
ACCG Planning Work Group Zoom Meeting Summary
Feb. 25th, 2026
Meeting Participants 	
	#
	Name
	Affiliation

	1
	Megan Layhee
	UMRWA, meeting facilitator

	2
	John Buckley
	CSERC

	3
	Rich Farrington
	AWA, UMRWA Board

	4
	Stan Dodson
	CSERC

	5
	Chuck Loffland
	UMRWA, private citizen

	6
	Kaylee Dillashaw
	Calaveras RCD

	7
	Richard Sykes
	UMRWA

	8
	Hannah Grabowski
	SPI

	9
	Rob Houghton
	Arnold Rim Trail Association

	10
	Carinna Robertson
	STF, Calaveras RD

	11
	Ray Cablayan
	STF, Calaveras RD

	12
	Anna Bonnette
	STF, Calaveras RD

	13
	Anne Calderwood
	Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch

	14
	Matt Brown
	ENF

	15
	Sophia Kauffman
	CSEDD/MLJT

	16
	Regine Miller
	Headwaters Environmental

	17
	Kellin Brown
	STF

	18
	Chris Schull
	Mason, Bruce & Girard

	19
	Brian Jobson
	Foothill Conservancy



Housekeeping
Group reviewed the draft meeting agenda and the January work group meeting draft summary. One suggested minor modification was made to the Jan. meeting summary. With the correction, the revised version was accepted as final and will be added to the website. 
MAC Project 
Group discussed MAC DEIS and public comment period take-aways:
· 14-day comment period is very short, especially for the number of documents and pages to read. And because so many were without power for the first few days to first week of the comment period. See action item below.
· Many components of the proposed action upheld ACCG’s recommendations: DBH limits, restrictions of mechanized treatments in IRAs, reduced herbicide application, and fuelbreak widths.
· DEIS missed an opportunity to better highlight wildfire data and evidence supporting the urgency of addressing megafire risks.
· One concern noted was the management requirements related to buffer zones for herbicide/fungicide use near waterways (10 ft) may be too small (suggested ~25 ft).
· Commitment to decommission roads is positive, though concerns if there will be follow-through.
· Concern raised that the proposed treatment levels needed to treat the number of acres cleared in the MAC EIS may be unrealistic in the next 5-10 years.
· Concern about assumptions made about treatments to occur on adjacent non-FS lands timber lands in CSO habitat.
· Spotted owl sections are complex and hard to interpret, making it difficult to provide meaningful input in such a short comment window.
UMRWA provided a brief presentation on anticipated timeline, process and next steps for UMRWA’s MAC implementation plan development. The plan would most likely be a subset of the MAC proposed action that can be broadly supported (e.g., fuels reduction, small tree thinning, prescribed fire). UMRWA anticipates beginning to vet the plan through the ACCG, and both forests, Tribal partners and other stakeholders, once the MAC EIS is finalized and decisions are signed. UMRWA expects the plan to be brought before the ACCG for consensus support vote at the Nov. 2026 general meeting. UMRWA will be getting through CEQA at the same time as the plan development gets underway (Spring-Summer 2026). Acknowledged that state funding will be crucial to funding implementation of the plan and that UMRWA and partners will need to increase pace over time. The plan is intended to prioritize and sequence treatments, but also to address funding strategies, identifying pre-implementation work (surveys, layout), and linking implementation to monitoring and adaptive management. Don’t expect for implementation of the plan to get underway until 2028- 2-year protocol level bird surveys needed prior to implementation, other surveys (e.g., Arch, botanical), and ensuring CEQA is completed.
Group provided input, including:
· UMRWA (and partners) need to scale up acres treated per year more than current FPP1 rates (~4K acres/year).
· Community protection and reducing wildfire risk is key priority for the work group, including reducing wildlife risk in communities, WUI and in and around infrastructure.
· Plan for, and include, treatment maintenance schedules in the implementation plan.
· Use best available remote sensed data, including LiDAR, in modeling and analysis.
· Group agreed to continue to meet monthly for the next several months to advance the development of the plan.
Action items: 
· Megan: follow up with FS MAC leads and request an extension to the 14-day MAC DEIs public comment period on behalf of the Planning work group, due to the recent storm and since many were without power for the first few days to week of the comment period.
· Work group: continue to meet monthly (maybe shorter meetings, 1-2 hours) to continue to make progress on providing input on the UMRWA MAC implementation plan.
Upcoming General Meetings
· No March GM: Wildfire Task Force Regional Meeting in Tuolumne County
· April GM (tentative): Forest Service MAC Record of Decision overview
· May–August GMs: e.g., Brandon Collins on wildfire science, Firewise communities, UMRWA Aspen monitoring data and decision-support modeling presentation- not consensus item
· September (no GM): ACCG Field Tour
· October–November GMs: Target for UMRWA MAC monitoring strategy and MAC Implementation plan consensus votes
Action items:
· Megan, Char and others: continue coordinating to secure 2026 GM guest speakers including, Trina Walley (Firewise communities), Brandon Collins (Rich F. lead), staff from McClintock office (Char and John H. leads, and Regine Miller (UMRWA Aspen Team presentation).
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