program, 
Sean_Furniss@fws.gov


