WFFA members:
Below are some of the emails submitted as examples to help you tell YOUR OWN
STORY and most importantly to share your own personal feelings about the respect
and value you are feeling (or not feeling!). All of these examples are perfect to these
extent they help Forest Practice Board members understand your commitment to your
forestland and why you deserve to have regulatory promises and science honored after
all these years of herculean effort by our small organization. Grammar, spelling, etc.
matter far less than your story that helps them understand why you matter to them –
your email will also be perfect, unless you don’t send it!
Ken
Posted 11/10/22

November 10, 2022
Transcript of public comments to Forest Practices Board RE Small Forest
Landowner Buffer Width Dispute
Madam Chair, members of the Board, thank you for the opportunity to speak
before you today. I am requesting you advance all the alternative buffer
prescriptions as recommended by WFFA.
My name is John Gold. I am a professional forester with over 30 years of
experience and I’ve testified before this body on several occasions, on a variety of
topics, on behalf of several employers. Today, though, I appear as the steward of
102 highly productive, forested acres in rural Snohomish County managed by my
family’s corporation for the benefit of my kids and grandkids being able to access
higher education.
I remember the heady days of 1999, 2000, 2001, when the Forest and Fish report
struck a balance between protection of endangered species, ensuring clean water,
and maintaining viable, traditional economies of subsistence fishing and timber
harvest. I’ve spent nearly every day of my career in furtherance of those goals.
Back then, diverse groups came together to support that landmark vision.
Compromises and promises were made to gain that support. One of those
promises was to offset the disproportionate impact on small landowners. Another
was to follow the science to adjust the rules, widely understood to be either up or
down. And there was a commitment by all signatories to maximize the goals of all
other parties as far as possible.
But today I see a different picture, where rule adjustments are one directional.
Where despite science review finding equal protection, some caucuses are

unwilling to bend their orthodoxy that current buffers are the minimum required.
In 2014 when TFW Policy and this Board received the Bull Trout Overlay research
finding equivalence between standard buffers and extra shade retention, the system
failed the aspirations of the Forest and Fish Report. Yesterday, when this body
chose not to even analyze the costs and benefits of a suite of buffer
recommendations to address an imperceptible temperature increase where there
was no credible indication of environmental harm, the system again failed to strike
an appropriate balance, in my opinion.
My family wants to continue to grow trees, realize revenue from our sweat equity
and patience, contribute tangible and intangible benefits to society, and to resist the
temptation to cash in to real estate developers.
As you deliberate, consider this: it is easy for all of us to recognize that obesity is
a serious challenge and cost to society. Heart disease, diabetes, these are things we
all care about reducing. But we know it would be laughable and ineffective to
adopt policies focused on making skinny people skinnier. It misses the mark.
Why then would we resist reducing regulatory burden if science tells us it won’t
diminish the fish or pollute the water?
Today you have a chance to restore the Forest and Fish legacy, to promote
effective policy, to honor commitments to follow the science wherever it leads, and
to reduce impacts on small landowners without compromising the environmental
benefits we all treasure.
It’s a hard and delicate balance but I know you are up to it. Thank you.

John Gold
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

We are family owners of 40 acres in Grays Harbor County. Our forest is bordered on
three sides by Federal and State Forest holdings.
Our forest legacy relies heavily on effective and economical environmental generational
ownership. We are Stewards of our forest and would like the opportunity to manage our
land (for generations to come) in regulatory ways that provide equality in overall
effectiveness to the regulations with far less burdensome alternatives.

Our forestry business model relies heavily upon science-based forest management that
addresses periodic timber harvesting, monitored habitat management, forest research
and recreational use. Economically, to help us accomplish these multiple objectives
while meeting regulatory requirements, forest regulatory practices need to consider the
unique limitations of the small forest landowner, particularly forest legacy operations.
Regulatory practices are essential to our forest management, but they should not be
overbearing or unrealistic, such that they instill burdens and hardships on owners of
smaller forest holdings. We do not have the flexibility of large-acreage commercial
forest companies.
We've supported Forests & Fish & its regulatory commitments to us – it’s been a long
23 years, but we believe the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFAA)
has provided a credible way for you to say “yes” by simply following the science
as confirmed by the alternate management plans (AMP).
As family forest owners, we strongly believe that we care about the environment more
than most, AND we care for all those depending on forestland – we all need your
support. Please honor the intent of Forests & Fish with your vote by supporting
template prescriptions deemed equal in overall effectiveness by multiple science
reviewers within a process that was agreed upon by consensus.
Thank you for considering our point of view and doing the right thing for small family
forest owners to provide the best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our
land forested for generations to come.
The Goodman Family (Back40 QF LLC)
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 11/8/22
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are writing to show our support for the WFFA Small Forest Landowner buffer
proposals. My husband and I are landowners in Lewis County. There is a stream on our
property that the current buffer regulations directly affect. We are writing because the
current buffer regulations are not scientifically supported and they do not do what is best
for the forestland. We believe in trying to make things better in the world for all inhabitants
and future generations. Therefore, we are requesting that the Board support the three
management buffers the WFFA proposes.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth and Colin Randall
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. My name is Johnny Hill, my wife Lisa and I
own a 78 acre tree farm in Cowlitz county that has been in our family for over 60 years.
Our entire family enjoys our property year round.
We believe family tree farms are very important to communities and the economy as
well. We want future generations to come to be able to enjoy these forestlands as much
as we have.
We are asking the board for your for your support. With your help, we can rest assured
that our legacy will continue for generations to come.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
sincerely,
Johnny and Lisa Hill
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We need to have the stream buffer rules based on science, and the stream buffer
rules based on site index where rather arbitrary and complex. Rules need to be
adjusted when science indicates that the adjustments can be made that both
protect stream integrity and function while benefiting forest product production
and allowing small forest landowners to earn adequate income, so they are not
economically forced to convert their forests to other uses (sub-divide and
develop).
The Small Forest Landowners (SFLO) group has had scientists look at the stream
buffer rule options, and based on their findings some modifications can be made
to the rules and still protect streams.
The process for bringing science-based proposals to the Board also needs to be
streamlined, so that new science-based information can be brought before the
Board without long delays.
The Washington Farm Forestry Associations’ modifications to the SFLO stream
buffer rules therefore need to be reviewed in that light and changes to the SFLO

rules should be made if the science indicates that the modifications can be made
and still protect streams changes.
Some clarification on what defines a “smaller harvest unit” also should be
addressed.
Thomas A. Terry
Olympia, WA 98516
Conservation is not merely a thing to be enshrined in outdoor museums; it
is a way of living on land,” -Aldo Leopold.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Hello, my name is Mike Blais. In 1947 my dad and uncle and 4 friends acquired 320
acres of forest land on the west side of Woods Lake, located about 6 miles from the
town of Sultan. Their idea was to set up a hunting and fishing club for their families and
friends. They cleared 2-3 acres mostly using a donkey engine that one of the fellows
built. They built a log cabin with a cedar shake roof, all with building materials coming
from the site. This became their club house. A couple years later they became Five
Point Lodge.
At the time there were only old logging roads with no usable modern day vehicle access
from the County road to the cabin. On a 1947 survey, a road running from the cabin
area to the NE area was labeled as a “Wagon Road”. They later improved the roads to
allow passable traffic. They periodically hired loggers to harvest small amounts of timber
to pay taxes and make improvements on the club house and roads. At that time the
loggers usually took the good trees, but no replanting or timber improvements were
made.
I was also born in 1947. I spent many weekends and summers on the property. I loved
exploring the old roads and remains of several old loggers’ cabins and one old horse
barn that they used. There were 3 streams, one from the west side and two from the
north, all of which ran across the property and down to the lake. At the time
Weyerhaeuser owned the property to the North. Later, DNR obtained the property on
three sides of us. My dad had an old Army jeep which I learned to drive on the old
roads.
In 1998 I met John Keller. He was a DNR Forester and was in charge of the Forest
Stewardship Program. He responded to my request for a forester to tour the property.
He looked at the timber and designated us as a Pioneer Tree Farm under the
WTFP/ATFS. A bit later I attended the first of three times I took the Forest Stewardship
Classes. I kept learning more each time. With John’s encouragement I completed a
Forest Stewardship Plan. From there I joined the WFFA. I met several forester and

many others that were interested in all the many aspects of forestry like me, including
protecting the wetlands and streams. The people were the nicest group I’d ever
encountered. WSU Ext. Forestry with Kevin Zobrist also offers great learning
experiences with classes, tours and zoom.
Today the Lodge is made up of 6 families with 2nd to 5th generation descendants of
some of the original owners. We’ve adopted the Forest Stewardship Plan I wrote as an
element of the Lodge’s activities and goals. The Lodge became a supporting member of
WFFA. We continue to periodically harvest every 10-12 years in accordance with our
Plan and the FPA from DNR. The harvests cover all costs of the Lodge from one
harvest to the next. We are very proud of maintaining a sustaining operation and wish to
continue.
The 1999 Forest and Fish Law expanded the buffer system to 170 feet with a
complicated three tier system. I’ve never been able to quite understand how it’s
supposed to work. Like I said, I’m not a Forester. The WFFA proposal of allowing
alternate management and harvest plans for SFLO would be a way for us to continue to
manage our forest lands in a sustainable way. It would also allow us to continue to
provide protection for the public resources that cross our land. Our wish is to provide a
healthy forest and carry on what the original owners started.
Sincerely, and thank you for your time.

Mike Blais

Sultan WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Board Members,
We are writing to you today in support of the small timber farmers in Pacific County and Western
Washington. These operations and the families that keep them going are a critical part of the rural fabric
of Pacific County and Washington State and the buffers set forth in the Forests and Fish Legislation of
1999 have been very detrimental in their operations.
Much research has been done since 1999 that concludes that smaller buffers have little to no impact on
fish runs in our streams and rivers. Family forest owners, like most farmers, care about the environment
and the balance of natural habitat and its inhabitants. They give it more thought than most of us do as
they observe the impacts of weather and conditions to their land and the creatures they share it with on
a daily basis.
It is our hope that you will commit to less restrictive buffers not to exceed 75 feet with managed buffers
as part of the structure you come up with. We believe this is critical to the survival of the small farm
foresters and their very important place in our State’s economy.
Regards,
PACIFIC COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
_______________________________
Lisa Olsen, Chairman

_______________________________
Frank Wolfe, Commissioner
_______________________________
Mike Runyon, Commissioner

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Board,
We are writing to ask and encourage you to support the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA that would provide opportunities for small landowners to utilize
prescriptions for 75-foot, 50-foot, and 25-foot stream buffers, depending on stream widths.
We own 100 acres of land in the Willapa valley on which my great-grandparents lived and
raised their children 100 years ago. Our family has been fortunate to own it for the last 50
years, during which time we have worked to preserve the beauty and integrity of the land. We
hope that our heirs will have the opportunity to continue to preserve this timber land for
generations to come.
The buffers proposed by the WFFA are supported by research under the Forest Practices
Adaptive Management Program. They are effective and practical. They will help us and our
heirs to have easy to understand effective guidelines within which to work to manage and
preserve our land without the need to engage expensive consultants and without the
encumbrance of unnecessarily large buffer zones that place undue financial hardship on small
landowners.
So, again we ask you to approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA that
are supported by research under the Forest Practices Adaptive Management Program.
Thank you.
Mike and Anna Matysik
Raymond, Washington
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chair and Members of the Board:
The purpose of this letter is to express support for the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA)
science-based proposal on buffer widths.
My name is Justin Becker, a member of the Washington Farm Forestry Association, South Sound
Chapter. I have the opportunity to raise my family of 6 children on our 56 acre tree farm in Thurston
County. We sit directly adjacent to a 100 lot development in the county and the pressure to convert our
land from it’s current designated forest land classification is high. We have been approached a number

of times with unsolicited interest from those looking to subdivide the property and develop the
land. My hope is that I can continue to hold the property under our ownership so that my children will
always have something to come home to.
With that said, it’s important that small timberland owners can make economic sense of maintaining the
property for growing and harvesting timber. After 23 years, it’s time to fulfill the commitments of the
Forest and Fish law.
I’m asking you to approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA, which are fully
supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management
Program. Passage of the recommended motions would renew my faith in upholding the agreements set
forth in the Forest and Fish law as well as commitments made by the legislature, prior Forest Practices
Boards, and our natural resource agencies.
Thank you for listening to our collective voice and for doing the right thing for small family forest owners
by providing the necessary tools (WFFA proposed buffers) to manage our property which in turn keeps
our land forested for generations to come.
Justin Becker, April Becker and the 6 Becker children (ages 17,16,15,14,12,9)

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions that our WFFA
Board has worked faithfully for over 23 years to craft this science based proposal.
Our family has been small forest landowners in Lewis County for over 60 years. My
brothers and our families have carried on the legacy begun by our parents and expect
to continue this legacy into the next and following generations. We are committed
sustainable and ecologically sound forest stewardship. Our family property has a
diversity of small and large creeks from those classified as type S, F and N, up to the
Chehalis River. Managing harvests with the current “one size fit's all” buffer
unnecessarily complicates sound science based forest management.
Please give your support to SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions.
Thank you for your time and consideration to this issue.
Regards,
Rich Detering
Chehalis, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the WFFA buffer proposal. My name is Sally Bronow and
I and my three siblings each have 25 acres along Mineral Creek Rd. in Lewis County.
All four of us have planted our land in trees.
Our land was inherited from our father, who also grew trees on the original 100
acres. Our father and his family were pioneers in the area – first loggers, then
tree farmers.
Our children will inherit our land as we've each put in our wills that it will stay in
the family. So one day our children will want to harvest and replant as we did.
We are respectful of the treasure we have inherited and hope you value passage of
the WFFA buffer proposal for our future heirs to benefit. It will be doing the
right thing for small family forest owners providing the best possible land use for
all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Sally Bronow
Mineral, WA
Browns Point, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
My name is Gary E. Wood. I am the owner of 75 Acres is located in Thurston County over nearly fifty
years. 40+ Acres is forest land and 30+ is in ag land. In trying to be a good steward of the land I
obtained a degree in Forest Management and have worked in forest related industries for nearly 60
years. In being a steward of the land environmental considerations become part of the managing
decisions of your forest land. I have two lower class streams on this land. No steward of the land wants
to cause any erosion on their lands. We want to plant our crops within reasonable distances to these
streams to protect the environment and still use our land in a safe and
productive matter.
This is where, you the board, is needed in making the decision with reasonable Buffer Width Zones for
all forest land owners.
Thanks for your time.

Gary and Sally Wood
Centralia,WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association's buffer proposal. My name is Dan
Studer, and along with my Father (Erich Studer) we have lived on and managed our 31 wooded acres in
Carnation, WA for that last 45 years. We have a creek that runs through our property. We manage our
land, protect it, and maintain every part of it. Please allow us to most effectively manage our forest by
approving the management buffers recommended by the WFFA.
Thank you for taking the time and consideration. I urge you to do the right thing in support of small
family forest owners by approving the proposal put forth by WFFA.
Dan Studer
Carnation, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
I am writing to you today to express my support for the Washington Farm Forestry Association buffer proposal.
My brothers and I are third-generation owners of 100+ acres of timberland in Cowlitz County. This land is a very special place
to us. Typically our harvest areas are small with relatively low impact. Having large buffers on some streams can be an
economic burden without much ecological benefit.
I believe the three buffers recommended by WFFA are a reasonable improvement to the current requirements. The independent
scientific reviews of the proposed SFLO template have shown it to provide adequate stream protection when compared to current
regulations.
Please consider adopting the management buffers recommended by the WFFA. It would be of great help to small forest owners
like us, who want to continue to maintain healthy land in sustainable forests that we can pass on to the next generations.
Thanks for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Amy Jaeger
Kalama WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 11/7/22
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:

I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association's buffer
proposal.
My name is Jon Matson. I own forest land in King and Kittitas Counties and
have been a member of the WFFA and the SFLO community for 20+ years.
While I don't have streams on my properties that would lead me to be
impacted by these rules I am painfully aware of the challenges all of us in
the SFLO community face in trying to keep our forestland forested. The need
for appropriate regulation is undeniable in my mind but it is
counterproductive to over regulate especially when alternative rules are
being proposed that the science has shown will be as effective with less
complexity and financial impact on those of us who take the role of stewards
of this land so personally.
Thank you for taking the time to consider my remarks. I urge you to do the
right thing in support of small family forest owners by approving the
proposal put forth by WFFA.
Sincerely,
Jon Matson
Maple Valley
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairman Smith and Board Members,
My name is Ryan Ashton. My wife LeAnn and I have lived on our 40 wooded acres for that last 10
years. We have a creek that runs through our property. We love our trees, and our land. With all the
new developments popping up everywhere, I like to think we are preserving the beautiful NW. The very
thing that draws people to this area are the wonderful trees. We know better than most on what is best
for the land since we live on it. We protect it, manage it and maintain every part of it. Please allow us
to manage by approving the three management buffers recommended by the WFFA. We support it
because it is good for the land, for the land manager, and the science backs it up.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Ryan Ashton
Battle Ground, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
My name is Devon Powell, along with my wife Elizabeth I own 80 acres of timberland in three different
areas of Lewis county. The largest being a 50 acre parcel with our home of 20 years on it. We have

been fortunate to raise our children on this parcel and expose them to all aspects of the outdoors, as
well as the enjoying the sense of pride of nurturing a growing tree farm. I could go on and on with
boring stories of planting, pruning, hikes, forts, hunting, foraging, campfires, etc., etc., but I don’t think I
need to remind you of the benefits of children and adults spending time in a working forest. What I
would like to remind you of is how difficult it is for timberland to stay timberland after it is passed along
to the next generation. These past few years I’ve seen multiple timberland parcels passed along to
family members only so have them sold and developed as soon as possible. (further increasing the
value of adjacent timberland). I implore you, how do I convince my children when my wife and I are
gone, that they should keep our tree farms in the family? Should I explain the intense regulations
associated with timberland harvest? Should I tell them that in addition to the porcupines, bear, and deer
that prey on timber they will also have to deal with various state, federal and tribal agencies that may
interpret the Forest Practice Rules according to the politics of the day, who promised years ago to look
out for the small land owners but who have failed to deliver? Should I revel them with tales of
regulation creep I’ve seen first hand these last 26 years of being a forester? These are the questions I
ponder as I wander throughout my tree farm. One could argue that my heirs will do what they chose
no matter how these questions are answered, but you as Forest Practice Board members have a
opportunity to influence the decisions of the next generation of (potential) tree farmers. I implore you
to follow the science and support the Proposed WFFA prescriptions that so many of our fellow tree
farmers have put their heart and soul into to for the future of tree farms in Washington
Regards
Devon and Elizabeth Powell
Adna, Washington

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express my support for the WFFA Small Forest Landowner buffer proposals.
My name is Kristen Schaefer. I the co-owner of Big Freddy’s Farm, which is located in Clark
County. The land has been in our family for four generations. We currently own 82 acres in the
Clark County area, 20+ of which is forest land.
We have been tree harvesting the last five years, have streams around our property, which the
current buffer regulations directly affect. The best rules protect people and it’s inhabitants.
However, the current buffer regulations are NOT scientifically supported, they do not do what
they say they are supposed to do, which is troublesome. I believe in correcting errors or
adjusting to make things better in the world for all our inhabitants.
I request your support by approving the three recommended WFFA management buffers width
prescriptions.
Thank you for reading.

