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Thank you all for coming today
Round robin of introductions
If there are questions as we go, feel free to interject – we want this to be a conversation more than a presentation 



Partnerships we lead
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People are really good at the removal part, while the rest is harder to fund and support.  That’s where we come in.



• Qualitative assessment of riparian 
vegetation

• Ocular Assessment of each treatment 
polygon

• Relative cover of prominent invasive and 
native species

• Absolute vegetation cover
• Additional observations

Monitoring Sites: Each site (e.g., Las Colonias) 
will be broken into smaller polygons based on 
past treatments, geographic features, or land 
manager/owner input. 

Rapid Assessment
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Relative cover is defined as the proportion of native vegetation on site in comparison to the total vegetation cover including woody and herbaceous species. For example, all of the vegetation on site is 100%, and 50% may be invasive and 50% native, therefore, the relative cover of native species would be 50%. 
This assessment also includes an estimate of absolute vegetation cover, which is defined as the total vertical projection area of live native and non-native vegetation on site compared to bare-ground. For example, a polygon may be 3 acres with 45% of the ground covered with live vegetation and the other 55% bare ground or otherwise. 

Biggest question we’ve had from partners has been the accuracy and consistency of the ocular assessments for relative and absolute cover
Other ideas:

- If a site is over 5 acres, to calculate absolute cover and relative cover of top species at pre-generated random points over a pre-determined area (3 acres? 5 acres?)





Helpful for providing a “snapshot” of current conditions at river scale.

Maps by Utah State University EtAl Lab. From: 2022 Vegetation Monitoring Report https://usu.app.box.com/s/lp30101okdi6fmgmj2eqa87lvlwfvguy
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Site-scale conditions.

Lessons Learned
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Here at more of a site scale.
Each polygon is between 10 and 17 acres




Sites should be monitored the same way each year
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Passive Recruitment Invasive Plant Inventory
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Benefits
• Baseline data and initial scouting

– Quick way to get monitoring started and 
cover a large area

• Site and river-scale progress over
time

• Budget friendly
– Model allows for cost-share 

• Informs site prioritization
• Adaptable across watersheds and 

land management within watersheds
• Engagement-provides internship

and learning opportunities

Questions and room for improvement
• Can this be accomplished more 

quickly/cheaply/easily/accurately 
with satellite photos and/or 
drones?

• Are ocular estimates accurate?
• Need consistent monitoring

polygon and photopoint locations 
• Often not granular enough for site

planning-still need to see the site
• Connecting to other partner/land

mgmt. priorities (e.g. geomorphic 
and fish habitat goals, wildfire)
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