
 
 
 
November 10, 2021     Re:  RCW & WAC intent relative to SFLOs 
 
Washington State Forest Practice Board       
P.O. Box 47012  
Olympia, WA  98504-7012            
 
Chairwoman Smith and members of the Forest Practices Board: 
 
My name is Ken Miller, co-representing SFLOs and Washington Farm Forestry Association 
along with Steve Barnowe-Meyer on the TFW Policy Committee.  I’m delighted to report that 
finally after 22 years of avoidance the Adaptive Management Program, including the FPB, is 
almost ready to begin discussions (hopefully leading to consensus recommendations to you), 
regarding the intent of an RCW and WAC relative to SFLOs & “low impact”.  “Almost” because 
one caucus is not yet ready to allow this conversation on the TFW Policy agenda.   

Below is the key RCW & WAC language.  It’s my hope you will read them before this week’s 
meeting and form your own common language interpretations before I verbally share some 
related thoughts during the General Public Comment period. 

From the Legislature in 1999: 

RCW 76.13.100 (2) partial – “The legislature further finds that small forest landowners should have the 
option of alternate management plans or alternate harvest restrictions on smaller harvest units that 
may have a relatively low impact on aquatic resources. The small forest landowner office should be 
responsible for assisting small landowners in the development and implementation of these plans or 
restrictions.”  

From the Forest Practice Board in 2001:  

WAC 222-12-0403-   “The (Board) manual should include: . . . . (3)Template Prescriptions designed to 
meet resource objectives to address common situations that are repeatedly addressed in alternate plans or 
strategies to simplify the development of future plans or strategies, including low impact situations and site-
specific physical features;”   (4) Appropriate recognition or credit for improving the condition of public 
resources; and (5) Criteria to assist the department in determining whether a small forest landowner 
alternate plan qualifies as a low impact alternate plan.” 

Whatever your own interpretation of this RCW, and the Boards WAC request to include some 
clarifying “criteria” language in the Board Manual, I hope you agree its past time for the AMP & 
ultimately this Board to have those discussions.   

Sincerely, 

Ken Miller 
Washington Farm Forestry Association 
360-999-8595 