Sincerely,
Kristen Schaefer
Clark County, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith ad Members of the Forest Practices Board:
My name is Carl Townsend. I am writing to support the WFFA buffer proposal.
I am a member of the Family partnership of Coburg Tree Farm in Pierce County. I have recently
completed a 33-year career as an aerospace engineer, though my true calling has been for the
careful stewardship of our forest property. Stewardship, in its fullest definition, includes the
protection not only what is of immediate value to the “owner” but also what is of value to both
the human community and that of Nature as a whole. Hence, my concern is aligned with the
Timber/Fish/Wildlife policy committee.
Part of my engineering expertise has been dedicated to the thermal analysis of a variety of
military and commercial systems including airborne radar and environmental monitoring
spacecraft including the Joint Polar Satellite System (launch date Nov 9, 2022; this is the 3rd such
environmental monitoring satellite). This discipline involves looking at incoming heat inputs
(solar, convective and conduction) as well as cooling sources (shade, evaporation, thermal
radiation, etc.) to make sure that temperature-sensitive systems as a whole will continue to
function as intended.
Using my engineering expertise, I have reviewed the Small Forest Landowner Westside
Template Proposal drafted by Mr. Ken Miller for WFFA. Comparing the template proposal with
the baseline rules, it is apparent that there are at most minimal differences in their environmental
effectiveness. I realize there are uncertainties with any model system. However, these
uncertainties are present in the original rules as well as the updated templates. Hence, these
proposals are clearly aligned with the Legislature’s intent that “alternate plans must provide
protection for public resources at least equal in overall effectiveness to the protection provided
by the basic rule Washington’s Forest Practices Rules.”
Other supporters of the templates have commented on the burden of the original riparian
management rule, so I will not repeat them here. Suffice it to say that there is no need to impose
burdens beyond what is scientifically relevant.
Therefore, I respectfully request that the Board support the WFFA alternate buffer proposal.
Thank you for listening to my concerns.
Sincerely,
Carl Townsend
Coburg Tree Farm

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am asking for your support of the SFLO Template as written. Thank you for your time and
focus on this important matter.
Respectfully submitted,
Robert Skarperud
President, Skarperud Timber Co.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. My husband and I bought our 154 acres of
forestland in Lewis County in 1964. As recent transplants from prairie land in the
Midwest we were excited to own and steward such a beautiful forest and our growing family
(and extended family) found great pleasure exploring and enjoying nature there. We first
started select cutting trees and have since moved, on the advice of a professional forester,
to clear cutting and replanting with Douglas Fir leaving a greenbelt completely natural
preserving the original forest in a way and providing habitat for our local wildlife. I am a
long-time member of WFFA as will our children and grandchildren be as they replace me as
stewards of this beloved piece of land.
Our vast timber stands are a most valuable resource for the State of Washington. It is in
everyone's best interest to manage those resources well now and with an eye to the future.
Family forests are a good way to add a variety of good management practices for the health
and productivity of our natural resource.
Please support family-owned forestland by approving the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews
and that were equal in overall effectiveness.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Norma Dyrdahl (and family)
Lewis County forest steward

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
1. My name is William Wheeler. I have owned my property at 222 Big Leaf Lane in
Quilcene since 2003. When I bought the property it had been subdivided by a
commercial timber company, replanted poorly and sold as 20 acre parcels to avoid
restriction that they would face under the growth management act. In many cases these
parcels have been converted to residential use and are under constant treat of further

2.

3.

4.

5.

subdivision. In the intervening years I’ve cleared brush, and rebuilt the land where
necessary. I’ve planted over 5000 Douglas fir, Red Alder and Western Red Cedar
trees. My forest is now healthy and productive and has been certified by the American
Tree Farm System as such.
Because of the small size of my property I’ve elected to apply selective logging and Low
Impact Forestry techniques in managing the property. I have endeavored make it a
good demonstration of that approach which I consider important, in view of the number
of parcels that have been converted from Industrial Forestry to Residential use. Toward
that end I’ve been an active participant in the Washington Forest Stewardship education
program and a proponent of the value of properly managed small forests with both
landowners, Jefferson County government and related conservation and natural
resources organizations.
Family health issues have made it necessary for me to withdraw from some of these
activities but the farm is now in the hands of one of my sons, under a trust agreement
that will insure it remains in forestry for at least several more generations. My son lives
on the property, shares the same values I do for the land and is learning how to apply
them.
The Little Quilcene River runs through my property and I’m subject to Stream buffers on
both sides of the river. As I’ve tried to manage the property and improve it I’ve found
that the existing Buffer Width restrictions are not only difficult to translate into something
that I can use on my property, but make it nearly impossible to negotiate with my
neighbors on any coordinated effort to do so along a sizable stretch of the river. As a
result the area is essentially unmanaged and unhealthy.
I fully support the WFFA buffer proposal and have been aware to the effort for some
time. Obviously, it will not deal with all the stream problems that a small forest
landowner may face. Particularly for those, like myself, who have small properties of
good sized rivers, but it is certainly a step in the right direction and I urge its adoption.

William Wheeler
Fair Lea Tree Farm
Quilcene, WA. 98376

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
My wife and I own a tree farm in Pacific County. The Parcel Number is: 13100431055. The
physical address is: 62 Wilson Ln, South Bend, WA 98586
We are lifetime members of The Washington Farm Forestry Association. Trees grow in the
Pacific Northwest and it is important to keep the land in productions. As an investment for the
future we purchased our tree farm to keep it from being sub-divided into smaller parcels and
sold off. We also wanted to maintain open space for wildlife habitat, including Salmon
Restoration, and to keep the timber grounds active. The WFFA has been a valuable asset to us
in providing information and support for teaching us about timber management and
stewardship for the land we own. The current buffer widths in the Forest Practice rules are
wide and complex. However, these rules also give small forest land owners an option for
smaller buffers. The WFFA has demonstrated in multiple science-based ways that three of the
proposed smaller buffers are equal in overall effectiveness and therefore appropriate for SFLO

harvest prescriptions. We would like to urge the Forest Practice Board to support the WFFA’s
proposal.
Thank you…
Michael & Diane O’Meagher
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board:

I am a 3rd generation custodian of a 160acre tree farm, a graduate Forester of the U of W with 40 years
of forest management experience as a professional forester in both industrial, and was President of
Forest Pro, Inc., our privately owned Professional Forestry Consulting business.
We currently have a “15 Year Forest Practices Permit” for the property and about 10 percent of our land
and timber is in Riparian Buffers. I support the WFFA buffer propsal!
Greg Jones, Lewis County Forest Land Owner (NE1/4, Section 11-13N-1W)

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are Mike Daly and Corinne Ilvedson, small forest landowners in Trout Lake, WA. We have become
active participants in our local WFFA chapter in the last few years, and it has become an invaluable
resource for us to connect with other forest landowners in our area, facing many of the same
challenges.
We support the WFFA buffer proposal and hope that the board approves it! Thank you for considering
this important issue.
Mike Daly and Corinne Ilvedson
Trout Lake, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the WFFA buffer proposal for small forest landowners. My name is
Russ Prior and I am a Trustee, Beneficiary, and family member of the Skyo Irrevocable
Trust, which owns 125 acres of forest land in eastern Lewis County—The Skyo Timber
Farm.
Our land is special because it connects the upper Cowlitz River to the foothills of the Goat
Rocks Wilderness Area—the land is a wildlife corridor. Our land is a working timber farm,
which has 100-year-old trees that help sustain the land. It is bordered on three sides by

streams that have a significant impact on the harvestability of our trees. While my family
believes that maintaining our land for future generations is vital, we can only do that using
our prescription of sustainable harvests, which have been impacted by the Forest and Fish
rules.
I ask that the Board approves the three management buffers recommended by the WFFA.
These sciences-based buffers would go a long way toward helping my family manage a
special piece of land. Nobody would argue that we have been anything but excellent
stewards of our land but sometimes it feels as though our efforts at sustainability are not
given credit. We love our little piece of Heaven and the proposed buffers would provide
some measure of commitment from Olympia, that our efforts are not wasted.
Thank you for taking the time to hear about the Skyo Timber Farm. As a former member of
the Lewis County Planning Commission, I know how much effort goes into the work the
Forest Practices Board does.
Regards,
Russ Prior, Trustee
Skyo Irrevocable Trust
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
11/06/2022
Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Forest Practice Board,
My name is Ben Carlsen and I own and operate Forest Management Solutions LLC in Centralia, WA.
I have been a professional forester since 2000, for both timber companies from 2000 to 2013, and as a
practicing consulting forester since 2013. To date, my firm has assisted hundreds of small non-industrial
private forest landowners implement forest and fish laws. I believe the forest and fish rule set has been
one of the most important, successful, and beneficial initiatives to the public good and welfare for
habitat development and retention.
Parts of the Forest and Fish rule sets have been changed in the very recent past due to monitoring of
performance and scientific observation. For example, a few years ago the Desired Future Conditions
(DFC) model was changed when it was observed scientifically that resultant stands on low-site class
ground would not meet the modelled square feet of basal area. Rules were changed to disallow
“thinning from below” down to 50 feet from the streams on low site classes, as it was proven that the
Desired Future Conditions would not be met. This is an example of altering the rule set for the public
good based on science and met with the spirit and intent of the Forest and Fish Law.
I observe that the WFFA has presented a rule set to the board that also has been based on scientific
observation, and rigorous review. The proposed rules also meet the spirit and intent of the Forest and
Fish Agreement whereby science-based proposals would allow for relief for small forest landowners
given their relatively small impact on habitat, relative to the much larger partners in the overall

agreement. In the same manner whereby the Forest Practice Board changed the DFC rules, I believe
they should change the SFLO rules to incorporate the proposals of WFFA. It benefits the public good as
it improves the utility of small forest landowners forests, whilst not compromising the public good and
welfare for habitat development and retention.
Suggesting that you adopt the WFFA proposals to the Forest and Fish Rule Set is not even in my selfinterest. I have built a successful business helping Small Forest Landowners navigate the complexities of
the current Small Forest Landowner rule set. Making it easier to implement and understand makes the
necessity to hire my firm less necessary. Despite that, I observe that WFFA has brought forward a good
proposal to make the rule set burden easier for small landowners, and I support their efforts toward
adopting these proposed rules, and easier to implement without compromising effectiveness.
Respectfully submitted,
Ben Carlsen, Consultant Forester
Forest Management Solutions LLC
Centralia, WA 98531
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairman Smith and Board Members,
My name is Chris Clowe, my wife Melanie and I live on 88 acres of the original 160 acres my
parents bought in 1946 which was logged off ground. We now have approximately 55 in
timberland, 17 in ag land, two 1-acre residences with the rest in public road. There is a salmon
bearing stream running through the middle of the property with another fish bearing stream
through the northern portion.
I moved back “home” with my wife in 1984 to put down our own roots and were blessed with a
son and daughter. At that time my father had already begun harvesting small patches of alder,
fir and some cedar and had started growing fir trees from seed he had gathered on the place.
We continued the logging and planting back and in 2018 commercial thinned 35 acres. 2 years
ago we logged and planted back another 4 acres. We are good stewards of our land, my family
always have been.
We have had many offers to sell, which would probably be a good financial decision but we love
this land, the way of life it has given us. We want to pass it on to our children and grandchildren.
It is getting economically harder to do that as a SFLO with more regulations that take land out of
production and as science has proved, does not harm the streams. We have always had to
have outside jobs to support living here. We are a “small” forest landowner.
My family and I respectfully ask that you support the science behind the 3 management buffers
the WFFA proposes. Please vote for the proposed prescriptions.
Thank you for your time,
Chris & Melanie Clowe
Mossyrock, WA 98564

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Hello. My name is Edie Sonne Hall. My husband and I own ~700 acres of forest land, with an additional
~200 acres in open shrub-steppe, in Okanogan County and we are members of WFFA. We are in the
process of restoring some of this property after the fires in 2015 burned parts of the property (some
very heavily). Our children have been enjoying all the beauty of the land and are learning the
responsibility of being good stewards. We are hunters, fishers, foragers, farmers and foresters. Our kids
know where their food comes from and where the materials they use come from (at least the good
materials and not the single use plastic and other energy intensive non-renewable materials 😊).
I also have a Ph.D. in forestry and have been working on sustainable forestry issues in Washington State
and beyond for the last 20 years. I was in graduate school when the Forest and Fish rule was first passed
and knew then the potential impact it would have on small landowners. I was happy to see there was a
commitment to addressing the bias against small landowners in the original legislation and have been
following all the incredibly hard work of the SFLO caucus to create template buffer width prescriptions
as seen in the AMP (i.e. Washington Farm Forestry Association’s Alternate Plan (AP) Template proposal
initiation). This plan is backed by science and will create an easier approach for engaging good
management for small landowners. It is disappointing that 22 years later (and 7.5 after they were
created) these templates have not yet been accepted.
I ask for your support by approving the three management buffers recommended by WFFA, that are
fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive
Management Program.
We need small landowners to manage their forests! Forest health and the sustainable provision of our
greatest renewable resource is contingent on all landowners doing to best they can for their land.
Failure to manage because of burdensome bureaucracy is not a good outcome and will not help keep
forests healthy and forested.
Thank you for listening and for doing the right thing for small family forest owners by providing the best
possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Edie Sonne Hall
Seattle, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear members of the Forest Practice Board,
First thank you for all of the time and effort you put into being on this board. I was a member of the
Forest Practice Board for two terms in the late 90s and I know it's a lot of work.
I am writing today to ask you to support the Small Forest Landowners template for stream buffers. Small
Forest Landowners in Washington are the backbone of good forest management and true stewards of
the land. I'll give you some examples of things we're doing on our forest in Lewis County:

1) We are planting diverse species--WRC, Pine, and recently Port Orford and Incense Cedar. We do this
to have a robust forest in the face of climate change.
2) We have mulched each tree in a 12 acre, 3 year old stand
3) We are rehabbing a 4 acre reed canary grass area
4) We visit the red tail hawks regularly in the snags that we leave
5) We bring people from the cities and the local area to our forest to help them a "green infusion" a
little forest bathing
Thank you for supporting us.
Doug Stinson 1st generation
Ann Stinson 2nd generation
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Board,
I support the Wffa buffer proposal
My name is David Cox. I currently own 330 acres near South Bend Wa. Most is managed as timberland. I
have 5 parcels that have wetlands and/or streams transecting them. Also there is 11/2 miles of bay
frontage on Willapa Bay. Some of this property I have owned over 50 years and have made management
plans based on rules in effect for years. 240 acres have been pre-commercially thinned with 60 more to
be thinned this year. All the land is in a trust for my 5 children to manage into the
future.
I ask the board to support science reviews to give my family confidence that the legislature and natural
resources agencies will preserve the values we have counted on for years.
Thank you for doing the right thing for small family forest owners.
Sincerely,
David A. Cox
South Bend, Wa.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Forest Practices Board.
Thank you for considering the SFLO buffer proposal.
I just submitted a fpa this last week for a SFLO client who has a borderline type F/N stream on their
property that if ruled an F disproportionately impacts their overall harvest. Having a simple tiered
buffer rule would do-away with a lot of arguing amongst TFW members over these type streams. Except
in the cases where there is an FPHP crossing involved, I think (and as a consultant I would advise SFLO's
to do so) SFLO's would be willing to concede a borderline stream is an F under these proposed new

buffer options because giving up a little more timber under the 25' or 50' or 75' buffers is less of a hassle
than electro fishing, stream surveys, mutiple ID team meetings and increased consultant costs. Further,
less ID team meetings over stream buffers frees up the DNR forest practice staff more for other issues
that they run out of time for (replanting compliance, auditing permit renewals, etc.)
Secondly, I think options within the forest practices rules are good for everyone. Anyone who has
worked in the woods for any length of time knows that certain streams have atypical conditions that
don't fit nicely in the FP rules. Options help broker better consensus in atypical situations like
these. Further, alternate plans have been highly useful to chart a permitting path forward on sites with
unusual conditions and as a consultant i can attest having another tool in my toolkit for SFLO's besides
alternate plans would be a good thing. Please approve this new SFLO buffer proposal.
Thank you for considering my comments.
Best regards,
Adam Jewell (Consulting Forester 23 years in WA)
Treelines Forestry, LLC
Sedro-Woolley, WA 98284
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Board
We are writing to encourage support for the WFFA stream buffer proposals. Our 480 acre tree farm has
been in the family since the mid 1950's and we have been actively managing it since 1985. We have
former brush patches that were planted in the late 1970's that are close to Cedar Creek. In
2004 we received the Sammy award from the Clark County commissioners for protecting fish habitat.
Fish First did extensive work on approximately 1 mile of Cedar Creek including 63 root wads and 2
nursery side channels in the early 2000's. In 2013 we were named Clark County tree farmers of the
year. The ideals of stewardship run deep in this family, and we hope to stay in 40 acre forest zoning.
Thank you for your public service , we hope you will enact these science based proposals to encourage
viable family tree farms into the future.
Sincerely William and Roxanne Doty
Amboy WA

Posted 11/5/22
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I support the WFFA buffer proposal,
My name is Dennis Muller, I currently own 76 acres in the Montesano area. Approximately
66 of those acres are managed for timberland.

