Cooperative Monitoring, Evaluation and Research Committee
Tuesday, July 28, 2026 // 9:00AM — 4:00PM

Virtual Meeting
Move/Second (Vote)
June 2026 Meeting Minutes Seconded: Debbie Kay
Motion: Up: Welles Bretherton, Aimee McIntyre, Chris
Welles Bretherton moved to approve the June Mendoza, Danielle Miles, Harry Bell, Debbie
2026 meeting minutes. Kay, A.J. Kroll, Mark Meleason, Mark Mobbs,

Hans Berge, Bill Vogel, Doug Martin
The motion passed.
Down:

Abstain: Julie Dieu (Ash Roorbach as proxy)
sideways due to limited time to read them

thouroughly

Absent:
ETHEP Answers to Final Six Questions Seconded: Mark Mobbs
M: Up: Welles Bretherton, Aimee Mclntyre, Chris
Chris Mendo;a moyed to approve ETHEP Mendoza, Danielle Miles, Harry Bell, Julie Dieu
Answers to Final Six Questions. (Ash Roorbach as proxy), Debbie Kay, A.J. Kroll,

Mark Meleason, Mark Mobbs, Hans Berge, Bill

Vogel, D Marti
The motion passed. 08¢’ Lotig Marin

Down:
Abstain:
Absent:
Discontinuous Np Study Design Final Seconded: Mark Meleason
Approval
Up: Welles Bretherton, Aimee McIntyre, Chris
Motion: Mendoza (Hans Berge as proxy), Danielle Miles,
Debbie Kay moved to approve ISPR-approved Harry Bell, Julie Dieu (Ash Roorbach as proxy),
Discontinuous Np Study Design. Debbie Kay, Mark Meleason, Mark Mobbs, Hans
Berge, Bill Vogel
The motion passed. Down:

Abstain: Doug Martin (sideways, sample scheme
has limited inference), A.J. Kroll (co-author)

Absent:




CMER Workplan Edits (UPSAG)

Motion:

Aimee Mclntyre moved to approve UPSAG
proposed edits to the CMER 27-29 biennium
work plan.

The motion passed.

Seconded: Welles Bretherton

Up: Welles Bretherton, Aimee Mclntyre, Chris
Mendoza (Hans Berge as proxy), Danielle Miles,
Harry Bell, Julie Dieu (Ash Roorbach as proxy),
Debbie Kay, A.J. Kroll, Mark Meleason, Mark
Mobbs, Hans Berge, Bill Vogel

Down:

Abstain:

Absent: Doug Martin

CMER Workplan Edits (WetSAG)

Motion:

Aimee MclIntyre moved to approve WetSAG
proposed edits to the CMER 27-29 biennium
work plan.

The motion passed.

Seconded: Welles Bretherton

Up: Welles Bretherton, Aimee McIntyre, Chris
Mendoza (Hans Berge as proxy), Danielle Miles,
Harry Bell, Julie Dieu (Ash Roorbach as proxy),
Debbie Kay, A.J. Kroll, Mark Meleason, Mark
Mobbs, Hans Berge, Bill Vogel

Down:

Abstain:

Absent: Doug Martin

Action Item

Send CMER co-chair nominees to Lori by August 4th | All

Provide PSM Guided Decision Making section edits | All
in CMER review folder. Comments and suggested
edits due by EOD August 11", CMER Review
Provide PSM Non-CMER science section edits in All
CMER review folder. Comments and suggested edits
due by EOD August 11", CMER Review

Welcome, Introductions, & Old Business
Danielle Miles, CMER co-chair, took roll call.

Ground Rules
e Be respectful of others. - Mark Meleason
e Be well prepared and familiar with the agenda. - Welles Bretherton

Staff Updates


https://stateofwa.sharepoint.com/:f:/r/sites/DNR-amp/AMP%20Shared%20Documents/CMER/CMER%20Review?csf=1&web=1&e=Qrkw8G
https://stateofwa.sharepoint.com/:f:/r/sites/DNR-amp/AMP%20Shared%20Documents/CMER/CMER%20Review?csf=1&web=1&e=gicqsQ

e Danielle announced that she has accepted the position as the Ecology representative on TFW
Policy thus she will no longer be the DNR representative at CMER and no longer the CMER co-
chair. CMER co-chair elections will take place at the August CMER meeting.

