ACCG April Monitoring Meeting
Tuesday, April 8, 2026
Attendees: Becky Estes, Megan Layhee, Sue Britting, Zac Croyle

Implementation Theme Question Review
Question 1: Yes, use district-level WUI layers being used in the EIS for this question. Define DC in 1.2, what’s the expectation for new construction versus maintenance goals on an annual basis for the fuel break?
Question 2: remove “to meet fire safety standards” and replace with “conditions for adequate fuelbreaks” and then refer to fuelbreaks DC.
Question 4: agreed to add “annual” to frequency section. Reporting baseline and annual timeframe and summarizing on a 5-year cycle. Desired conditions looked fine as is.
Question 5: Indicator 5.3, acres treated by treatment type, move to Question 13.

Botany/Understory Theme Question Review
Question 18: Define TES plants and sensitive plants. Include protocol from Matt B. in metadata. DC is fine.
Questions 19: 
Potential Communities to Monitor Table. One rationale for prioritizing communities: whether or not there are clear, articulated protection measures in the EIS MRs. Example is there is a lot of protection measures for oak woodland. Another rationale is asking the question is if we have experts to address the community. Add this discussion to a future meeting. Also, include rationale for this question.
Indicator 19.1, 19.2 - Is it population trends? Or is it species diversity, distribution or density? Check methodology and then check with MB and AB.
Question 20-22 (Invasive species):  Removed mention of improving and protect native plant and wildlife habitats in DCs. 
Tie botany/cultural-related indicators to Questions 6-7 in indicator rationale. 

To Do:
· All: Hear presentation on and have discussion on monitoring funding plan scenarios/modules at May meeting. Becky, Megan gleaned the idea of utilizing this approach to help prioritize monitoring questions in funding plan at the April 2nd SNC-USDA Climate Hub Monitoring Workshop.
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Follow-up call with Santa Cruz group (awarded CF Forest Health Research grant) about their monitoring program.
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Take a look at the MAC FB network in the context of Question 1 and see how we can look at the expectation for new construction versus maintenance goals. 
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Still need to overlay MAC fuelbreak layer with Level 3-5 roads. If there is 100% overlap, then we might not need Question 2.
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Move indicator 5.3 to Question 13 and develop rationale.
· Becky/Ty/Megan: develop rationale for all questions and indicators.
· Becky: Circle back with Matt B. and Anna B. after Botany questions.
· Becky: get Question 18 protocol from Matt B.
· All: Discuss prioritization (Question 19, Communities Table) in the Wildlife Questions discussion.