I have two fish streams that intersect in the middle of a 40-acre parcel and another parcel
that is bordered by one of those fish streams further downstream. This is a significant
burden on small landowners who are trying to manage their land monetarily and
environmentally. I enjoy the managing of my timberland and the wildlife which resides there
as well. I wish to continue to manage my land as timberland into the future for myself and
hopefully someday my kids. There definitely is a need to protect our environment, but also
equally important is the feasibility of managing said timberland. It is a happy medium
hopefully.

I ask the Board for their support by approving the three management buffers recommended
by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were
done in the Adaptive Management Program. This would reinstill my lost confidence/feeling
of value. Passage of the recommended motions would renew my faith in Forests &
Fish/commitments of the Legislature/commitments of prior Forest Practice Boards/our
natural resource agencies/our next generations not likely to continue my legacy without
knowing “Olympia”/”The Public” view myself and my heirs as excellent stewards of the land
(rather than always feeling we aren’t giving enough.
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing for small family forest owners providing the
best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to
come.
Sincerely,
Dennis Muller
Montesano, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Stephan Dillon and I am a Lewis County resident living in Ethel, Washington. My wife Deidre
and I have 50 acres of forest land. Our northern portion of ownership is adjacent to Lacamas Creek
which is a tributary to the Cowlitz River. I am a Licensed Professional Forest Engineer in the State of
Washington and Oregon. I am a tree farm manager for a large, privately owned forest in SW
Washington.
My wife and I believe in sustainability and proper forestland management. We have been prudent with
our income and have saved to purchase our forestland throughout the years. We believe in sustainable

nature and avoid the idea of development including subdividing. Our forestland is a natural space for
wildlife, family recreation and growing trees. We have been manually bettering the forest by thinning,
clearing invasive underbrush and interplanting native tree species with the hope of handing down our
forestland to our daughter. Someday she will harvest our forest and start the process over again.
Because we believe in hard work, prudent spending and sustainable forestry, we’re asking the
Washington Forest Practices Board of Trustees to truly consider what is being proposed. Though I
believe in stream protection and caring for the land, I am concerned that some forest practices are going
too far. Small forest landowners (SFLO’s) are limited on resources, technology and ultimately forestland
acres. SFLO’s do not have the luxury as do the large forest landowners where scale helps out the
additional take on riparian zones. There are other options that support proven science. I ask you to
strongly consider the three buffer management options presented by WFPA, which are fully supported by
three separate science reviews. It should be known that two of the science reviews were completed in
the Adaptive Management Program. Your passage of the recommended motions would support our faith
in the Forest and Fish commitments, made over 20 years ago. Additionally, your approval of the
recommended motions would renew our trust in our natural resource agencies and our future generations
that will continue our SFLO legacy.
Thank you for taking the time to listen to our concerns and for making the right decision to help small
forest landowners provide the best possible land use for all to benefit.
Sincerely,
Stephan and Deidre Dillon
Ethel, Washington

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

I have been managing 196 acres since 1995 (30 or which was sold in 2015) of forestland in the
Yacolt area on the land that my grandad bought in 1934. In 1995 we converted the property from a
farmer patch to timberland. The WFFA has been extremely helpful in teaching this complete novice
in the ways of how to manage a forest. I've been very fortunate have excellent friends, foresters
and competent loggers that have mentored and shown me the way. Nobody cares more about
taking care of the environment, clean water and good fish and animal habitat than tree farmers.
Our first logging was in 1996 and getting a forest practice permit even then was quite complicated
as we have various streams. It would have been almost impossible without an experienced forester
for which I am still very grateful. Since then the regulations have gotten more complicated and the
buffers wider.
I believe the WFFA have offered some great alternatives to the current regulations that really do
make common sense and are scientifically supported.
I urge you to adopt these solutions that should provide a win-win for all stakeholders.
Thank you for your consideration
Steve Polimeni
Yacolt WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am in support of the Washington Farm Forestry stream buffer template proposal which scientific studies
have shown to be equal in overall effectiveness to current rules.
I am owner of a 50+ acre tree farm in beautiful Pacific County since the 1990s. We planted hemlock
seedlings years ago and I spent many hours bud-capping these. The hemlock are now growing into
beautiful timber.There are a variety of deciduous and evergreen trees on the farm. Truly a sanctuary for
many species of wildlife as well as a sanctuary to enjoy walking thru. My plan is to keep this tree farm for
the next generation of our family to enjoy and tend.
It is my hope that the board support the small landowner template as a document supported by science
with a positive vote. Thank you for hearing me out and doing the right thing for us as small family tree
farm owners to provide the best possible land use for all by keeping trees growing for generations to
come.
Sincerely,
Anne McNelly
South Bend

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

Please support less restrictive alternate harvest restrictions for SFLOs as our harvests
are relatively low impact. The forest and fish laws promised this but it has not been
forthcoming.
I own 400 acres of forestland in Grays Harbor and Mason counties. I had to buy it all, no
inheritance. I bought my first parcel when I was 27 years old. All of it is subdividable
into 5-, 10- or 20- acre parcels. I had hoped to leave it to my children and
grandchildren. Rather than the government encouraging me to leave my land as
timberland, I continually have more expenses and restrictions thrust on me. I don’t
understand why it’s taking you so long to fulfill your commitments to us when
government created WACs to reflect the 1999 legislative intent on behalf of family forest
owners.
Timberland is important. It is important for clean water, carbon sequestration, a place
for wildlife to live and for people to recreate. I have worked to help timberland survive. I
spent two days testifying in Olympia for a bill to allow forestland owners and farmers to
mark property boundaries with orange paint. It passed the House and Senate twice
only to be vetoed by Governor Inslee twice. I spent a day prepping testimony (in
support of a Spring Bear Hunt which reduces timber bear damage) and doing a video
conference with the WFDW Commission. Due to time constraints, I was not allowed to
testify. The Commission decided to not allow a Spring bear hunt against the advice of
their staff and scientists. WDFW has refused to call Master Hunters “Agents of the
State” so forest landowners cannot use bait to remove problem bears damaging timber

stands. We must use boot hunters which can often take over 160 hours of hunting or
more to remove a problem bear.
Time and time again the Washington State Government, Boards, and Commissions do
what they want without regard to the science or what rural Washington residents
need. They don't do what is best for the forestland.
I hope you will decide to allow meaningful “relatively low impact” harvest restrictions for
SFLOs as required by the Forest and Fish laws. The SFLO Template Buffer is good for
the forestland, critters, landowners, forest workers and the citizens of Washington State.
Sincerely,
Howard & Sheena Wilson
Wilson Tree Farm
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
I have owned and managed 65 acres of timber in Lewis County since 1990, guided by a forest
stewardship management plan approved by Department of Natural Resources, Washington State
University, and the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service. My family forest is certified by
Forest Stewardship Council and the Washington Tree Farm Program.
I am asking that the Forest Practices Board support the westside buffer template that Washington
Farm Forestry Association is proposing in order to provide equitable buffers for the environment
and the small forestland owners of Washington State. It is my understanding that the three
streamside buffer options in the proposal were developed from a Washington Farm Forestry
Associate science assessment (Martin), and includes an independent scientific analysis of the
proposed widths commissioned by (Cramer/Teply), and completed consistent with Timber Fish and
Wildlife processes, including Independent scientific peer review. The small forestland owners of
Washington State need your support of the Westside Buffer Proposal to continue our great
stewardship heritage.
As part of the family forest owners family, we care deeply about the environment and have done
our part to support Forests & Fish these last 22 years. I urge you to please support the Westside
Template as proposed.
Respectfully,
Harry O. Bhagwandin
Onalaska, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I support the WFFA buffer proposal, which has been developed through several years of detailed,
technically rigorous work.
I am a WFFA member, and the steward of 50 forested acres on Whidbey Island. My land does not have a
typed, regulated stream, and I would not be directly effected by the proposed changes. Still, I believe
that establishing a relatively simple, understandable, and effective system of tiered buffer widths for
Small Forestland Owners will benefit the people of Washington.
The WFFA proposal is intended to assist forested land owners to continue in the very long term
enterprise of stewarding our
forests and woodlands. This is a most important goal.
Thank you for considering my remarks, and for your efforts on behalf of our state, and its forested
future.

John Lee
Langley. Washington
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 11/2/22
Chair Alex Smith; Members of the Board,
The purpose of this letter is to express support for the Washington Farm Forestry
Association (WFFA) science-based proposal on buffer widths.
As a consulting forester with 32 years of experience assisting private timberland owners, I
have had to lay out buffers along F and Np waters. Since I am a sole proprietor (for the past
13 years), I have no employees to assist me in laying out the buffers. Buffers need to be
flagged such that the forest practices forester and the logger can easily identify which
timber is to be cut vs which is to be left for streamside protection. With sight lines often
limited by brush and tree limbs and with the streambank hard to identify from where the
buffer needs to be marked, it is not possible to take rangefinder readings from the buffer
edge to confirm the distance is correct in order to tie flagging.
This means that to lay out the unit often requires starting from numerous points along the
stream and measuring the distance to the buffer, then connecting the measured points with
intermediate flags. The distance from the creek to the buffer edge affects the time -- and
cost to the landowner -- for laying out rule-required buffers.
Many of the property owners I have assisted have ground deemed to be Site II by DNR -- for
which the fixed width buffer on a Type F stream is 118'. Approving the WFFA buffer

proposal would reduce the distances needing to be hiked numerous times from the 118' to
75' or 50'. This would save time and save landowners money for layout. Additionally, it
would allow them to remove more timber -- often their primary retirement income -- while
still maintaining the same stream protections. Again, lower cost to layout, more revenue for
the landowner with the same level of protection.
While I would prefer not to increase the buffer length requirements for non-fish perrenial
(Np) waters, the proposal to buffer full length versus the current partial lengths will be
mitigated by the narrowing of the buffer from 50' to 30'. From the perspective of layout,
the savings from the narrower buffer will help compensate for the added length required.
And, since the pernnial initiation point (PIP) needs to be flagged, there is little or no
additional hiking required since the buffer could be flagged while hiking to the PIP (some
additional cost may accrue for lay out on double-sided buffers, however).
The WFFA proposal is a science-based proposal which provides the needed protections for
streams, thus lives up to the spirit and terms of the Forest & Fish agreement. Promises
were made to SFLO's that science-based proposals would allow for relief from the
burdensome buffer requirements under the F&F agreement.
One additional benefit of the proposal is that, with less timber lost to F&F rules, scarce
Capital Budget dollars will go further and provide more landowners with the compensation
promised when Forest & Fish was originally adopted (FREP).
So, because the proposal will reduce layout costs, landowners will lose less timber, and
state dollars will serve more landowners -- all with no loss of protection -- I believe this is a
proposal which should be adopted. In fact, to live up to the promises of F&F, it must be
adopted.
Sincerely,
Edmund T. Orcutt
Forester/Owner
Cascade Forest Management
Kalama, WA 98625

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Chair Smith and Members of the Board:
We, the commissioners of the Washington Hardwoods Commission (WHC), ask the
Forest Practices Board to adopt the science produced template submitted by
Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA).
Since 2000, six hardwood mills have closed in Washington State. These mills

together represent a loss of 532 full time jobs, 1,800 indirect jobs and 53 million
dollars in lost wages as well as a loss of 320 million dollars in sales. The remaining
mills, which are currently struggling to obtain an adequate supply of logs, depend
heavily on the volume supplied by small forest landowners to keep our existing mills
open. The forest industry simply cannot afford to lose any of our remaining
hardwood mills.
Hardwoods tend to grow in lower lying, wetter areas commonly found next to
streams. Because of this, the hardwood industry - with parallels to small
forest landowners (SFLO’s) - has been disproportionately impacted by Forest and
Fish regulations. With the trend of decreasing DNR hardwood harvest levels, volume
produced by SFLO's has become even more crucial to the hardwood industry.
Washington State has been losing forest land at an alarming rate. The University of
Washington’s “Status, trends and recommendations after 20 years of Forests & Fish”
published last year reports that “In 2007, there were 19.64 million acres of forest in
Washington State. Forest acres declined by 394,000 acres (or 2%) by 2019.” There
are many reasons for this. Economic viability of forest lands, lack of markets as log
supplies have dwindled, and flight of capital to more favorable economic areas are
primary reasons for the conversion of these lands. It is much easier for large
industrial landowners to grow trees elsewhere than for SFLO’s. A 2001 University of
Washington College of Forest Resources scientist-provided analysis that showed
that the consequences of the Forest and Fish law would be conversion, capital flight,
and shorter rotation ages. Sure enough, to the detriment of keeping forest land
forested, evidence has shown that all 3 predictions have been a consequence of the
Forest & Fish law.
As has been widely accepted, the Forest and Fish law was a political settlement.
There wasn’t peer reviewed science or “CMER” review provided. The belief was, as
implied with promises to SFLO’s, that “low impact” and “disproportionate impacts”
would be taken into account and peer reviewed science would remedy some of the
shortcomings of the original law, thus, mitigate some of the adverse impacts of
Forest and Fish. We have reviewed the WFFA Template proposal and relative
effectiveness science results of Martin, Cramer/Teply-ISPR and believe the proposed
WFFA buffers provide equal in overall protection as existing rules. The science has
been produced and it is time the Forest Practices Board adopt these
improvements. Doing so is critical to the long-term viability of small forestland
owners and of the hardwood industry.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Witherspoon - Chairman WHC
Randy Bartelt - Vice Chair
Bill Bush – Commissioner
Brian Carbaugh - Commissioner
Ed Orcutt – Commissioner
Rick Stonex - Commissioner
Rich Weiss - Commissioner
Dave Sweitzer - Executive Director
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am a Small Forest Landowner (SFLO) and humbly ask you to adopt into the Forest Practice Rules, the
science-based SFLO Template for Buffer Width Prescriptions “equal in overall effectiveness”. SFLO
ownership is primarily at lower elevations where there are more streams. These streams are important
not only for fish survival but also for financial relief for SFLOs trying to grow trees for our societies’
future needs for wood products. Current “one size fits all” rules lack a scientific basis and are an
unnecessary financial burden for SFLOs.
In 1991, my late husband and I purchased a 200 Ac. piece of forestland in Pacific County that had been
logged and replanted between 1985 and 1988 to the state minimum of 300 trees per acre (TPA). We
knew that growing trees is a long term 30-40 year commitment and immediately planted 30,000
additional trees to meet the 450 TPA, most industry and most SFLOs’ standards. Our plan was to have a
viable investment that would provide a reasonable future return on our investment.
Managing 200 Ac. of forestland was to be a retirement project. Since my husband’s pre-mature death, I
have been working diligently to learn and perform forest practices that ensure viable timber
growth. Hopefully, my 30-40 year effort will produce quality timber and the hoped-for return on our
investment. To that end, I am planning to live to at least 99 years of age, at which time I envision myself
sitting in a rocking chair on my tree farm, chewing snooze, and making sure the loggers follow the
plan! If that envisioned plan does not come to fruition, my son will be the owner and follow through
with my plan.
Growing trees for commercial use provides no income for at least 30 years, yet I have been fortunate to
qualify for some funding from DNR and NRCS programs for water barring the roads to reduce sediment
delivery to streams and for pre-commercial thinning. (As you likely know, the reason for precommercial thinning is similar to that of growing a garden of carrots. Small ones are removed so that
the remaining carrots can grow larger.) All of the rest of the costs of maintaining my 200 acres of
forestland for the best outcomes have been mine alone.
Similar to other SFLOs, my 200 acres of forest land are relatively low on the hillside. On my piece of
forestland there are approximately 15 small, short, non-fish bearing streams that feed into one yearround fish-bearing stream that is several miles long. The streams cause me to be very concerned that
when I have the trees logged at maturity, I will lose to stream buffers a lot of trees I have helped to

grow, significantly reducing the financial return on my 35-38 years of investing my time and money to
comply with good forest practices and the Forest Practices Rules that must be followed.
I thank you for your attention to my story. As a Small Forest Landowner (SFLO) I am asking you to adopt
into the Forest Practice Rules, the science-based stream buffer proposal for SFLOs that is before
you. SFLO ownership is primarily at lower elevations where there are more streams. This proposed rule
is important not only for fish survival but also for financial relief to the SFLOs that will keep them
interested in growing trees vs. converting land to commercial use. Current “one size fits all” rules lack a
scientific basis and are an unnecessary financial burden for SFLOs.
Sincerely,
Norma F. Green
Small Forest Landowner:

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express my strong support for the WFFA Small Forest Landowner buffer proposals being
considered by the Forest Practices Board.
My name is Robert McIntosh. I am the owner and principal manager of McIntosh Tree Farm, which is
located in the Deep Lake/Maytown area of Thurston County, and has been owned by our family for five
generations. My great grandfather, Robert McIntosh, was a logger who began buying seemingly useless
logged-over land in the 1890s, reasoning that if the land could grow trees that big it could grow something
else just as well in the future. My grandfather, Albert McIntosh, bought adjacent land whenever he had
the money to do so and was one of the first tree farm owners to register with the Washington Tree Farm
Program in the late 1940s. Beginning in the 1960s, my father, Malcolm McIntosh, hired Jack Winn of
Professional Forestry Services, Inc. (PFS) as a consulting forester and began our program of scientific
tree farm management.
I, my wife Marion McIntosh, and my sons, Brian and Colin McIntosh, benefitting from 60 years of forest
management by PFS, have continued to operate our 1190 acre tree farm on a sustained yield,
environmentally sound basis. With PFS's help, we have reduced the size and impact of our harvests to
minimize impact on the animal and plant life of our streams and wetlands. Together with the adjoining 800
acre Millersylvania State Park and 750 acre West Rocky Prairie Wildlife Area, our three properties
constitute one of the largest undeveloped areas in Thurston County.
Our cherished goal is to maintain our tree farm and these adjoining natural areas in their undeveloped
state for many generations to come. But to keep our tree farm viable in the future, we need help, which is
why I am writing this email. The interior of our tree farm contains an almost 300 acre stream and wetland
area with a convoluted shape, whose tentacles reach into a large portion of our timberland. As a result,
stream and wetland buffers affect a large percentage of our harvest and thinning operations. With PFS's
help, we have reduced the size and impact of our harvests to minimize impact on the animal and plant life
of our streams and wetlands. In doing so, we have paid a price in the form of reduced harvest
income. And unlike the adjacent state-owned wild areas, we need tree farm income to pay our taxes and
maintain our property.
For this reason, we think the time has come to give us something in return. And now, after 23 years of
waiting, we are respectfully asking for a scientifically supported reduction in buffers. We fully agree with
and strongly support the need for protective buffers, but we are convinced that the buffers proposed by
WFFA will expand our harvesting options while being essentially "equal in overall effectiveness" to current
requirements. If we didn't believe this, we would not support the buffer reductions.