Previous month’s action items
e Schedule CMER discussion on the low flows presentations at upcoming CMER meeting. (To be
scheduled at future meeting)

No public comments

Joe Murray Remembrance

CMER members were invited to share stories and celebrate Joe Murray. Many members shared their
memories and condolences.

ETHEP Answers to Final Six Questions

Jenny Schofield shared the CMER SAG request with ETHEP answers to final six questions for delivery
to TFW Policy. Chris commented on question one that ETHEP does inform a rule indirectly and cited a
section of the brief description that may be contradictory. He recommended some wording changes to
reduce potential reader confusion. Bill thanked the team for their efforts while noting a different potential
confusion point in question 4a related to the plan map. Harry doesn’t see how this rule gives them tools to
develop better strategies in the future, related to question 2. He also asked if the 20yFHP maps need to be
revised before being used. While that didn’t need to be answered today, Rachel Rubin gave some clarity
and recognized their need to revise some answers over time. Chris reiterated that the answer to question
one should be “Yes, indirectly” or “no, not directly” with the following answers informing that. Aimee
stated that we are informing the management prescription and suggested a wording change. Chris
recommended PSM guidance on SAG consistency before moving to approve.

Guided Decision Making PSM Edits

Ash Roorbach gave an introduction and history on the process of adding clarity to the PSM. A workgroup
was formed and Ash did much of the writing. The intent was for the guidance in the PSM and Board
Manual to be complementary, including what happens when there’s a dispute in a SAG vs at CMER. A
focus of these edits are clear stages of dispute, including steps within stages. Ash continued with an
overview of his binding arbitration edits. Chris gave some additional background on arbitration and how
that started. Ash clarified that this is a CMER document, and without consensus, the previous document
stands. Harry objects to not being able to raise dispute after ISPR, and Bill stated that this process is too
fast to digest changes. He is worried about defaulting to a binding arbitration and instead guided by
mediation, while ensuring ISPR can be exposed to minority thoughts which may spur their thinking.

With concerns about the speed of this approval, Lori said that there is no timeline can this can be put in
the CMER review folder to allow for more time; this is an introduction and opportunity for discussion.
Aimee drew attention to the position papers section within step 1, which made it seem as though someone
could require position papers on a days' notice. Doug and Chris continued to share their concerns with the
document, including related to resolving process issues. Chris stated that the co-chair rotation allows for
fair representation in regard to the AMPA and co-chairs making non-consensus decisions. In addition,
there was an inclusive invite to those who wanted to participate in this workgroup to develop PSM edits.
Lori recommends allowing additional time to suggest edits, with specific changes rather than broad
disagreement. Mark Meleason asked for the objective to why PSM changes were needed, and Ash stated
his motivation, including vagueness in the CMER/SAG relationship, how the dispute process works when



ISPR is involved. The goal is to be clear so everyone going into review knows what expectations are and
what pathways are available to resolve. More time will be allocated and brought back to CMER before a
motion is brought forward.

Riparian Burn Severity Presentation

Rachel introduced Michele Buonanduci, The Nature Conservancy. Michele gave her presentation on
“Drivers of riparian burn severity relative to adjacent uplands across Washington forests” and the
recording is available here: Michele Buonanduci, TNC Burn Severity Presentation.mp4

Discontinuous Np Study Design Final Approval

Jenny Schofield shared the CMER request and gave an overview of the approval. Aimee shared the
project team’s process of meeting with ISPR reviewers as this included an open review. She shared that
there was one revision made, sent back to ISPR, and approved. Approval will mean site selection and
reconnaissance in the field. Harry asked about how CMER handles ISPR-suggested edits to critical
questions and how potential biases in landowner response are identified. Reed and Aimee clarified that
those things can be addressed after site selection and project management plan (PMP). The PMP and
charter update will follow approval of study design. Welles added that the site selection will be random,
regardless of participation. Aimee shared her thoughts about the benefits of an open review, expanding on
a question about the open review process. After the initial meeting, there was not a big need for back and
forth. It was beneficial for reviewers to be able to bring published literature to the team’s attention.

