
 
 
 
August 11, 2021     Re:  “Relatively Low Impact” defined 
 
Washington State Forest Practice Board       
P.O. Box 47012  
Olympia, WA  98504-7012            
 
Chairman Bernath 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.  My comments today are in 
support of our Proposal Initiation submitted to the AMPA last week regarding “relatively low 
impact” – that Elaine shared with you 8/2/2021.  Some summary points: 

• As a reminder our 2015 science based “low impact template” PI is still in the works. I’m 
happy to give you an update if asked but not enough time now. 

• Over the last several years of discussions in AMP about our template proposal it’s been 
clear many aren’t/weren’t aware of the RCW regulatory deference to SFLOs for our “smaller” 
“relatively low impact” harvests. 

• The WACs required DNR/us/you to develop some clarifying language/criteria to help 
everyone better understand Relatively Low Impact - 15-20 years ago – never got done until 
now. 

• Reaching a consensus definition within the SFLO AC was a 2 year project completed in July 
2020!  The members of the SFLO AC and DNR had very productive and collaborative 
conversations – a really good example of the good things that are achievable even when 
100% consensus is required. 

• This consensus language is still very general – it doesn’t determine what SFLO buffers 
should be – simply gives additional guidance to the professionals on criteria they can/should 
consider for SFLOs only.   It’s less than a page of common sense language, basically: 

Three Potential Criteria for “Relatively Low Impact” 
1) An activity with a short-term impact which produces a better long-term outcome.  
2) An activity beyond the point of diminishing returns for resource protection.  
3) Smaller harvest units with stream reaches that are relatively smaller in width or 
shorter in length than typical larger landowner harvests. 

• Our new AMP Administrator already has a plate full of work – we are hopeful he will move 
this along relatively quickly for three reasons: 

1) It already has a high degree of stakeholder buy in.  SFLOs, DOE, WDFW, & Tribes all 
voted to support this language!  DNR was fully participative and helpful throughout 
this 2 year process – all these stakeholders had valuable input that made the ultimate 
Relatively Low Impact definition better! 

2) It’s our hope that to some degree this clarification will help the stalled 2015 low impact 
template discussions within TFW Policy – so timeliness matters! 
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3) The Adaptive Management Program is struggling today with multiple big issues – 
making many (including the State Auditor’s Office) wonder if the consensus process 
can survive?  We all (including the FPB) could use a relatively small, hopefully easy 
win right now if only to show this process can actually work! 

 
I urge you all to share your desire today for TFW Policy to demonstrate how AMP can work by 
moving this PI forward quickly, perhaps even with improvements – with an eye towards a 
consensus Policy recommendation to this Board at your November 2021  meeting. 
 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Ken Miller 
Washington Farm Forestry Association 