And we think it's important to look at the bigger picture. If our tree farm, and many others throughout the
state, do not remain economically viable, our state will lose hundreds of thousands of acres of trees,
plants, wildlife, wilderness, and natural beauty. This is too great a price to pay for sticking with buffers not
required by objective scientific analysis.
Robert M. McIntosh
McIntosh Tree Farm

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
We strongly encourage you to adopt all of the SFLO Template buffer width recommendations in the
WFFA report of July 21st, 2022.
The current template buffer width rule makes it difficult for small forest owners like us to economically
manage our forests, increasing the chances of timber land being lost forever to development. We
purchased our 39 acre property in Clark County just two years ago, and we are doing everything we can
to keep our trees healthy and growing well. During our first year here, we saw cougar, bobcat, coyotes,
and too many deer to count, and our family and friends visiting have been awed by the trees and all of
the birds and wildlife here. By adopting the SFLO Template buffer width recommendations from WFFA,
the Forest Practices Board will make it possible for us to be better stewards of more of our forest, and
keep it healthy for current and future generations to enjoy.
The WFFA report goes into great detail about how the recommendations have been scientifically
reviewed, and found to be equally or *more* effective than the larger buffers that became law in 1999.
While the scientific review looked specifically at impacts on large woody debris (LWD) and shade, we
would also point out that stream buffer widths could also have significant impact on the size and spread
of wildfire.
The Nakia Creek Fire of just a few weeks ago nearly caused us to evacuate, and it’s clear that wildfires
like that one are becoming more frequent. This makes it all the more important for small forest land
owners to be able to reduce the fuel load on as much of their property as possible, while still
maintaining stream quality and riparian habitat. The WFFA recommendations for 75’, 50’, & 25’ buffers
depending on stream widths would greatly increase the ability of small forest owners like us to minimize
fuel loads and reduce the risk and severity of wildfires.
To sum up, the Forest Practices Board should adopt the WFFA recommendations because:
1. small forest land owners will be able to better manage their forests
2. forest owners will have less pressure to sell out to developers and lose the forest forever
3. owners being able to minimize fuel loads means fewer catastrophic wildfires
4. the recommendations are science-based, well reviewed, and functionally the same as or *better*
than the current rule
Please approve and adopt the SFLO Template buffer width recommendations so that small forest land
owners like us can be even better stewards of our wonderful forests for generations to come.
Jon Thatcher and Siobhan Spencer
Brush Prairie, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
My name is Alaine Schumann, a resident living near Scott Lake, south of Tumwater. My husband and I
have closely watched the activities on the adjacent family forest land in our area. It has been wonderful
to watch the improvements in the area as this reforestation project has gone on. These good neighbors
have generously opened the land for people to enjoy and watch as the wildlife and environment has
thrived.
I understand there are some regulatory issues or opportunities you are considering to help our
neighbors that I’m not qualified to address. I just want you to know our Scott Lake Community
appreciates and values having forestland owners as neighbors. Follow good science of course but we
are hoping you will treat small family forest owners like the Millers with the same kindness they exhibit
to our community.
Thank you.
Alaine Schumann and Dan Christoffer
Olympia, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
I, like hundreds of other small forest landowners and forestry professionals, am writing in support of the
Washington Farm Forestry buffer proposal. My family owns 400 acres of timberland in Lewis County. I
am a 4th generation landowner with some of our property being under our stewardship for over 90
years. Our tree farm contains almost 2 miles of the South Fork Newaukum River that flows through our
tree farm. We have definitely been affected by the Forest Practice rules on our property.
I grew up working with my dad on these properties. We were always planting, thinning, harvesting,
slashing or just enjoying ourselves on the tree farm. Our stewardship has paid back in having amazing
wildlife habitat and a peaceful area for friends and family to enjoy themselves. We have and continue
to work with multiple government agencies to access and monitor stream conditions, fish stocking and
buffer management.
As the westside population in Washington increases these critical areas like ours are being converted or
divided. Every new development in our area increases the pressure on property like ours. It is critical
that we have the economic tools that were promised to small landowners in the original agreement so
that we can keep and manage our tree farms.
The three STREAM MANAGEMENT BUFFERS proposed by the Washington Farm Foresters Association
and supported by Scientific Review provide adequate stream protection for stream values and help farm
foresters maintain these forest ownerships.
I urge you to support this buffer proposal. Take the long view on this understanding that we need to
keep the small forest landowners on the landscape for the long-term.

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Bill Scheer

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express support for the WFFA buffer proposal that will be coming up for review at the
Forest Practice Board Meeting on November 10.
I am a partner of Axelhill LLC with my other siblings. We own about 100 acres of land that is primarily
forested and is considered a tree farm up near Woodland Washington.
This property is legacy land – that was homesteaded by our Great Grandparents, Axel and Alma
Kallgren. As now the 4th generation tends this land, it is important to us that it remains in proper and
good condition for continued growth of the timber that resides on it.
Axelhill LLC strives to ensure that this property grows healthy and productive timberland, but also a
welcome habitat providing food, shelter, and protection for wildlife, big and small. This land means a lot
to us, so we are working hard to see that it continues this way for many generations to come.
As our family before us, our activities, and efforts on Axelhill will always have focus about the quality of
the environment –the water, air, wildlife and habitat – and the effect of our activities on the
environment.
Please support and approve the management buffers recommended by the WFFA. These three
management buffers recommended by WFFA, are fully supported by three separate science
reviews. Your approval of these recommendation insures and we as small land owners, and our
succeeding generations continue to have confidence that Forest and Fish, the Legislature, Forest
practices board and our natural resource agencies are collectively looking out for the interests of the
small family forest owners, their welfare and that keeping the forest as forest (or tree farm – where
replanting has taken place) is a worthwhile pursuit.
Thank you for taking the time to read this request and giving the recommendations serious
consideration.
Great Regards;
Karin Ilg
Axelhill LLC

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To WA Forest Practice Board,
I am a part of a small family tree farm in WA state and would like to add my support for the current stream
buffer proposal from WFFA. When we did some logging on our land there was one small Np stream that
we ended up hiring a forester to help us figure out what type of stream it is and what the buffer
requirements were; a lot of time and expense for a few acre harvest! The proposed buffer rules from
WFFA would have been simple-a 30' buffer along the length of the stream.
I see three main reasons why these proposed buffer widths should be implemented:

1. Greatly simplifies buffer size determination.
2. Land owners with larger streams will gain harvestable acres without adversely affecting the
environment.
3. Reduces forest fire "wick" acreage.
Regards,
Todd Nylund

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Posted 11/1/22
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

We, as private forest land owners, would like to express our support for the WFFA
buffer proposal. We own 105 acres of land – mostly forested – in northern Kitsap
County. There are 5 small Np streams that originate on site and then go underground
on our property. Approximately one third of the land below these streams is in the
process of transitioning into wetland. This leaves us little forest that is not tied up
with restrictions or a buffer of some kind.
This property was purchased by my father in the late 1940s. A portion of it was
cleared for agriculture – raspberries and then Christmas trees – in which we, the next
generation were very much a part. Along the way, we as family and extended family
have become very attached to the land. We no longer farm the land but are replanting
in timber trees and allowing the lower bottomland to return to its original wetland
state. All of the forested land is managed under the guidance of a Forest Stewardship
Plan and has been and continues to be a certified sustainable forest. We are working
hard to make this land not only a healthy, productive timberland but also a welcome
habitat providing food, shelter and protection for wildlife, big and small. This land
means a lot to us, so we are working hard to see that it continues this way for many
generations to come. We are very concerned about the quality of the environment –
the water, air, wildlife and habitat – and the effect of our activities on the
environment.
We hope that the Board will support and approve the management buffers
recommended by the WFFA, so that we and our succeeding generations can feel that
Forest and Fish, the Legislature, Forest practices board and our natural resource
agencies are all looking out for the interests of the small family forest owners, their
welfare and that keeping the forest as forest is a worthwhile pursuit.
Thank you for taking the time to read this request and giving the recommendations
serious consideration. We think your decision will impact us as well as our
successors – we hope in a positive way.
Sincerely,

Detlev and Gale Kroll
Kitsap County
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to you to express my support for the SFLO three management buffers recommended by the
WFFA.
We own 28 acres of re-forested land near Yacolt, WA.. We purchased the then recently clear cut
property in 1991 and we replanted it in the spring of 1992. My wife and I and our two daughters and
others planted 2 year old Douglas fir trees. Each tree was hand placed in the ground in hopes it would
grow into a marketable tree. For 30 years, we have enjoyed watching our trees grow along with the
wildlife that enjoy what our forest provides them.
As Small Forest Land Owners, we are like any other crop farmer who personally plants their land in
hopes of an economic reward when the harvest is done. When something eliminates the ability of a
farmer to harvest the planted crop, the farmer faces financial loss that not only hurts the farmer but all
those who depend on the crop being available to use.
Our forested land has no fish bearing creeks which the DNR tested and the water flow dries to a trickle
in the summer.
Water quality is extremely important to us and for all things that it impacts on our land and
downstream.
Hardwood trees and bushes have always been mother nature’s main foliage that has grown in our wet
areas shading and filtering the water that passes through the area. It is important to consider this when
establishing buffer areas knowing the wet areas are being sheltered.
Economically buffers hinder all forest harvesting and they are most costly to small forest land owners
who have limited trees to harvest. I hope you can appreciate our needs.
Please feel free to contact us.
Thank you for your
time.
Michael and Mary Lou Woody
Yacolt, WA 98675
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Our family supports the WFFA buffer proposal. This proposal has been compared scientifically with the
larger buffers required today and are as effective. They are easier to understand and will be more just
to small tree farmers. Additionally they will encourage keeping forest land as an investment for future
generations. Pressure to turn highly productive low elevation forest land into houses is difficult to resist
for heirs.
Our 240 acre tree farm is East of Castle Rock near Silver Lake. The farm has been actively managed by
our family over 70 years. Each year we bring our family together for “camp cousin's” to overnight

tenting, forestry classes, exploring the forest with compass and pacing contests and measuring and
recording their own tree they picked out to follow. We have hosted several groups over the years,
recently an FAA High School forest visit and orienteering class and a DNR employee training class on
Riparian Zones. Many of our projects over the last 10 years on the farm have been assisted with NRCS
support and guidance from Government and University Foresters. We have installed Batt houses and
supported roosting habitat, planted old hay fields, thinned timber stands, removed old culverts,
crowned and ditched dirt roads to stop erosion and directed large amount of run-off into drainage areas
to clean the water before it enters the creeks. After any harvest we generally do not spray and replant
quickly. That gives more understory food for animals and we support a great diversity of critters. We
have 3 creeks that cross our land and one that starts on our farm. We use Government help and
applaud their support of small tree farmers, thank you.
As testimony I would like to relay my experience as a member of our local 4H forestry club in the
1950’s. The Cowlitz County Extension Agent guided me in setting up my own inter-forest fenced
nursery
using seed collected from the best trees in our forest. He also showed me how to thin
overstocked thickets. He actually used cast off IBM punch card from his office to mark the trees and
helped me put wood handles on the end of a bicycle chain to girdle the trees. They were left to stand
and rot. The trees I planted and the thinned stands were harvested in 1993. That 40 acres was
replanted in 1994 and thinned, now it will be ready to harvest some or all in around 15 years depending
on prices and cash flow needs.
There is a small stream that runs exactly down the center of the 40 acres. When we harvest now the 50
foot buffer required in 1993 will be dramatically increased. I see no reason to take that much forest land
from production. The 50 feet is sufficient protection for the waterway. The harvest income loss from
bigger buffers is a large percentage of the small harvest area. This income is vital to keeping a farm
forest viable. The stream today has survived the 50 foot buffer. The stream is healthy, the beaver are
damming, deer, elk, other creatures are using the pristine water. The area that would have been needed
for buffers today is now full of large dominate trees to support our vital timber industry.
Thank you for considering our proposal and for your support of farm forest families.
John Givens
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To Whom It May Concern;
My name is Robert (Bob) J. Zumstein, Sr. I reside at 41316 N E 12th Avenue, woodland, WA
Our tree and cattle farm consists of 85 acres, with 35 acres in forestry and the remainder in hay
fields and pasture. I bought this Farm in 1968 from my parents. My father had logged most of the
merchantable timber in the early 1950s before cutting permits, buffers and reforestation.
In 1970 I started to replant all the creekside canyons with cedar along the creeks and Douglas fir further
up the slope. Now 52 years later it's ready to harvest. Unfortunately it's all growing within the current
buffers,
So, with four year-round creeks, the result is with 35 acres of timber, 20 acres is in the current
buffers. As a small landowner that really hurts me.

In closing, I would ask you to please go with the reduced buffers, which science has proven to be as
effective as current buffers, and would allow me to cut 35 % of my timber.
Thank you for your time and consideration in this important matter.
Bob Zumstein, Sr.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

To Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association buffer
proposal. The goal of growing timber, managing clean water, and providing homes and
shelter for the wildlife is easily compatible with the WFFA proposal.
I am a fourth-generation owner of 100 acres of timberland near Woodland. My great
grandfather homesteaded the property at the turn of the century. I am humbled and
blessed to have financially benefitted over the years due to the hard work of my
family. My intent is to see this property continue to be passed on to subsequent
generations of my family. In all I do, I try to teach my children to be good stewards of
the land and honor what has been given to us with grateful hearts.
I have worked in the forest products industry for nearly 30 years. I have toured forest
lands across the county and mills of just about every kind! The one common
denominator I see are good people who love trees and the products they
produce. Everyone in the wood products industry understands the value of being good
stewards of the land and supports reasonable practices ensure our forests are
sustained for generations. This is no different than small forest landowners in WA.
Thank you for listening. Please do the right thing for small family landowner by
supporting reasonable buffers that are not punitive or restrict our ability to be good
stewards of our land. Thank you also for your trust in our commitment to be good
stewards.
Sincerely,
Dave Johnson

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

My name is Harry Bell. I am a charter member of the 1987 Timber Fish Wildlife Agreement
where we created the Adaptive Management and the Cooperative Monitoring, Evaluation and
Research programs. Due to my M.S degree I am a charter member of CMER up through today.
For the last decade I have represented the Washington Farm Forestry Association.
I am writing to request that you honor the decision of your predecessors to recognize that most
family forest owners harvest timber in smaller units, less frequently and more dispersed than
industrial timber harvests. Past FPB members recognized the ecological and social values of
family forests and the inherent threat (increasing today) of development.
My Story
My family— Connor, Tristan, Marla and I— own a 10-acre tree near Lake Ozette. It has 4.5 acres of
alder and mixed conifer that are about 25 years from harvest. The remaining 5.5 acres are Forest and
Fish stream buffers along about 500’ of intermittent fish bearing water. The two streams are typically
dry during the summer but have migrating fish during the winter months
Currently, the entire 10 acres are certified under the American Tree Farm System. This certification,
among other things, ensures the sustainable production of fish habitat, clean cool water and many other
ecologic benefits.
While we bought the tract for retirement income and my family and I take great pride watching the
trees grow, maintaining the road and seeing fish in the streams during the winter months.
Our choices are to wait for a future timber harvest, with the uncertainty of being able to harvest timber
due to the ever-expanding forest practices rules, or to sell the tract for the value of the home site. The
SFLO template proposal can help our decision since it will add about 2 acres to the 4.5 acres now
available for harvest and avoid the expense of hiring someone to do the field layout and forest practices
permit. This would reduce my acres lost to buffers from 55% to 35%.
Except for a possible home site, the remaining area is classified as Forested Wetland. Recall that the
Federal Clean Water Act, Washington State Water Quality Rules and the current forest practices rules
allow recurrent harvest and regeneration of forested wetlands. This was a 1980’s TFW win/win
agreement that provided for buffer and other protections around wetlands that contained ponded
water during certain seasons. Currently the Wetlands Scientific Advisory (WetSAG) sub group of CMER is
collecting data for the Forested Wetlands Chronological study of forested wetlands that you approved.
At WetSAG there is a strong belief that timber harvest of forested wetlands is ecologically unacceptable.
A rule disallowing timber harvest of my forested wetland would leave me only the home site value.
My Request
Adopt the WFFA proposal.
The 1987 TFW Agreement concluded “In the area of timber harvesting impacts, the small landowners by
definition are not a significant factor because their ownerships are dispersed and their cutting patterns
are largely random.“ Both the 1987 TFW and the 1999 Forest and Fish agreements, passed with 100%
consensus of your predecessors, included reductions in riparian tree requirements due to the typically
smaller timber harvests by small forest landowners. I was there 35 years ago and still waiting for your
action.
I have reviewed the independent science that you commissioned to evaluate the WFFA proposal. It is at
least as good as anything the we have done at CMER.
From a high-altitude at FPB rule-making, my family and I are hard pressed to believe that you care about
the cost of the existing forest practices rules on such a small tract— let alone the cost of additional rules

currently being discussed. I am sure there are many SFLO’s that have similar situations and are
contemplating conversion to non-forest uses.
Sincerely,
Harry Bell
Port Angeles, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
I’m writing to ask that you support the WFFA westside stream buffer recommendation at the upcoming
Forest Practice Board meeting.
My wife and I are new to being small forest landowners (just over 8 years), however, the land has been in
my wife’s family since 1894. The purchase was not made as a financial investment but rather continue a
legacy for our children and grandchildren to own land that has such a strong family connection. As
Washington loses more of its forest lands to development, we felt by saving this land from development
we could use it to instilling the importance in our grandchildren a sense of family legacy and becoming
good stewards of Washington’s natural resources. While legacy and stewardship are admirable goals;
however, they are not free (by a long shot). How we hope to achieve these as “perpetual generational”
goals is by the funding from future timber harvests. Being able to use our forest land to the fullest extent
will allow us (and other small forest landowners) to achieve these goals. Our forest land has a perennial
non-fish (Np) stream. The impact of a Np stream may be smaller, but an impact nevertheless.
We are also considering purchasing (and save from development) additional family heritage land that has
a fish stream on it. Fish stream buffers will have a significant impact on our evaluation whether this
property is able to support “perpetual generational” legacy by future timber harvests. The decision to
make such a significant purchase that will provide my wife and I no financial benefit because of the length
of time to grow a forest is very difficult. Especially since the forest management will be a burden on our
children and grandchildren to continue this legacy. It’s these types of real-world considerations about
stream buffers that small landowners (like us) have to make a decision whether it is worth keeping their
land as undeveloped forest land or allow it to be developed
We recently (October 2022) participated in a stream restoration project during the Washington
conservation districts’ Orca Recovery Day. Our family has volunteered on many restoration projects over
the years, but the Orca Recovery Day was a new activity for us, so I asked several questions to the
conservation district coordinator for the project about the stream and buffer we were to be working on that
day. The stream was a fish baring stream with active salmon runs but understand had “no” stream buffer
requirement for the farm because the land was designated as Agriculture. That designation made the
stream buffer voluntary. This won’t be a rant why tree "farmers" are penalized and responsible for all the
regulatory salmon recovery activity, when others have no or limited impact whatsoever. I understand
when laws get made the outcomes are messy and not always fair to everyone. But when those laws
provide some relief for the landowner significantly impacted, the regulations developed in support of the
laws should provide as much relief as allowed.
WFFA has provided a recommendation that is supported by reviewed analysis / science that they believe
achieves the currently accepted buffer criteria. Since the WFFA recommendations appears to achieve
the current buffer criteria and provides small forest landowners additional harvest benefits of land they
own, it seems like a really easy call in accepting the recommendations.
In closing I’m asking the Board to support rules that; 1) meets the current science that ensure our native
salmon survives and thrives on our landscape (assume this is the currently accepted buffer criteria;
shading, large woody debris), and 2) provides the greatest flexibility to the small forest landowner to

maximize the benefit for use of their land. For the family-owned lands, the second item will allow us to
maintain our property as forest land for generations to come. I’m asking to please support the WFFA
westside stream buffer recommendation.
Thank you for including my input in your consideration for the upcoming Forest Practice Board meeting.
Regards,
Tom Inglin (Renton, King County)

