
 
 

 
November 9, 2022     Re:  Type Np Water Buffer Alternatives   
 
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 on the TFW 
Policy Committee.  For some inexplicable reason the field tour last week hardly mentioned that the 
landowner and county proposal included 50’ managed Np RMZs for SFLOs?   

Even though you weren’t given the opportunity to visualize our part of the proposal I hope you were 
struck by the incredible complexity of the two proposals you did get to see.  Imagine being a SFLO with 
little to no training or only generational harvests.  At one point there was a conversation without an 
answer about what to do if the Np is on more than one ownership?  That’s most of our SFLO reality with 
our smaller parcels & mixed ownerships – probably solvable but surely even more complexity. 

Our answer to all the confusion/complexity is a simple 50’ Np RMZ that is partially manageable for 
Desired Future Condition.  It’s wider than our 30’ template proposal because this 50’ manageable buffer 
would be a rule, whereas the template would have higher threshold professional ID Team reviews for 
FPA approval, unlike a rule.   

For me the most important stop last week was the last one where we were looking over the edge of the 
road into a beautiful stand of timber and a smallish stream in the middle.  I remain shocked that industry 
would be so agreeable to such an increase in Np buffers, with no tangible functional benefits in 
exchange for $ millions of lost revenues. Such drastic buffer increases will surely increase the state’s 
financial liabilities for the FREP when the legislature rarely fully funds the existing program – financial 
costs that will have to be included in any cost benefit analysis.  Even a simple 50’ managed buffer is 
likely to increase FREP liabilities, again without any tangible benefits. 

Based on guestimates of cost benefit results the “Do Nothing” option could be/should be the leading 
option.  Also, remember that SFLOs were first at the table with highly valued full length Np prescriptions 
in 2015.  Don’t leave our proposal out of the mix.  We do matter.  Thank you for your attention, 

 

Ken 

 


