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e Collaborative implementation = v

has been minimally explored. &% 2=

When complete, this research ‘T
ill provide cross case his rese

- comparisons for 10 cases in theoreticaligeintritg ,
which collaboration is how organizgtion stru
required in both planning and and roles pl@yea byt

implementation phases. individuals ih the
collaboratlves have enabled

them to navigate tensions that
arise when projects transition
to implementation. It will also
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Landscape Restoration and public officials In | )

Program of the USDA Forest collaborative process design |

SerJithcolihr for the Implementation phase. |
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e The research has consisted of

- document analysis and over
40 Interviews with
participants In the
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