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
I have been a small forestland owner for fifty years; retired owner of a small logging company and an active participant
in the Forest Practices “journey” for twenty five years starting in 1975, serving sixteen years as a member of the Forest
Practices Board. I am writing in support of the WFFA Small Forest Landowners Riparian Buffer Template proposal.
Participating in the SFLO working group on behalf of WFFA, leading up to the Forest and Fish Agreement proposal, the
Alternate Plan provision was a significant component in gaining SFLO support for the Forest and Fish agreement.
Funneling an Alternate Plan through a defined process as the Adaptive Management Program is positive, but evolving
into an eight year process is not what was envisioned with that SFLO support.
Lack of consensus within the process working group apparently is the stalemate for this proposal. Consensus has always
been difficult on contentious issues, often reflecting bias of one “flavor” or another. I suspect that is one of the reasons
why the Legislature that passed the Forest Practices Act placed the Act’s authority under the auspices of a Board to
resolve stalemates that interfere with advancing the objectives and intent of the Act.
The “cookie cutter” nature of the existing prescribed Riparian Buffers coupled with the variations in landscape
conditions that exist from one site to another suggests that there is prescription “wiggle room” to achieve the desired
Riparian protections and functions.
The proposal submitted by WFFA was developed with scientific assistance and peer review assessments verify that
variations
from the prescribed buffer widths can achieve an acceptable level of Riparian protections and functions.
In keeping with the intent of the Legislature and spirit of the Forest and Fish Agreement, I respectfully request the Board
adopt
the WFFA Small Forest Landowner Template proposal. The availability of an option to the prescribed Riparian Buffers for
small landowners that are disproportionately impacted by the size of their parcel and/or the existence of a significant
proportion of the ownership containing riparian conditions will be valuable to many SFLO’s economically and provide
more flexibility in their management options . Additionally, I request the Board consider the recommendations
proposed by WFFA to improve the Adaptive Management Program process.

Harold B. Brunstad
Montesano, WA. 98563
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to voice support for the WFFA buffer proposal. My family owns 580 acres of
timberland on the Coweeman River in Cowlitz County primarily in the RF Nesbit Timberland LLC
and in other entities. We collectively own approximately one mile of river front on both sides of
the river and additional frontage on one side of the river. In addition, there are numerous creeks
and streams on the property that flow into the Coweeman. Currently, approximately 75 acres of
the property is classified as RMZ with a stumpage value of approximately $750K according to our
forestry management company.
Some of this property has been in our family for 100 years. We view the ownership of this
property as a being in trust for future generations of our family and that we have a duty to
maintain this property as forestland and habitat while managing it for timber harvests. We
consider some parts of the property as off-limits to logging and certainly to development in the
future. We have actively worked to promote conservation and to support efforts to create
habitat for fish on our property.
That said, there are unique aspects of our property that should be taken into consideration
when determining the RMZ zones for timber harvests. We do not feel the current system is
equitable. 75 acres and $750K of timber is a large amount of acreage for a small family tree farm
to have completely off limits to harvest. We are currently subject to restrictions not placed on
property that is being developed. The current rules need to be changed to reduce the burdens on
small landowners going forward.
Therefore, we support the WFFA buffer proposal.
Thank you,
Christopher Braun
General Manager
RF Nesbit Timberland, LLC
General Manager
Upper Coweeman Holdings 1, LLC

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Greetings:
I was the technical staff person for the Department of Ecology during the Forests and Fish negotiations
and am a professional forester by training and worked as a consultant and for the Forest Service. I
remember attending a Forest Practices Board meeting a number of years back where part of the
discussion was focused on stream buffers. Chan Noernberg and Nels Hanson (representing the WFFA Washington Farm Forestry Association) gave a presentation and used an enlarged aerial
photograph showing the impacts of the then proposal on a small forest land owner's property. The take
away I had from that presentation was buffer widths can have a disproportionate impact on small tracts
and on the owners of those tracts. They showed that essentially most of the land would be within the
stream buffers as proposed at that time.
Those gentlemen accepted having their concerns addressed to be put on hold in order for the entire
process to keep moving along. I took that to mean take care of the large landowners first and then the
smaller landowners later. I thought it a generous but monetarily expensive gesture. My understanding
is the small landowners' concerns have still not been addressed - as a small forest landowner, that
causes me concern about the amount of trust that can be placed in the promises made.
As a professional forester and scientist, and recalling a mantra from the Forests and Fish negotiations Let us go where the science leads us - it appears to me the WFFA buffer information they have provided
shows the effectiveness of various buffers, including smaller ones depending on the size of the stream.
Based on my personal professional experience and the demonstrated science, I urge the Forest Practices
Board support and adopt WFFA's template and also include monitoring to further demonstrate the
efficacy of the different sized buffers.
Clifford D. (Doug) Rushton
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dennis and Norene Wedam, Purchased 260 acres of timberland during working years.
Dennis Wedam, Retired Professional Engineer
Degrees: BS Electrical Engineer, BS Chemistry, Minor Economics
Dennis and Norene past Presidents of the North American Truffle Society, advancing forestry
research.
Our timberland was purchased to obtain an inflation hedge during retirement. The land is longterm investment with few opportunities for cash flow. When the reward year arrives any
restricted policy—including large non-effective stream buffers—may destroy any dream of
returns on investment or land use for recreation. The large buffers reduce the number of
individuals willing to purchase lands for cash flow and enjoying their piece of Washington’s
forest lands. Reducing the buffer width should increase the number of private investors willing
risk a long-term investment.
My years of observation indicated that the wide buffers are ineffective and may be more harmful
to fish than a narrow buffer. A productive fish stream requires non-contaminated replacement

nutrient, sunlight and water cooler than surrounding soils. More trees don’t necessarily mean
more fish.
A stream may be so clean there are no fish. For example, the water in some Northwest
Montana streams is so pure that there is no life. Those streams flow through very rocky areas
with few trees. The building block for stream life is decaying wood. After the forest fires in
Montana some steams recovered very quickly with a new flush of nutrient and opening the
forest canopy to sunlight. Fly fishing improved. The sunlight increased the growth of stream
vegetation and bugs. Further, the research in the Mt St Helens volcanic area shows that fish
have recovered in the lakes where debris including trees were deposited.
The number acres of forested land in Lewis County appears to have grown in the past 40 years.
Farmland has been converted to forest land. Fields that raised grass or grain crops are now
Christmas trees or private forest land. I would expect streams to be more shaded by a new
forest canopy. Yet, the fish are fewer.
Water temperature is critical for fish. Shading whether a canopy or logs in a stream is important
for fish to school up to escape too warm water. Water self-cools with evaporation. There
should have been some temperature studies prior to current buffer rules. The water
temperature in more open canopy may be the same or less than the closed canopy with current
rules.
Protecting streams to improve fish habitat may require a look for other detrimental sources.
Nutrient flowing in the streams may be contaminated with toxic waste. One of these wastes if
the solid biowaste from municipal sewage systems that is being spread on the agriculture land
and forests. Better alternatives to waste management must be implemented.
Washington State privately owned timberland is an important part of the State’s economy and
should not be lost from restrictive regulation. Land always moves to its most productive
enterprise. If landowners cannot make a return on forestry land, the land will convert to other
uses.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson and Members of the Board
My family homesteaded in NE Whatcom county in 1880, where most of the land is forested, our
livelihood has been timber harvesting and farming
We are all serious fisherman and strongly believe in protecting our streams for future generations
I have been active in timber industry as a business owner for over 50 years doing timber harvesting and
FPA permitting
I have completed the Certified Master Logging program, I am referred to landowners by the DNR
Foresters that work in the forest with the FPA dept.
I do the permitting, timber harvesting and assist in the replanting of trees.
When out in the forest with DNR Field Rep make comments on how wide RMZ requirements for
streams, wetlands and bogs that are on stable flat grounds that it is an impact on their landowners
income, which is taken from landowners on their harvest where wider RMZ's are required that are not
needed

I am steward of the land and it is my livelihood and would like the opportunity to manage the land once
again a way that provides equal in overall effectiveness to the regulations with a far less burdensome
alternative
I am asking the Board for their support by approving the three management buffers recommended by
WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the
Adaptive Management Program.
Passage of the recommended motions would renew our faith in Forest & Fish/ commitments of the
Legislature/commitments of prior Forest Practice Boards/our natural resource agencies/our next
generations
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing
Dean Zender
Deming Wa. 98244
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Board,
Please approve the SFLO template with prescriptions regarding stream buffers.
I have just 10 acres in S.E. Monroe. Massive buffers were put in place by the county when this house
was built in 2000. There is also a 60' wide road easement running right through my property, many very
steep slopes, corresponding drainages & wetlands. There's not much left.
I have had the privilege to live on this property for the last 18 years. There's no legacy story and no
financial planning story. I love it here... a sanctuary for wildlife, an eye full of beauty, and a soul all its
own that I catch glimpses of when my mind is very quiet (can forget about who wants what) I have
wanted more space but would think twice about moving some place like this again in Washington State
given the restrictions, of which I knew little about until WFFA sent out this information in a newsletter.
To wrap it up... sounds like WFFA has done its homework. I especially like the 'variable' language...feels
like nature intended. Please vote in favor of the WFFA prescriptions, After all one size fits all only works
for tube socks. (Sorry, but I couldn't resist:)
Thank you for taking the time.
Warmest regards,
Meg Steed
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 10/31/ 22 Evening

I write this in support of the Miller Family Forestry land adjacent to the Scott Lake
community in and all the other small forestland owners around the state, which I
presume do similar work.
As a resident of Scott Lake for over 30 years, I can attest to the benefits to our
community derived from the ongoing stewardship and improvements the Millers
have made to this private forest land. I utilize this land many times during the
week to walk my dog and enjoy the exercise. During those walks, I have had a
chance to speak with Ken about many things. What stands out is his commitment
to what he is doing. Ken and I are about the same age, and I have often

wondered why a man in our stage of life would take on a project that offers so
little incentive for near term profit, given all the work and money spent on the
front end. My only conclusion is that he enjoys what he is doing, which is what he
has done most of his life. There may even be some altruism, in that he wants to
leave something better than he found it. Which he is doing!
Again, the beneficiaries of the Miller’s efforts are not only the residents of Scott
Lake, but the residents of this state. When we have families like the Millers truly
managing their private forestry property, in a sustainable manner, we will all
win. If you can help my neighbors with their regulatory issues, this encourages
them to continue forestry, which is another win for all my neighbors in Scott Lake
as well as the rest of Washington.
Sincerely,
Rob Johnson
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chair and Members of the Board:
Our names are Jane and Ron Vukonich, we are third generation owners of a
quarter section of Farm Forest Land in Kittitas County, Washington. We also have
a small parcel of forest land in Thurston County, WA.
We are writing to request that you support the WFFA Western WA stream buffer
proposal.
Additionally, we are requesting the removal of the F & F rule constraints in order
that we can create and maintain healthy, fire resilient RMZ for our forest land in
Central WA. We literally hold our breath every fire season hoping that wildland
fires will not decimate our family legacy. We comply with all Kittitas County
requirements including being keenly vigilant about removing noxious weeds.
Thank-you!
Sincerely,

Jane & Ron Vukonich
WFFA Members
Olympia, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Members of Forest Practices Board:
I recently attended my first Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) meeting in Grays
Harbor. Attending were very informed members of the small tree farm community. As you prepare to
forward your recommendations to the State, my family and I hope you will support narrower buffers for
small forest landowners. This is both a conservation and a best practices issue, and we believe the
science supports the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions.
In 2017, we logged about 35 acres on Bear Gulch Creek, a major stream where, as a kid, I excitedly
threw beat up salmon over a beaver dam to get them upstream to several tributaries running through
our logging “show.” Due to a sharp forester who oversaw the logging operation for us, he insisted on us
signing up for the FREP Riparian program that in a few years leased our riparian areas trees for 50 years
at a price to us that was slightly more than the equivalent profit from the logging. This profit advantage
I was informed by the attendees was very unusual. I was amazed that the State was so empathetic and
thoughtful to pay for what is essentially taken away by decree.
Large Stream Riparian Areas are Too Big After the WFFA meeting I dug into my fairness bin to evaluate
this fish saving procedure. First, I am a taxpayer and I want my dollars to go for “real” beneficial
projects. If you take away someone’s property, I am in favor of paying them fairly. The problem: Is it
necessary to have 140 feet from that stream, on each side, restricted for shade? At the meeting, it was
said that 75 feet would be ample for shade. My taxpayer dollars do not need to pay for that extra 65
feet of tree area. Something is wrong with this regulation for taxpayers, they are overpaying for
something not needed. “Shady” deal here?
It was mentioned that “big wood” is needed in the wide riparian areas to get large material to fall into
the stream to provide for fish resting and feeding breaks. On my farm there are a few Cedars that will
not fall into the large stream, but lots of Alders that will. But, in my limited experience, Alders crumble
in smaller pieces that either float away to create jams downstream during large storms, or rot in place
when their limited life span is over. Or worse, if they uproot, they tear out large dirt chunks that is bad
for the surrounding area. Logging those Alders out of the 65 feet would have been much better for
everyone (even though I got a little better stumpage in Riparian compensation).
Common Sense Tree Removal from Riparian Areas The slopes that are connected to the smaller
streams, that do have a smaller Riparian area designation, might still have a problem. In the shaded
area and beyond, that small band of larger trees that are/were protected by the logged area could have
wind-driven trees that fall into the actual shade part of the protected Riparian small stream bed.
This brings up the subtle but extremely important point: “hangers” (those not touching the water) or
random larger falling trees that line up with the stream walls that get to the water surface of the small
tributaries become a hazard. If these big trees are introduced into a small stream, on a slope, they will

do more damage in preventing fish passage and or erosion around the banks of that blockage. That
means more mud below and the habitat blocked above. Solution: suspect trees exposed to logging
blow down must be selectively removed from within the Riparian area if they are too large for the
intended purpose of “large wood” in the stream for ponds for fish resting and feeding areas. Riparian
areas therefore need common sense tree removal exceptions for each logging show.
Our land will outlast me and my wife, and in the normal growing time for the next harvest, the 50-year
lease will be over, ready to renew for the next logging where this cycle can continue in 2068. Maybe the
taxpayer will get a better deal if reasonable Riparian setbacks are adopted in the meantime. What is
certain, around 2036 our children will log the next 90 acres of the same property and the Riparian
program will be called upon again to compensate for the stream setbacks on that portion of land. I
applaud all the government agencies who have helped us with our property in the past and look forward
to their help again. We are lucky and proud to be part of the WFFA, a committed and thoughtful
statewide group of forest farm owners.
Sincerely,
Roger and Diane McRea
Bellevue, WA 98005
425 941 7089
Loreen McRea Keller
Sammamish, WA 98074
Andrew Roger McRea
Shoreline, WA 98177

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We support the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a fifth generation forestland owner in
Forks, Washington and represent family members that own and manage
approximately 1000 acres of forestland.
I have had a personal experience concerning the determination of Forestland
Buffers. Many were based not on good science, but rather on agendas of special
Interest groups, which can lead to the unintended consequence of "forestland
conversion".
As stewards of forestlands, we need certainty of buffers, setbacks and management
conditions in order to establish business plans for long term investments. We need
promises kept so that we can continue to have forestlands that benefit all, the
forestland owner, the community, and wildlife.
Please support and approve the three management buffers recommended by
WFFA. This will be saying "Yes" to the best forestland management, using the best

environmental science and correcting the injustice done to Small Forestland Owners
for the last 23 years.
Thank you for listening,
Stan Peterson
Forks, Washington

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Cheryl Kocher. My husband, Virg Kocher, and I own two small forested
tree farms. One is located in Grays Harbor County and was purchased originally by
my husband’s father around 1946. We recently purchased another 20 acre tree farm
in Mason County. We have 2 children and a grandson who want to continue the
tree-growing family legacy.
We love trees! We feel that healthy forestland is vital for a sustainable human
environment and providing habitat for wild animals. Trees help filter the air and soil,
they provide protection, they provide products for building and heating, and they
provide aesthetic beauty and mental stimulation. Our family also cares deeply about
wildlife. We have three extended family members who are wildlife biologists and we
recognize the importance of wildlife and habitat management.
We are asking you to honor the AMP “equal in overall effectiveness” science and the
legislative and regulatory commitments to SFLOs. As small family Forest Owners we
need to know you respect and appreciate our input and concern about effective
regulation. Please honor our wishes and the intent of Forests & Fish with your vote
by supporting template prescriptions deemed equal by multiple science
reviewers. We would appreciate your approval of the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA. As land owners we take our responsibility seriously as
Stewards of the Land.
Thank you for your attention to this matter. We are counting on you to help us
provide the best land use practices for now and for future generations.
Sincerely,
Virg & Cheryl Kocher
Lacey, Washington
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To the Chair and all members of the Forest Practices Board:

We, like the hundreds of other small forest landowners, forestry professionals & scientists who have
contacted you, strongly request your consideration and approval of the SFLO buffer width
prescriptions.
We are small forest landowners in Spokane County and found only our consulting forester could
determine and implement the existing rules for our recent harvest. Our stream required a 150 foot
buffer even though it is an intermittent seasonal stream that flows and dies out downstream in a
neighbor's hayfield. It does not connect to any flowing water. The buffer though is required only
because the stream has a defined channel that is created by spring run-off. Otherwise, it does now
flow but the extensive buffer is none-the-less required.
We trust you will honor the intent of Forests & Fish by supporting the buffer width prescriptions
presented to you. Family forest owners truly are STEWARDS of the land in all aspects and wish only to
manage their land in a reasonable manner. Your support for the template buffer will acknowledge
the value we bring to the environment.
Bob and Jane Takai

Newman Lake, WA 99025

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions that our WFFA Board has
worked tirelessly over 23 years to research and propose. My name is Debbie Buse, I am a lifetime
member of the Washington Farm Forestry Association, formerly a Board Member serving during the years
that Forest and Fish laws were proposed and enacted, and currently manage 1511 acres of my father's
legacy tree farm. I remember the promise that was made to our small forest landowners: If we could
propose buffer widths less onerous but still protect our lakes, rivers and streams so that fish and other
aquatic species would thrive, then the state would consider changing the buffer width for our
constituency.
35% of the property I manage is conservatively impacted by the current buffering required. The buffers
are confusing and difficult to lay out. Currently we have 4 FREP applications submitted with a 5th on the
way. 3 of our applications are #67,68, and 69 on the list and the other two do not make the current list of
over 100 applicants. Our compensation will be 50% of what we would have received if we were able to
harvest under the proposed prescriptions and we will wait years to receive the compensation. We would
much prefer being able to harvest our buffer rather than being tied to a 50-year easement that would
penalize our next generation.
I remember when the Forest and Fish laws was passed. I remember saying, "once it is taken away, we
will never get it back". I implore you to be the ones that set politics aside, recognize the value our family
managed forests provide, acknowledge the validity of the science behind the proposed protocol, and help
renew our faith in the Forest and Fish commitment. Please give your most positive, unbiased
consideration to the Buffer Templates that will keep the SFLO thriving and will provide equal protection for
our resources.
Sincerely,
Debbie Buse
WB Foresters, LLC

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal as I believe it is a simpler, effective, and more reasonable way
to protect fish and take less of property landowner's timber. My great grandfather homesteaded the
property I now live on while Washington was still part of Washington Territory before statehood. My
brother and I, now third generation owners, own the property which consists of approximately 32 acres
of hay fields and most of the balance in timber land. The South Fork of the Newaukum River runs
through my property with steep banks for the most part with more flat-lands on the remaining stretch
where the river is more inclined to wonder over the decades. About 28 acres were purchased from
Carlisle Lumber Company in the 1940's and added to the homestead. Quite a few acres are now
classified as Riparian Management Zone (RMZ) and Channel Migration Zone (CMG) on the old Frase
homestead. When mom and dad were just married and living on the property, during high water
salmon were swimming around in their front yard. My dad could lie on a maple tree overhanging the
river and touch the water with his hand. Over the years the river has cut a deep groove into rock and is
much lower than it was in the 1940's. Back in those days the salmon runs were so prolific that "you
could almost walk across the river on them and not get your feet wet" - hyperbole I am sure but we get
the point. Dead spawned-out salmon lined the river banks and "stank to high heaven" per my parents
description of the situation. The river going through my place was very cold in the 50's and 60's when I
was a kid and still is very cold. Steep banks and dense alders keep the river temperature cold all year
long where I live - not so much several miles down stream.
A lot of visitors enjoy the river where I live and a few like to hunt on my property. I have seen over a
dozen deer at one time in one of my hay fields and once in a while an elk or two. Bald Eagles and otters
are also prevalent. Several years ago a neighbor's private fish pond was visited one night by otters; they
cleaned out his whole pond in one night when his electric fence had shorted out. These cute creatures
must be very social as they called all of their buddies to attend the great bonanza - there must be a lot
of otters in the river system. There are numerous other critters enjoying this ecosystem as well. The
area is very beautiful and we want to keep it that way - unspoiled and unpolluted - natural.
The FREP (spelling??) plan was to pay property owners for 50% of the timber in the no-cut RMZ/CMZ
zones. When funding was available and I received all of the associated paperwork, my brother and I
were alarmed to find that to get the 50% we had to deed over to the state some of our property rights
through a Title Company. As we are opposed to more and more government taking of private property
and property rights, we opted out of the FREP program with the loss of thousands of dollars in income.
So instead of losing 50% of the timber income in these areas we lost 100% - seems like more
government overreach. Smaller RMZ offsets would help reduce income losses for the property owners
and make raising timber more viable without a threat to future fish populations. A lot of the fish
problems are caused by more losses in ocean fishing, nets in the lower Chehalis River, seals and sealions, and other predators. Fish that don't make it back to spawning grounds will not produce more fish
regardless of how good the upstream habitat is. Even during my lifetime of now almost 78 years, I have
seen a decrease in the number of fish returning to the river where I live.
Please support the buffers recommended by WFFA that are based on good science to benefit all
concerned parties. Thank you for listening and being willing to serve on this board. I know that public
officials are in a difficult position and can not satisfy everyone and every situation. Thanks again for
your service and efforts to make our state a better place to live with fairness to all.

Steve Frase
retired chemical (& environmental) engineer from Longview Fibre Company, graduate University of
Washington, former Onalaska School Board member, residing on part of old Frase homestead - part of
my heritage.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the new WFFA buffer proposal as a really good improvement over
the current regulations. I view the current buffer requirements to be much too harsh, causing
unnecessary financial loss to all the SFLOs it affects. The promises of some government reimbursement
for the pain have failed. It does nothing better for the fish either, in my opinion.
My family owns over 962 acres of forest land in Clark County. We are all long time members
of the WFFA. My grandparents, my mother, and her sister and husband, have all made tree farmer of
the year in Clark o King counties, in one year or another. There are many creeks on all the properties, as
well as a mile of King Creek, a protected wild river, and the Boody pond in Chelatchi Prairie. My guess is
that the current buffer regulations take away close to a third of our land, by forcing it in to idleness that
makes no money, for us, or the forest tax department.
On most of my land, I do small thinnings, the occasional small clear cut with replanting, I
make a living, and it looks great, my pride and joy. In the current buffer zones, I have scrappy alder, vine
maple, blackberry tangle, and in general, brush. It looks a mess, such a waste, when I would love to keep
it well tended. Please approve the new buffer zones!
Recently, the Nakia fire was 8 miles south of my Dole Valley property, and 6 miles south of
my aunt and uncle's Tarbell property, with gusty swirling east wind, with the Sunset Road fire happening
a few miles north at the same time. The Kalama fire, the Black Hole fire, and the Siouxon fire were also
happening, a few miles east from Mom's Chelachi Prairie property, and her and her sister's Boddie Pond
property. What if it had not rained? RMZ's can become fire corridors, with the only access to water you
need quickly being a few deer trails here and there. This is mostly useless to firefighters, or fleeing
landowners. All the family properties have only one road in/out. Wildlife would probably like to run for a
creek to shelter in too if necessary. The fish are already in there!
With global warming, our beautiful carbon sequestering NW forests deserve every advantage
to survive, not financially crippling regulations that make them hard to keep, and harder to stay in
forestry instead of housing development, who gets laxer rules. The amazon rain forest has gone from
the biggest rain forest on the planet to the biggest savanna on the planet, greatly harming the planet.
Current regulations make it hard for SFLO's to stay in timber. Please support the new WFFA buffer
proposal! It would be so much better for all concerned, and no worse for the fish, in my opinion.

Leslie Brady
Clark County Tree Farmer

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express my support for the WFFA buffer proposal. My name is Jesse
Bloomfield and I am a Small Forest Landowner (Mason County). I received a Bachelor of
Science in Natural Resource Management from Washington State University in 2000 and
have worked in forestry for my entire career (Certified Forester, Society of American
Foresters). I am also a licensed Real Estate Broker specializing in timber land. I list my
credentials simply to show that I have worked broadly with stakeholders in this complex
arena and have considered the issues we face as citizens and as resource managers from
multiple perspectives.
It has been my experience that loss of manageable acres due to regulation aimed at public
resource protection is a significant consideration for landowners when assessing the value
of their land and contemplating asset management decisions. This decision is framed as a
choice between suffering/risking continued devaluation of forestland or taking advantage of
rising land values for non forestry uses such as development. Within the SFLO segment I
generally recognize two groups as most at risk of conversion: first are those I will label
capitalists as their decisions are driven primarily by ROI; second are those commonly
thought of as land rich but cash poor. In my experience, both groups frequently identify loss
of manageable acres due to regulatory "take" of their land as a factor in their decision to
take advantage of rising development land values. It is no secret that long term forestry is
no longer the most valuable use for much of the rural land in our state.
If your goal is, in fact, to protect public resources by maintaining working forests as working
forests, then we are asking you to acknowledge the significant contributions Small Forest
Landowners make to that end by codifying the alternate buffer prescriptions for SFLO's.
Thank you for listening and for supporting the approval of the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA.
Sincerely,
Jesse Bloomfield, CF

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
As a small timberland owner in Clark County, and as a former Senior Vice President Timber for Longview
Fibre Company managing 650000 acres of industrial timberland in Oregon and Washington, during my 44
years with Fibre, I was directly involved with helping establish Forest Practice Rules in Oregon and
Washington, and know the challenges you face.
The challenges for large industrial owners and small tree farmers are not the same. In many cases a
small landowner can be affected far more seriously by buffer restrictions than a large forest owner with
multiple holdings.
Every acre of a small tree farmers land provides the same environmental values as large industrial
owners and in many cases a far longer rotation age with added values than current large industrial
owners.

With the risks and challenges of owning forest lands, the small landowner faces never ending pressure to
convert their land to development, ie”higher and better use.”.Excessive stream buffers can be a factor in
encouraging conversion to other uses.
The three STREAM MANAGEMENT BUFFERS proposed by the Washington Farm Foresters Association
and supported by Scientific Review can provide adequate stream protection for stream values and help
farm foresters maintain these forest ownerships.
My family has established an LLC to keep our 195 acres of forest land near Amboy and Woodland WA. a
managed Tree Farm. Our three children take an active part in managing these lands and hopefully their
offspring will carry on in the future.
If your ownership is small, it is important to manage every acre with well stocked, well spaced trees
suitable for the site. Every effort must be made to fire proof the area as much as possible by thinning,
pruning, and proper slash disposal, while protecting waters on the property, and hopefully, as the trees
mature and markets are strong, make a profit to pay for the tree planting, brush control, pre- commercial
thinning, taxes,etc, and feel good about all the hours you have spent watching those trees grow.
Respectfully submitted
David L. Bowden

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Re: Washington Farm Family Association (WFFA) riparian buffer proposal
As small forestland owners we support the WFFA buffer proposal. We own and try to responsibly
steward 48 acres of forestland north of Elma. The two parcels are bordered on the north and south by
Cloquallum Creek.
We both have a deep love of the outdoors and enjoy going to work often at our forest outside of Elma.
When her family’s eastern Cascade forest was logged, Jennie’s father contracted to have ski trails carved
on the hill. Jennie grew up learning to ski on those trails. During the summer that same forest, with its fir
and ponderosa pine trees, offered a place for family picnics and camping adventures.
Bob’s background in the outdoors was working in the apple orchards during summers when he was in
college. Those jobs and working on the county summer survey crew were outdoor jobs he loved.
Our daughter helps with contract writing for jobs we hire out. She also participates in the family virtual
business meetings. And the conversation comes up often with our daughter and son-in-law, of the
future value of the cedars now being planted on eight acres recently logged.
We hope to keep the forest healthy, providing income and jobs for the community through the timber
and special forest products grown on the land, and we hope to keep the forest as a habitat for wildlife.

Your support of the WFFA buffer proposal would help us and other small forest owners affordably
maintain our land, growing trees for future harvests and future generations.
The scientific studies have been put in place and show that three of the proposed smaller buffers are
equal in overall effectiveness to the larger buffers and would be appropriate for small forest
landowners’ low impact harvests.
Please give consideration to supporting the WFFA buffer proposal.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Robert and Jennie Bass
Richland, Washington

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Board,
We are writing to ask and encourage you to support the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA that would provide opportunities for small landowners to utilize
prescriptions for 75-foot, 50-foot, and 25-foot stream buffers, depending on stream widths.
We own 100 acres of land in the Willapa valley on which my great-grandparents lived and
raised their children 100 years ago. Our family has been fortunate to own it for the last 50
years, during which time we have worked to preserve the beauty and integrity of the land. We
hope that our heirs will have the opportunity to continue to preserve this timber land for
generations to come.
The buffers proposed by the WFFA are supported by research under the Forest Practices
Adaptive Management Program. They are effective and practical. They will help us and our
heirs to have easy to understand effective guidelines within which to work to manage and
preserve our land without the need to engage expensive consultants and without the
encumbrance of unnecessarily large buffer zones that place undue financial hardship on small
landowners.
So, again we ask you to approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA that
are supported by research under the Forest Practices Adaptive Management Program.
Thank you.
Mike and Anna Matysik
Raymond, Washington

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chair Smith and Members of the Board:
In 1990 while I was a teenager still living at home my parents decided to buy a clearcut – thinking it
would be fun to plant a forest as a future education fund for their heirs. I was trapped and had no
choice but to help every Saturday for 3 ½ months. Occasionally I’d talk a friend into joining us for a
“fun” day helping mother nature – helping plant 2,000 seedlings/day turned out to be too much “fun”
for these one-time tree planters.
Several years later I acquired a smaller adjacent parcel of my own so despite the hard work I must have
got hooked on the idea of forest ownership. I’ve continued to help my parents on their forestland and
even gotten my own reluctant teenagers to spend at least a day planting trees. We now have 3
grandson’s we hope will soon get their hands on experiences with the fun of working in the dirt and with
tree’s.
At some point I may inherit my parents’ timberland and will feel obligated to continue their legacy even
though it’s not particularly a good investment from a financial standpoint, not to mention all the hard
work. When it’s time for regeneration harvests, I’ll have to decide whether I or my heirs will have the
interest/stomach for working towards another 40-50 year crop rotation. Our financial situation at that
time will play a part in that decision, as will the non-financial personal rewards of owning land. Will the
city folks still be thinking periodic harvesting of trees is somehow bad for the environment? Will the
rules continue to become ever more onerous? Will the state agency’s facilitate my land use choice, or
will I continue to think of them as “black hats”?
You have a choice that could change the seemingly unvalued regulatory paradigm my parents have felt
for years, by validating the relevant science and economic needs required by future generations to feel
valued beyond the meager financial returns of small forestland ownership. Good stewardship comes
from the heart and a desire to do good – and to be publicly supported for all aspects of forest
management. Your following the intent of the forest laws, and the results of your own science reviews
regarding the WFFA Template proposals will in part determine the long term future of our forestland.
Matt & Ami Miller
Tacoma, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam chair Smith and FPB members:
This letter is in support of the WFFA proposal you will be addressing in November.

My wife and I own 41 acres of forestland in the Chehalis basin in Lewis county, and 10 acres on
the Coweeman River in Cowlitz county. 25% of the 51 acres for our retirement are in
RMZ. Any of the Board care to donate 1/4 of their 401k for the good of fish in the State ?
I am a retired graduate forester and forestland manager for (primarily) family forestland
owners in southwest Washington. I was on the original DNR SFLO advisory board for its first
four years, then 2 more years on an "ad hoc" committee working with all of the stakeholders
to try to get some traction on the Alternative Harvest Prescriptions & Templates that were
promised in the 1999-2000 Fish and Forest Rules (note correct positioning of the terms in the
title to represent the reality). I left the committee when I realized 1) I was the only person
out of the +/- 20 folks in the room that was volunteering their time for most of a day every
couple weeks as it dragged on and on with little progress, 2) the recommended solution to
the above was to form another committee to analyze why , and 3) that this
was a complete waste of my time.
So here we are 15 years later still trying to get the FPB to honor the commitments made two
decades ago: science-based alternate harvest prescriptions (in the form of a template). WFFA
did "succeed" (?) in getting a thinning template, which actually does very little towards the
long-term goal of Desired Future Conditions (the devil is in the details). The WFFA
proposed buffers are larger than the ID Team-approved conifer restoration/hardwood
conversion alternate plans that were developed years ago. Those were then statistically
surveyed after cutting, and were shown to meet the "equal in overall
effectiveness" requirements for functions (with the exception of regeneration, which is a
relatively easy fix). That project became "An Inconvenient Truth" to the die-hards in the
agencies and NGOs and efforts made to bury/minimize it. It would seem the new studies might
be more difficult for the Board to discount and diminish, regardless of the historical views of
staff.
In closing, the FPB supporting this proposal would go towards reversing the disrespect shown to
the SFLO community through the FREP debacle and two decades (a generation!) of stiff-arming
on templates. Will it be perception over reality, and style over substance, again, or do you
finally speak truth to power (and politics) ? Family forest landowners lack of power in the state
has been their Achilles heel forever. Maybe time to make amends to what should be an
obligation.
Thank you for your consideration.
Steve and Bonnie Pedersen

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Posted 10/31/22 morning
TO: Madam Chairman Smith & Forest Practice Board Member,
I have been a Small Forest Landowner (SFLO) in Washington State for over 47 years.

