
 
 
 
November 10, 2021       Re: CR-101 for Type Np Streams 
 
Washington State Forest Practice Board       
P.O. Box 47012  
Olympia, WA  98504-7012            
 
Chairman Smith and members of the Forest Practices Board: 
 
My name is Steve Barnowe-Meyer and, along with Ken Miller, I have represented small forest 
landowners and the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) on the TFW Policy 
Committee for five years. 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to provide input to you today about potential action by the Board 
to consider directing staff to file a CR-101 Preproposal Statement of Inquiry to notify the public 
of potential rule making regarding Type Np buffers. 
 
I was one of two members with silviculture / field forestry expertise on the Technical Type Np 
Prescription Workgroup that reviewed current and proposed riparian management zone 
prescriptions to meet anti-degradation temperature criterion for westside forests in Washington 
State, and that presented final Type Np buffer recommendations to the TFW Policy Committee 
in late May and on June 3rd of this year.  The work and timeline of the Technical Type Np 
Prescriptions Workgroup was approved unanimously by the Board at their May 8, 2019 
Regular Board meeting.  The TFW Policy co-chairs subsequently updated and provided 
caveats about the timeline to the Board at their August 24, 2019 meeting. 
 
Upon receipt of the final report and recommendations of the Technical Type Np Prescription 
Workgroup on June 3rd, the TFW Policy Committee initiated and is currently in the process of 
developing potential Type Np buffer recommendations for submission to the FPB.  The 
adaptive management rule in WAC 222-12-045(2)(d)(vi) outlines the elements needed for the 
TFW Policy Committee to prepare and present a report to the board outlining recommended 
actions including additional research, rule petitions, and/or guidance recommendations. The 
WAC clearly states recommendations including rule petitions and the original CMER report(s) 
and/or other information, as applicable, will be forwarded by the AMPA to the Board for review 
and action. The process and timelines for the development of the Policy Committee 
recommendations and formal petitions for rulemaking to the Board are outlined in Forest 
Practices Board Manual Section 22, Guidelines for Adaptive Management Program. 
 
The TFW Policy Committee is doing their job as required under WAC 222-12-045 and are 
making slow but steady progress on review and discussion of the recommended buffer 
alternatives developed by the Technical Type Np Prescription Workgroup, as well as other 
buffer alternatives developed by TFW Policy caucus members.  We continue operating within 
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our timeline for development of recommendations to the Board, at the same time awaiting 
receipt of the CMER-approved Hardrock Phase II and Softrock studies and findings reports, 
which will require additional consideration by Policy, prior to completion of our work and final 
submittal of recommendations to the Board, via the AMPA.  Dispute resolution on the Type Np 
buffer deliberations at TFW Policy was triggered by one caucus at our recent November 4th 
TFW Policy meeting, which may, in fact, slow down progress being made at Policy and will 
likely negatively affect the timeline for submission of recommendations to the Board.  

Although the Forest Practices Board obviously has the authority today to pass a motion 
directing staff to file a CR-101 Preproposal Statement of Inquiry regarding Type Np buffers, 
such action by the Board is clearly not the normal practice within the Adaptive Management 
Program Process, as per Stage 5. Board Consideration of Action, where the Board ordinarily 
considers recommendations presented to them by the Policy Committee and then considers 
action to be taken.  I strongly recommend that the Board not direct staff to file a CR-101 
regarding Type Np buffers today, but instead wait until after the TFW Policy Committee has 
completed their work, under the provisions of the Adaptive Management Program and 
provided their recommendation(s) to the Forest Practices Board. 
 
If the Board does decide to move today to have staff file a CR-101 regarding Type Np buffers, 
the FPB should merely file the Preproposal Statement of Inquiry, with no artificial timeline, and 
allow the TFW Policy Committee to complete their work, as per WAC 222-12-045(2) and Board 
Manual Section 22. 
 
Thank you once again for this opportunity to provide input to you today on a potential CR-101 
for Type Np streams. 
  
 
Steve Barnowe-Meyer 
 
 
 
Washington Farm Forestry Association 