CMER Workplan Edits

Theryn Henkel introduced the workplan edits, with CMER working section by section. Beginning with
UPSAG, Theryn highlighted minor edits and a change to one of the critical questions in the UPSAG
section. Under each comment of revision, the team added that CMER is okay with proposed edits after
reviewing them. There was lengthy review, and comments can be found in the document. The motion to
approve edits passed.

Anna Toledo gave a similar overview for the ISAG portion, reviewing comments made and suggested
edits. It was recommended to bring a section back to the SAG for alternative Project Type categories for
critical questions. In addition, CMER will consider how to handle “Extensive Status and Trends
Monitoring.” There was no vote for ISAG to await return of edits.

Lastly, Jenny Schofield reviewed the comments from WetSAG, including addressing Harry’s comment
on the validity of a rules assumption that references the WAC. CMER recommended adding a project
status column to indicate completed, active, inactive, etc. The motion to approve edits passed.

Drought Declaration Presentation

Theryn Henkel introduced Caroline Mellor, Department of Ecology to present on Washington’s drought
declaration.

Additional background information on the “normals™:

Understanding Climate Normals | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

Climatic and Hydrologic Normals | Natural Resources Conservation Service

The recording is available here: Caroline Mellor, ECY Drought Declaration Presentation.mp4

Revisiting of Non-CMER Science Terminology


https://stateofwa.sharepoint.com/:v:/r/sites/DNR-amp/AMP%20Shared%20Documents/CMER/Presentations%20and%20Recordings/2026/07%2028%202026/Michele%20Buonanduci,%20TNC%20Burn%20Severity%20Presentation.mp4?csf=1&web=1&e=ZYsWAE
https://www.noaa.gov/explainers/understanding-climate-normals
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/resources/data-and-reports/climatic-and-hydrologic-normals
https://stateofwa.sharepoint.com/:v:/r/sites/DNR-amp/AMP%20Shared%20Documents/CMER/Presentations%20and%20Recordings/2026/07%2028%202026/Caroline%20Mellor,%20ECY%20Drought%20Declaration%20Presentation.mp4?csf=1&web=1&e=PfVwR4

Danielle Miles introduced the revisiting of section 8.8 of the PSM, with the goal to have more clarity on
CMER science, non-CMER science, outside science, etc. A subgroup began meeting this spring and edits
were shown at this meeting. Hans, Debbie, and Aimee agreed that “non-CMER science” is a much better
term than “outside science”. For these edits to become solidified, there will need to be a vote, and it is
preferable to postpone a decision but clearly articulate that all members are comfortable with the
proposed edits; this should ensure preparation prior to the meeting, as members were not expecting to
vote on this item. The edits for this document will follow the same deadline as the other PSM.

Revisiting the topic after the drought presentation, Lori clarified that the TFW Policy dispute on "outside
science". TFW Policy concluded their dispute on outside science by passing a motion that supports TFW
Policy using SDM to make decisions. They will not be providing guidance to CMER on the types of
products they will consider in the future. They are not expecting anything from CMER currently.
However, CMER's dispute was resolved by awaiting TFW Policy's input therefore CMER may/can take
this up to provide clarification in the PSM as to how they will handle non-CMER science and/or any edits
needed. A.J. asked what the process looks like from here, and it was shared that edits are due on the 111

with a motion/vote done during the August meeting.

CMER SAG Updates

Each SAG reviewed the CMER SAG updates document.

List of Attendees
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Hooks, Doug Washington Forest Protection Association
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Mellow, Caroline Department of Ecology
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Prescott, Alexander DNR Project Manager
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Robbins, Jeffrey Department of Ecology
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Weiskotten, Bruce

Whelan, Sebastian
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