I have lived through the many changes of the Washington State Forest Practices rules, and I was very
close to all the WFFA SFLO that negotiated the Forest and Fish Agreement on behalf of All Small Forest
Landowners of Washington State back in 1996-2000.
Do you All understand you are trampling on these Peoples Legacy’s by not providing SFLO a different
deal that was promised to them??
Do You All understand you are NOT living up to the agreement that you assured those SFLO they would
get? They took Major criticism and heat from there constituency and others that they sold them out when
agreeing to the Forest and Fish Agreement!
Yet they stood with You All to implement the Forest and Fish Agreement and now 23 years latter there
all DEAD, and YOU are All totally and completely dropping the Ball and NOT living up to the Promises
You All gave them!
I find it interesting that the Washington State SFLO are following the Forest and Fish Agreement yet the
other parties the State and Federal agencies are not honoring the promises and commitment’s they made!
There are the “Low Impact Harvest” restrictions that have Not been honored. The current FPB need’s to
seriously consider passing the alternative “Low Impact Harvest” WFFA proposal that is before you.
l know there are a lot of new Board members so please don’t take my messages personally, I’m venting
more at the whole system that’s let us down for years. It is very personal to me, because my wife Sherry
put everything, she had into making this work, including serving on this Board for 9 years, to the
detriment of her health, ultimately hastening her passing and left her feeling she had somehow failed all
her friends in the family forest community.
This Scientifically Sound proposal has shown to be equal in overall effectiveness to the current buffers.
This WFFA proposal is a step toward fulfilling the promises of over 23 years ago. So, is science really the
hang up or is it that SFLO Science will never see the light of day cause you ALL don’t like the answer?
Please do the “Right Thing” and pass the WFFA proposal. You Owe it to the Family Forest community!
Sincerely,
Thomas R. Fox, PO Box 311, Ethel, Washington 98542
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Thank you for your hard work in reviewing and considering the WFFA buffer proposal. As a small forest
landowner myself, as well as, a family member of a family tree farm (SFLO), I support the WFFA buffer
proposal. Our family owns a little over 100 acres that my father and mother purchased parcel by parcel
as they could over the years. My father recently passed away and the forest was where his heart was,
like the other SFLO's I know. His love of the land and trees naturally guided his decisions in managing the
timber which include protecting the flora and fauna. He (we) should have an option of choosing
narrower buffers if they provide equal in overall effectiveness. His dedication to the land serves as a
much better forest management plan than corporations or federal or state programs because of the

intimacy of the relationship to the land. Harvesting does need to happen and the SFLO should be able to
harvest from available resources as long as it does not threaten waterways and surrounding habitat. My
dad was involved in the 1999 Forests and Fish legislation. I attended meetings in Olympia with him,
which is when I became involved in understanding the tedious relationship between laws, SFLO, and big
forest landowners. It is also when I believed the government would follow through on their promises.
Dad shared his love of the land with us with hopes of preserving the forest for future generations.
Our tree farm provides education and hope for the future. The idea of SFLO helping educate people who
do not live in forests, grow timber, or interact with nature much is one of the greatest benefits I've
witnessed watching my dad do exactly that. Family members bring friends to the tree farm for
gatherings not necessarily to learn about the forest management but that is what ends up happening.
People who perhaps considered themselves environmentalist, yet came away from a walk in the woods
with dad knowing so much more when they arrived. Understanding the potential, the challenges, and
the dedication it takes to plant wee little seedlings and nurture them to a thriving timber stand. The
painstaking steps to get Cedar seedlings beyond the reach of the deer while protecting from the clutch
of blackberries. As I watched my dad until the day he died but his heart and soul into the trees, I
sometimes question if it is worth it. When filling out a cutting permit clearly identifies land taken by
buffer setbacks. Now that my dad is gone, it is up to us kids to continue his legacy, his dream. But is it
worth it? I wonder what laws are in the future that will take parcels or restrict harvest piece by piece.
Subdividing and selling is much more profitable. The most frustrating part is that legislators don't seem
to recognize the value of the SFLO in maintaining a sustainable forest.
Please, I encourage you to show your respect and appreciation by approving the three management
buffers recommended by WFFA of which are fully supported by three separate science reviews. Two
that were done in the Adaptive Management Program. Your support would give me hope in the
legislative process. Passage of the recommended motions would renew my faith in Forests & Fish
commitments of the Legislature. Commitments of prior Forest Practice Boards and our natural resource
agencies. Our next generation my be discouraged to continue their grandfather's legacy without
knowing “Olympia” and ”The Public” view my generation and our heirs as excellent stewards of the
land.
Thank you for your time. I believe that you will do the right thing for small family forest owners by
providing the best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to
come.
Sincerely,
Linda Edwards
Amboy, Washington

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

On behalf of our Chehalis, WA based family forest properties, we are in full support of the
WFFA buffer proposal before you. My name is Mike Alexander. I am a proud fourth
generation tree farmer and land steward along with my father, brothers, children, nieces and
nephews. I grew up working in and enjoying our family forestry activity every year with my
brothers and parents. To this day we have always harvested, replanted and managed our
forest land responsibly.
We have plenty of neighbors and friends that hunt, explore and find peace strolling through
our various aged stands of timberland, streams and viewing wildlife. We have been
committed to making our forest land even more productive for wood, water, recreation and
wildlife.
Our future generations of family forest owners are depending on your approval of the
WFFA proposal that is fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were
done in the Adaptive Management Program. We would fully appreciate your support and
trust in the small forest land ownership base in exhibiting great stewardship.
Thank You All for listening and doing the right thing for small family forest owners
who provide the best possible land use for all involved. Your support is appreciated and
will enhance land forested and managed responsibly by small forest landowners for
generations to come.
Sincerely,
Mike Alexander
Chehalis, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chair Smith and Members of the Board:
This is to respectfully ask you to consider supporting the WFFA buffer proposal.
Our family partnership has owed a 136-acre tree farm in Grays Harbor County since 2011. We have actively
managed this forestland for timber production in an environmentally friendly manner. We have precommercially
thinned the entire property and conducted a rehab peri-riparian harvest on it – replacing the jungles of noxious
blackberries with a thriving western redcedar plantation. We have also commercially thinned our main Douglas-fir
stands, thus assuring that we have a healthy and vigorous forest for the years to come. Since 2012, we have
annually participated in either Environmental Quality Incentives Program or Conservation and Stewardship
Program, or both, often with a financial loss for our partnership. One of us has studied tree farming extensively,
including under the mentorship of Charles J. Chambers, a pioneer of tree farming and a mensuration expert. We
have won a research grant from the National Institute of Food and Agriculture (via the Western Sustainability
Research and Education) and conducted a silvicultural research project on our tree farm. We are good stewards of
our land. We have used two alternate templates for the riparian management zone at two different harvests on

our property. We are well familiar with the riparian buffer concept, and how it applies to a small landowner’s
timber harvest.
As we understand, the current WFFA proposal is based on research. The research that underlies this proposal has
been extensively and repeatedly shared and discussed with all interested parties in the state of Washington. We
further understand that the results of this research and the quality of the underlying science have not been
challenged by any party. Under the circumstances, we think it is correct to say that the current WFFA proposal is
unequivocally supported by high-quality research.
Madam Chair Smith and Members of the Board: We all know that this issue is heavily contaminated with “politics”.
People who grow trees are always criticized for being not “green” enough. They are criticized by people who do
not grow trees. The only way to find an optimal path here is to develop regulations based on high-quality research.
Science, not politics!
Please vote for the research-based WFFA buffer proposal.
On behalf of our family partnership, with respect and gratitude,
Andrej A. Romanovsky, MD, PhD, FAPS
Professor (retired)
Andrej A. Romanovsky Partner, Forestry and Research
Nancy L. Romanovsky Partner, Marketing and Real Estate

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Well over twenty years ago, the stream buffers were increased to the over zealous
width that they are now, that we have been living with for the past twenty two years. I
have owned forest land for 64 years. I have worked with and assisted small woodland
owners for over 50 years. It hurts that I and my fellow small forest landowners have not
been able to manage our stream side lands in the most prudent and best manner since
the over zealous stream buffers have been in place. The wide buffers take many
acres of forest land that at present can not be harvested, managed and in many cases
they are just left to be wasted lands which are not managed at all. This is a large
sacrifice to small woodland owners and in many cases results in the mismanagement of
stream side zones. Prior to the large buffers, there was very little impact to streams and
fish by small forest owners. The large buffers also have a negative effect as there is
little incentive to manage the riparian zones as they can not be managed and or
harvested at present.
Fred Pickering
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

We are supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. We are a small forest landowner
located in Stevens County. We are living on forested acres that has been in our
extended family for almost 100 years. We are currently living and working on our
122 acres for 42 years now. As active members of WFFA we have attended
classes, participated in field days and have a current Forest Stewardship Plan. Our
land is our homesite and we are emotionally, physically and financially invested in
being good stewards of this land. Our neighbors are also small forest landowners
and as a community we all have an interest in having a healthy forest and a
vibrant and diverse wildlife. We have moose, deer, bear, cougar, bobcat and elk
benefitting from our forest, meadows and streams. Our goal is to continue caring
for our land through good forestry practices including pre-commercial thinning
and selective logging. We would like to manage our land for generations to come.
Family forest owners care about the environment more than most. We also care
for all those depending on forestland – we all need your support.
We ask that you honor the AMP “equal in overall effectiveness” science and the
legislative and regulatory commitments to SFLOs.
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing for small family forest owners
providing the best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land
forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Carlyle and Vickie Holtan
Dan Holtan (son)
Lisa Hallgarth (daughter)
Deer Park
Stevens County
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board

My wife and I purchase her great grandfather's homestead in 1964. The 82 acres of land is cut
into 10 small field by the Chehalis River, its oxbows and creeks. As these field become too
small for use of present farming equipment, we decided to plant it back to trees. Then the
Forests and Fish Legislation reduced our land which we control to 17 acres or 1/5 of our
property. This legislation promised special alternatives harvesting restrictions for such situations
for our small impact with harvesting.
A generation later the bureaucratic process has not fulfilled that promise. Eight years ago, the
Forest Practices Board accepted for review, a science based proposal from the Washington Farm
Forestry Association. After countless reviews and re-reviews this proposal was shown to meets
the functionality of the 200 foot buffers in the law. It is now time for the Forest Practice Board
to fulfill that 23 year old promise, to tree farmers like us, by providing equality in overall
effectiveness.
Thank you for your consideration
Charles And Susan Coddington
Chehalis, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
As a 4th generation owner of Priest Family timberland, I support the WFFA buffer proposal. Having
traveled extensively, our friends around the world envy us because we live in a country of freedom,
opportunity, and decision-making based on science, not the latest whims of personalities or political
parties. Looking at the science, the WFFA proposal shows that your stated goals can all be reached
using a less-restrictive buffer policy than is currently applied.
The family history of farming and logging on the same piece of property for generations is very special to
my family. Our property is also enjoyed by extended family in Seattle, Portland and guests from around
the world. We plan to share the beauty, responsibility and hard work associated with a small family forest
with our grandchildren and then pass the farm on to the 5th generation of the Priest Family.
Your support of the WFFA buffer proposal will help us give them the experience of responsibly working a
small family farm forest.
Thank you for the work you do and for your consideration of this topic.
Best regards,
Gerald, Priska, Gavin, Gideon & Gabriel Priest
13 Priest Road
Raymond, WA 98577

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

We are small family forest land owners in the Fargher Lake area of Clark County Washington. I
purchased our 40 acres of forested land at the age of 24 shortly after my military service. At
the time, I wanted to do my part to support a clean, healthy environment and felt that by
owning and preserving a parcel of forest land would be the best way I could make an
impact. We have owned our parcel now for over 45 years and plan to keep it in the family as

forest land into the future. Over the years, I have worked with DNR and as a member of WFFA
to keep our forest land managed using best forest practices. Like all small business owners,
farmers, and small forest land owners, we care about the health of our businesses and
properties. We are directly connected to our businesses and properties through daily hands-on
management. We support and positively impact urban and rural communities because we are
an integral part thereof. We have formed organizations to help make a greater impact for the
common good. WFFA through its membership, for example, provides beneficial support to its
member owners of small farms and forest land. WAFFA recommendations in helping to create
improved forestland management practices should be given great weight because it is
substantive having resulted from day-to-day hands-on experiences. My family is a member of
WFFA and WFFA is a grassroots organization. The Board's policies will directly impact the
future decisions regarding the management of our forestland and the communities we live in
and support.
For example, WFFA and its membership, in cooperation with others, have worked long and
hard on formulating a balanced and beneficial stream buffer proposal. Our membership, would
never put forward or support policies that would be harmful to our forested lands, the
environment or our communities. I respectfully request that the Board approve the three
management buffers recommended by WFFFA. These were supported by three separate
science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program.
Sincerely,
Jim Hanna
Brush Prairie, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association’s buffer proposal.
My name is Donald Kennedy. My family has owned 120 acres of timberland south of
Bellingham in Whatcom County for over 70 years. However, I have only managed this property
for the past 8 years. Last clear cut in the late 1970’s I have changed the harvest plan to consist
of 20 to 30 acre units harvested every 5 to 10 years. To accomplish this, we thinned the
property this past year to eliminate the low value species and to reduce crowding of the
remaining fir, cedar, hemlock and alder. It is my plan to have this property actively managed by
my children and grandchildren for many years to come..
While we do not have any year-round streams on our property, we do have a couple of draws
that have some water in them in the spring and after heavy rain. These are classified as nonfish (Np) streams. As such I would be extremely grateful if you would approve the three

management buffers recommended by the WFFA that are fully supported by separate scientific
studies and independent experts.
Donald Kennedy
Medical Lake, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Our family supports the WFFA buffer proposal. We own 36 acres of forest land west of Olympia that my
parents bought when they were first married, 75 years ago. Our third generation is now caring for this
forest.
In our harvests we have been careful to maintain diverse habitats to provide food and shelter for a variety
of birds and animals, including an occasional bear. We feel forests such as ours are essential to wildlife
as housing moves into rural areas. The more options we have in managing our forest, the more likely it is
to be economically sustainable. The science behind the WFFA buffer proposal shows that the proposed
buffers meet the regulatory standard for “equal in overall effectiveness” while providing more
management flexibility to small landowners.
I request that you approve the management buffers recommended by WFFA. They are backed by
independent science reviews, which should please those with environmental concerns, and are
consistent with the State's commitments to small forest landowners. Approving WFFA’s proposed
management buffers is not only best for small family forest owners, but it also benefits everyone by
keeping our current forest lands as forests for generations to come.
Public service is not easy. Thank you for being willing to serve, to consider all the science, and to protect
our forests—the key natural resource.
Sincerely,
Myrtle Siefken
Thurston County

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We write in support of the WFFA buffer proposal. We are long-term Small Forest Landowners.
Our family tree farm story started back in the 1920's when Jane's parents, Doc and Winifred, as a young
couple loved to hike in the Yacolt Burn back country in Clark County and fly fish. After several years they
were taking along their 2 daughters. It was apparent that Doug fir, Western Red Cedar, and Noble fir
seedlings and a great deal of native vegetation were coming back. By the 1940's Doc and Winifred were
buying some burned-over acres and for the purpose of establishing tree farms. Of course, they bought a
place with creeks and fish. Consequently, we have more than average water on our places; the creeks
range from summer absence or puddles up to one Shoreline of the State designated creek. We are hit
hard by Forest and Fish riparian buffers. Now, Jane and husband Pete are the second generation owning
the tree farms. Our retirement years have been essentially filled by studying and maintaining the tree
farms. We have loved it. Jane's sister also manages some of the the family forestland. Our children and
grandchildren also are owners now. The tree farms have been part of growing up in our family for three

generations. We say the tree farms ARE part of the family. We are actively managing for the health of
our forests which includes flora and fauna, water, air, and, in addition, contributes to the health of the
planet.
We were among the more skeptical when the Forest and Fish legislation was passed. Promises of future
possible equalizing of the greater economic damage that would happen to SFLO's did not
seem sufficient. Now it is the time that the possibility of supporting SFLO's on the land is here. You as
Board members can make a difference in how many families are able to afford keeping their forestlands.
The buffer proposal by WFFA will fulfill the riparian functions in a comparable way to today's complex
rules.
This is an opportunity for all of us to act in a way that will support keeping more acres in forest which is
probably the most important circumstance for the fish.
We ask the Board members for their support!
Thank you for your attention to this Important chance to make a step toward a healthier Pacific
Northwest and more retained forests. Small forest landowners will appreciate and acknowledge it if you
help fulfill this long term commitment.
Sincerely,
Jane and Peter Revesz, Clark County WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairman Smith & Board Members,
We respectfully urge the Forest Practices Board to adopt the WFFA buffer
proposals.
The science-based buffer proposals provide additional and urgently needed
options to help small forestland owners make their lands both environmentally
and economically sustainable.
The two kinds of sustainability go hand-in-hand, especially in fast-growing
counties like Clark County, where the pressure to subdivide and develop forest
and farmland is tremendous.
Clark County’s current 40 acre minimum parcel size for forest land was only
retained in the last Comprehensive Plan Update cycle after a court challenge
under the GMA. Otherwise, the minimum parcel size would have been cut in half
to only 20 acres, putting compliance with current buffer requirements out of
reach of many current and future landowners.
On a personal note, we regularly get unwelcome and unsolicited offers to
purchase our land – no doubt for development.

