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November 10, 2021 – open public comment period  

Chairman Smith and members of the Forest Practices Board, I am Elaine Oneil, Executive 

Director of the Washington Farm Forestry Association.   I would like to make a couple of points 

about the WFFA proposals within the AMP and the AMP generally.   

You have been hearing for 7 years now about our western Washington template effort.  I believe 

it’s tortuous path through the adaptive management program is symptomatic of the larger issues 

we are facing here today.  In other words, the issue is no longer the scientific merits of our 

template, or now the definition of relatively low impact that was approved by consensus at the 

small forest landowner advisory committee, but entered dispute resolution at the last policy 

meeting. The issue is the unwillingness of caucuses to come together to look for common 

solutions in favor of asserting that their singular focus is the most important leg of the 4 legged 

forests and fish stool.  And that they are willing to break the stool to uphold their leg.   

Indeed, Department of Ecology, tribal and conservation caucus members refusal to even discuss 

the technical merits of ISPR science for our western Washington template shows small forest 

landowners that our concerns have no merit and standing with at least half the TFW caucuses. 

This has led to one of many of our ongoing disputes.  The unwillingness to engage in discussions 

around concepts like relatively low impact suggests to us that there is no level of risk to aquatic 

resources that is acceptable to the agencies of this state and infinite regulatory encroachment is 

possible. Over time bigger and bigger sticks have less and less effect – and usually have the 

opposite effect to what is envisioned.  The public policy literature calls it the fallacy of command 

and control – and it doesn’t work any better in natural resource management than it does in 

raising kids.   

And in a system like ours it leads to disputes. There are now multiple disputes in CMER and 

TFW Policy – all promising to entrench the warfare and overwhelm the system.  Perhaps it’s a 

symptom of the wider culture where conflict over nearly everything is pushing the system to the 

breaking point.   

We in this particular venue represent the ½% people who care the most about the forests and 

their critters – or we wouldn’t be here – our life choices would have placed us in some other 

venue advocating for something else.  So take a look at what is good in our system and start to 

celebrate that we do have a common vision –clean cool water, salmon, trees, vibrant rural 

communities and strong tribal partnerships - and a path to get there. That’s pretty remarkable 

given the turmoil around us in the world. The path forward isn’t along the edges – it’s in the 

middle. So, as one of the Principal’s in this system I’m going to ask each of you to take a breath 

and step forward to the middle – and let’s begin this dance anew.   


