ACCG August Monitoring Meeting
Wednesday, August 12th, 2026
Attendees: Becky Estes, Megan Layhee, Ty McCarthy, Helen Loffland, Sue Britting, Chuck Loffland, Zac Croyle

General Updates
· CF Forst Health Research Grant Concept Proposals related to MAC: 1) UCCE/Colorado State ground-based LiDAR technology, and 2) also IBP CP looking at wildlife, veg response to mastication vs mulch-mastication
· Group discussed thinking about if we can wrap in the mastication-related CP into an existing MAC monitoring questions/ indicator.
· USGS project to derive vegetation structure, including riparian species, in meadows using remote-sensed data, 2022 LiDAR acquisition. Group discussed how these products could be really useful, especially distinguishing between species like willows, alders, etc.
· Aspen female aspen and seed collection, findings were that the older, aged trees were the only ones predominantly reproducing, and the group is considering going after funding to research if you could manipulate additional trees in stands across the region to increase seed production.

Draft MAC Strategy Final Review
· Group decided to call it a plan not strategy.
· Group went through comments in draft plan document:
· Section 1:
· Becky/Megan - work on language in first section about partners, including UMRWA in Section 1.2.
· Link ACCG Cornerstone strategy/ACCG Monitoring page to reference in Section 1.3.
· All- spend some time thinking about how we want to frame Adaptive Management in Section 1.4.
· Ty- Reach out Jess at USDA Climate Hub to cite Adaptive Management, Section 1.4, language in Steve’s ppt slides.
· Section 1.5, move language about major disturbance to Section 1.4.
· Section 2:
· Go back through document and make sure prescribed fire and broadcast burning are used correctly. Also ensure whether we are meaning cultural burning, as well.
· Megan: Mention in tribal section- If we are tracking prescribed fire, we also mean cultural burning.
· TREAT definition: The Treatments for Restoration Economic Analysis Tool (TREAT) is a modeling software used by the U.S. Forest Service to estimate the regional economic impacts of forest restoration and hazardous fuels reduction treatments.
· Question 10.1: Add in additional indicators from 13.2 to capture ladder fuels in the desired conditions.
· Question 13.2: add CSE plots as option.
· Question 14: Becky-Pair tables in metadata with indicators and talk through with work group at September meeting. Then correctly identify tables in Section 2.
· Question 15: capture soil and veg burn severity in 15.2. But make sure to clarify the indicators for soil severity.
· Question 16, 17: Expand on rationale more.
· Question 17.6
· Table 19.1 hot link from metadata tables to Section 2.
· Section 3: use public facing dashboard.
· Section 4: 
· Rationale/Benefits for doing additional modules. Discuss more at September work group meeting.
· Also look at costs again before and during work group meetings.
· Ensure we have enough budget for each module to perform data analysis and reporting to inform adapative management.

General meeting To Dos
· All: Fill out poll for September field day.

MAC Strategy to-dos
· Becky/Megan: work on rationale and benefits for doing additional modules for each theme.
· Becky: Expand on rationale for Question 16 and 17.
· Becky-For question 14, pair tables in metadata with indicators and talk through with work group at September meeting and make sure we’re all clear what tables were referencing in Section 2 of plan.
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Go through document and change mention of strategy to plan.
· Older to-dos:
· Becky/Ty/Megan: Ensure desired conditions are clear, so that we can present progress toward desired conditions in the data synthesis step.
· Ty/Becky: Pull AGOL platform information into one location.
· Becky: Check in with FS Specialists one more time, including with Jeff Mabe on
· Question 3.3, including the mention of 80% adherence and how do we track that (add to metadata document).
· Question 16.2
· Question 17.5-17.6
· Becky/Megan: Check that Question 3 lines up with MAC decisions.
· Zac: review Question 4.
· Megan: Move Tribal, cultural-related questions out of main questions summary table and put in separate section. This way the questions don’t seem so concrete, but rather are example questions and will be fleshed out with the Tribal Working Group. (create subsection in main document)
· Becky: follow up with Matt B. about scale (MAC or project?) for invasive species questions.