We have worked hard to preserve what remains of land that has been in the
family almost 75 years. We want to pass that heritage on to our children – the
fifth generation of our family in Clark County.
About half of our 20 acres tree farm had been logged before we gained title; but
now, with the help of a consulting forester and the Clark Conservation District
and others, all except the immediate area around our house is planted in trees,
mostly Douglas Fir. The battle to control blackberries and other invasives is
never-ending; and we regularly have to replant seedlings because many young
trees have died due to extreme heat and summer dry spells.
We keep at it because this is home, and we enjoy the beauty of the land and its
bounty, including home-made crabapple jelly.
At our age, we will not live to see the benefit of the WFFA buffer proposals, but
we fervently hope that our children will benefit.
Thank you in advance for considering the WFFA proposals.
Sincerely,
Judy Zeider and Alex Mintz
Battle Ground, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Chairperson Smith and members of the Board:
Please help maximize the ability of our family’s forest to capture and store carbon by supporting
regulatory changes for stream buffer widths detailed in the Washington Farm Forestry Association
(WFFA) Small Forest Landowner Buffer Width Dispute paper dated 7/21/2022.
Our 20-acre forest land is located in Whatcom County near Acme, WA. Our forest, along with other
small privately owned forests, plays an important role in capturing carbon. Carbon is stored in the trees
during their growth phase. When the timber is harvested, the carbon is then sequestered in the form of
lumber used to build homes. Replanting starts the carbon storage cycle anew. With your support, small
forest landowners (SFLOs) will use the alternate plan proposal of reducing stream buffers to maximize
the carbon uptake and storage of our forests -- while the effectiveness of stream buffers is maintained.
Implementing the alternate plan brings an important carbon-storage benefit to our society without
degrading the goals of stream buffer regulations. Please support the SFLO Caucus recommendations as
detailed in the WFFA paper.
Sincerely,

Jim DeWilde

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are Jerry & Shirley Rheault, and we support the WFFA buffer proposal.
We have a 33-acre forest of No. 1 prime, grade-A Douglas Fir in Wahkiakum County. We are
the first generation of owners of this land, with hopes to pass this farm on to future
generations. Our goal is to harvest our trees when they are 100-years old, which will be past
our life time, and we depend on the following generations to bring this goal to fruition. In our
lifetime, we look at our property for recreation and habitat sustainability.
We are very worried that by not making the buffers along streams appropriate to the size of the
stream, it will take away our ability to manage our forest. When a farm forest has 2-3 small
rivulets through it, the total buffered area consumes more area than one large stream, causing
a less healthy riparian area.
We ask that you approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA.
Thank you for listening.
Jerry & Shirley Rheault
Olympia, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are Jerry & Shirley Rheault, and we support the WFFA buffer proposal.
We have a 33-acre forest of No. 1 prime, grade-A Douglas Fir in Wahkiakum County. We are
the first generation of owners of this land, with hopes to pass this farm on to future
generations. Our goal is to harvest our trees when they are 100-years old, which will be past
our life time, and we depend on the following generations to bring this goal to fruition. In our
lifetime, we look at our property for recreation and habitat sustainability.
We are very worried that by not making the buffers along streams appropriate to the size of the
stream, it will take away our ability to manage our forest. When a farm forest has 2-3 small

rivulets through it, the total buffered area consumes more area than one large stream, causing
a less healthy riparian area.
We ask that you approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA.
Thank you for listening.
Jerry & Shirley Rheault
Olympia, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madame Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
My name is Laurel Smith, and I am part of a family that owns 99 acres of designated forest land in Lewis
County, a half hour from our capital. We live among its 75 year-old trees, 14 year-old trees and 2 yearold trees. A small stream runs through it. We are the second generation to live and care for the trees
here. I write in favor of Washington Farm Forestry’s proposed solutions to unfulfilled promise of
providing regulatory relief to small tree growers, specifically the proposals to establish new rules on
stream buffers, which has several significant strengths:
1. It is a clear set of rules: three different buffers determined by three different stream widths. This
removes the ambiguities of the current rules that for 23 years have made it impossible for a landowner
to figure out on their own which setback should apply and has plagued the harvesters and timber
professionals who advise landowners. It is these small landowners who grow the timber that keeps our
mills and timber workers working, builds our houses, and keeps our ports busy bringing in export dollars,
often while living on and caring the tree crop which is cleaning the air, storing the carbon, and soaking
up the precipitation that otherwise would be sluicing into the streams.
2. Science based, it has been demonstrated to provide the same functional protection to the water,
wetlands, fish and wildlife as the much deeper buffers now in effect.
3. It has no downsides: the water will not get more polluted, the salmon will not be more diminished.
4. It is a resolution. Resolutions are good things. Resolutions do not have to be perfect. They are better
than failure-to-resolve.
Please adopt the buffers which have been proposed by WFFA. It will satisfy an unpaid obligation
remaining from the 1999 timber negotiations–a generation ago. It will increase the likelihood that small
timber owners such as ourselves will be able to continue to grow trees, clean air and store carbon into
the third generation, as distinguished from paving it and putting up a parking lot.
Thank you for your consideration.
Laurel Smith
Harris Valley Forest Products, LLC
335 Harris Road, Rochester, Washington 98579

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I would urge you to approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA. The
buffers have been fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done
in the Adaptive Management Program.
The Board now has the opportunity fulfill a commitment made under the Forest and Fish
Agreement some 23 years ago to adopt science-based rules appropriate for small forest
owners.
Small forest owners play a vital role in protecting and enhancing fish, wildlife, and water
quality. Adopting the proposed science-based buffers is vital to encourage small forest owners
to keep and not convert their forest lands to other uses.
I am confident you will carefully review and give fair consideration to the proposed buffers.
Sincerely,
John Gorman
Shelton, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I’m writing to support the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a consulting forester who works with
landowners owning small parcels. These folks have a wide range of stories, from people
who are caring for property that has been in their family for generations to people who are
brand new to woodland ownership and are eager to learn how to care for their newly
acquired property. They are universally concerned about maintaining their woods in a
healthy condition and providing good habitat for wildlife. Another thing that they have in
common is that the standard buffer rules impact them to a much larger extent (percentage
of their property) than is the case for large ownerships. Having an alternative approach that
provides similar protection but is better matched to small parcels is important for these
landowners. It can make the difference between a thinning being economically viable or
having to let the woods continue in an overly dense condition because the buffer
configuration makes operating on the small parcel prohibitive.
I believe it essential to support the very small landowners as well as the large
landowners. The wide variety of objectives and management styles among this class of
landowners creates a diversity of landscape and habitat conditions that isn’t always found

on larger ownerships. As such, creating conditions that encourage people to keep these
parcels in forest use is a valuable conservation strategy for any region. Ensuring that the
Forest Practices rules recognize these differences in scale is one way to provide that
encouragement.
I hope you will support the proposed rules, and show the WFFA that all of their diligence
and good faith effort to do the work demonstrating the effectiveness of other options was
worth it. These landowners are passionate about their stewardship of the land, but don’t
always get the same attention as larger landowners with more influence.
Thank you for your consideration, and for spending time over the years to better understand
the unique situation of small forestland owners.
Sincerely,

Jeff DeBell
Consulting Forester & Certified Arborist
Cascade Woodland Design, Inc.
Olympia, WA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I support the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a small forest owner in Skamania county who is eager to be a
good steward to our trees. I believe that the WFFA buffer proposal is good for both forestland and
forest stewards.
Please support WFFA's buffer proposal.
Sincerely,
Ann Horinouchi
Skamania county
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairman Smith & Board Members,
Our tree farm family strongly support the WFFA buffer proposals.

My wife and I purchased our small 24 acre tree farm and home 8 years ago at the time of my
retirement. We have not been very active in the politics of Washington state but are part of WFFA and
look to it for guidance as we continue to learn how to manage our forested land. We understand
that legislative intent, regulatory agencies, and real world circumstances are sometimes in conflict. As a
retired systems engineer I learned to trust what is measured and verified. Practices that have

been vetted and which will meet the intent of the buffer goals should be identified as acceptable
alternatives. The 'one size fits all’ approach to regulating small tracts of forest along waterways is
unlikely to meet the broader goals of maintaining forest land. In our case those regulations will in
our belief insure that our farm may only exist as a hobby and never be self sustaining. That result will
make it unlikely that our land can be passed on to our heirs or assigns and instead will be sold and
converted for needed development in our area.
We request that you consider the three management buffers approach that will allow for
reasonable and identified flexibility as proposed by WFFA.
Respectfully
Dennis P. & Margie A. Buck
Kelso Wa.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express strong support for the WFFA “equal in overall effectiveness” buffer proposal
because we SFLO tree farmers, who are knowledgeable, dedicated stewards of our tree farms, are
having to adjust to rapidly changing conditions in terms of drought, increased forest fire threats, insect
damage, species-survival challenges, market conditions and other uncertainties. In addition to Mother
Nature’s challenges, the Forest and Fish Law buffer regulations certainly have constituted a major
complication for SFLOs over the last 20+ years.
Therefore, it would be very helpful and very much appreciated if the WFFA buffer proposal could be
approved in timely fashion. SFLOs need to be able to respond as flexibly and rapidly as possible to our
evolving environment, and nailing down this proposal would be an important contribution to our efforts
to tree farm as responsibly and effectively as conditions permit.
Our family owns considerable timberland in Clark County, mostly natural regrowth of Douglas fir in the
Yacolt Burn, and we have tried to maintain a light footprint on our beautiful, healthy forest land. Our
approach is small, annual harvests, sensible thinning and careful maintenance of replanted seedlings to
maintain healthy, productive forests. Most of our land was purchased in the 1950’s and the fourth
generation of our family is as enthusiastic about forest stewardship as the first tree-farming generation
was.
However I am 90 years old and tired of waiting for SFLOs to obtain fair treatment and just recognition of
our losses triggered by the Forest and Fish
Law. So I respectfully request that this eminently reasonable WFFA buffer width proposal receive your
timely support.
Sincerely,
Patricia Lee Witter

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to you in support of the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a third generation forest steward and
landowner in Clark County, working in partnership with my parents, sister, our spouses and
kids. Together, we have actively managed our tree farms to carry out sustainable forestry that
promotes wildlife habitat and the long term health of our forest lands. This has been an
intergenerational effort to manage our tree farms according to these principles spreading over the past
75 years.
This proposal before you is of critical importance to SFLO because it helps provide them with the
flexibility they need to continue to keep their land in farm forestry. We manage by doing small loggings
including regular thinning of stands and, periodically, small area clear cuts. We replant and manage
brush actively to help future generations of family and trees to be as healthy as possible. Our
management of healthy forests includes those areas around streams. Reasonable buffers such as those
in this proposal continue to protect our streams while enabling the landowner to use the much needed
flexibility provided to apply more nuanced solutions, an approach that has been long recognized as
benefitting Washington’s forest health.
The proposal is backed by sound science. Moreover, it works to fulfill a commitment made by the
Legislature to the SFLO to address the very real and disproportionate economic effects of the the
existing buffer regulations on the SFLO as identified in the economic impact assessment of the Forest
and Fish legislation.
Thank you for taking the time to listen to input on this important matter. Please pass this proposal to
help the SFLO continue to provide the best possible land use. Doing this will help keep our land forested
and under family care for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Mike Revesz, member CCFA

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madame Chair and Members of the Board,
My name is Jerrie Eaton. I am a graduate Forester with over 50 years of experience. My family owns
several hundred acres of forest land. I attended several meetings in the 1990s when the forest practice
rules were being changed. When the new RMZ buffers were being approved it was understood that the
small forest land owners would get reduced width Stream buffers. It has been over 20 years now and
nothing has changed. Please live up to the commitments made so long ago.
I am a tree farmer and want to keep my land but with severe RMZ restrictions on my small harvest units
I may not be able to. At least once a month I get letters from developers wanting to buy some of my
parcels. Three separate science reviews has shown that the proposed three width RMZ’s is sound.
Thank you in advance for fulfilling Forest Practices promises in rules.
Jerrie and Sally Eaton

Elma, Wa

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We have 25 acres in Lewis county that is used for forestry and enjoyment and has year around streams
running through the property.
Have owned this for 48 years and would like to keep land in forestry.
This property is very beneficial to fish and what live in and around the water.
Just had the 25 acres logged and could not log around 10 acres do to regulations. I ask if you would like
to come out and look at the property let me know and we can show you what happens following rules.
Things to figure in regulations is land steepness and sun light for north side does not hit water area with
less buffer.
Its not forest land being logged that does most of the damage to the water and wildlife its 90% from the
damage to streams and wildlife on land that is not forest land( farms and housing/development).
We support a different approved buffer zone rules that fits/works better then what is there now.
Dale Agnew

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I would like to express my support for the WFFA buffer proposal. Being a second generation tree
farm owner in Grays Harbor County with portions of ownership being in family for over 70 years, we
have seen many changes in Forest Practice Regulations.
My Father and Uncle who had a small farm and a Florist shop in Aberdeen purchased forestland from
1950’s thru 1970’s with the idea to grow good quality timber to provide financial security to future
generations. Along with maintaining clean water and habitat for wildlife. We have maintained good
relations with adjoining landowners. This practice has provided financial assistance to send my three
children to college and help my wife and I in retirement.
The past 40 years my two brothers and I have managed our tree farm (800+/-) acres comprised of
numerous separate parcels. All three of us have education and background in Forestry. All harvest
planning, layout, permitting and sale documentation has been done by us. It is clear to us the three
separate science reviews would provide adequate protection to all resources. With the passage of the
recommended motion it would help renew faith in the Forest Practice Board.

Thank you for the opportunity to give our support of the WFFA buffer proposal. Please help give
incentive to keep landscape green!!
Sincerely,
Mike and Vicki Lentz
Aberdeen, WA. 98520

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Board Members:
At your November 10 Forest Practices Board (Board) meeting, you will be asked to decide whether to
approve a small forest landowner alternate plan template addressing buffer widths. As you are aware,
this template has been in development for decades. I encourage you to approve the template for two
reasons. First, the use of templates is consistent with legislative direction and would help maintain small
forest landowner viability in Washington State. Second, if an individual forest practice activity does not
provide the environmental protection anticipated in the Forest Practices Act and rules, advocacy groups
have existing avenues to challenge that site-specific activity. It is well-accepted that maintaining
forestlands as working forests is more environmentally beneficial than conversion, and making
management of those lands simpler for small forest landowners is one way to achieve that benefit
consistent with legislative direction. This comment does not address the scientific or technical
advisability of the plan; that is an issue best left to the expert foresters and small forest landowners
who, respectively, enforce and comply with the Forest Practices Act and rules.
A. The Legislature Supports Alternate Plans
In 2002, the Legislature adopted RCW 76.09.368, which unambiguously supports the use of alternate
plans. The Legislature set only two criteria for an alternate plan: meet the public resource protection
standards, and lower the overall cost of regulation to small forest landowners. The Legislature required
the Board to consult with the SFLO advisory committee when developing alternate plans and provide
the Legislature with a written report describing the Board’s progress. Beyond that direction, the
Legislature left the development of templates to the entities that are most impacted by alternate plans:
small forest landowners and DNR.
Despite that clear direction, in the following 20 years, only two alternate plans have been developed:
the fixed-width RMZ for Type S and F waters, and overstocked stands. While DNR and its staff work
tirelessly to assist all forest landowners in complying with the Forest Practices Act and rules, the rules
and regulations have continued to become increasingly restrictive and complex, with few obvious
benefits to the environment or listed species. While it is every landowner’s obligation to be familiar with
and comply with the rules, it should not require a master’s degree or retention of an attorney to read,
understand, and apply the law. The proposed alternate plan, like the two existing approved alternate
plans, is designed to comply with the Legislature’s intent: meet public resource protection standards
and lower the cost of complying with the myriad statutes, regulations, and the Board Manual. For this
reason, the alternate plan template should be approved.
B. Environmental Protection Will Not be Reduced by Approval of the Template
Approval of an alternate plan template does not eliminate the legal obligation for an individual applicant
to comply with the Forest Practices Act and rules, nor does it alter the ability of interest groups to

appeal an individual action that does not meet the environmental protection standards and objectives.
RCW 76.09.205; WAC 222-12-040 -- -041; Board Manual Section 21. DNR’s rules require the agency to
audit compliance with alternate plans, analyze cumulative impacts, and report to the Board. WAC 22212-0405. The Board will receive information about implementation and can make an informed decision
whether to amend or terminate the plan if forest practices based on the proposed alternate plan are not
meeting resource protection standards.
In the twenty years since the Legislature adopted the alternate plan statute, DNR adopted and amended
rules governing alternate plans, adopted Section 21 to the Board Manual, and the Board approved two
alternate plan templates. In that time, the statute has not been litigated, the rules were not challenged,
the templates were not challenged, and there has not been an increase in appeals of small forest
practices applications using alternate plans. There has, however, been increasing pressure to convert
those lands. DNR’s 2021 Small Forest Landowner Demographic Report1 identifies small forest land
ownership as 15% of Washington’s forested landowners on about 2.9 million acres, with only 73
alternate plans approved in 2020, constituting 2.2% of the total applications approved. Approval of the
alternate plan could significantly improve management for small forest landowners while having little to
no impact on the volume of forest practices statewide.
The proposed alternate plan is not intended to reduce or eliminate environmental protections, but to
streamline the cost of compliance with the complex laws for small forest landowners who lack the
resources to hire numerous consultants or conduct extensive scientific research on their small acreage.
Providing those landowners with a cost-effective management option, which achieves the same public
resource protection as the Forest Practices Act, will help keep working forests and small forest
landowners in the State. Their lands are under intense pressure to convert, and the State currently
provides few incentives to maintain the lands as resource lands, which provide innumerable
environmental benefits, like wildlife habitat, clean, cool water, and carbon sequestration. Please
approve the alternate plan template and support working forests and small forest landowners.
Sincerely,
/s/ Martha Wehling
Martha Wehling
Caber Law PLLC
cc: Terry Pruit, Senior Counsel, Attorney General’s Office (via email)
Elaine Oneil, Executive Director, Washington Farm Forestry Association (via email)
Ken Miller, Tireless Advocate, Small Forest Landowner (via email)

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the WFAA buffer proposal. We have 88 acres In Winlock, WA. along King
Creek. Currently there is approximately 14 acres in the riparian zone. I am the third generation on the
tree farm, which has been in the family since 1939. My son's plan to take over after they retire.
My management started in 2015 and since then, I have replaced a 10 foot culvert with a bridge,
completed a commercial thinning on 33 acres, and also finished salvage logging in several areas. A little

over 5,000 Douglas Fir and Cedar trees have been planted since 2018. Last year I completed the process
to be a Certified Forest.
My family and friends enjoy coming to the property to hike, watch birds, harvest berries, and even make
firewood. I use every opportunity to educate family and friends the importance of good forest
stewardship.
It is important to all small forest landowners to ask for your support by approving the
three management buffers recommended by WFAA, at is supported by three separate science reviews,
two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program.
With Appreciation,
Elmer Laulainen
L & H Tree Farm
Winlock, WA 09896

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
I support the Washington Farm Forestry buffer proposal. My name is Lana Massa of Lewis County.
"Let this be a voice" :
1) For the health of Washington State timber, wildlife, air and water quality.
2) For good steward tree farmers and the logging communitee.
3) For the health and economic future of Washington State.
We have before us scientific results of a neutral third party proving the need to remove the excessive
setback mandates put in place as a conservative measure in 1999.
As landowners we have patiently allowed 14 years of economics and time pass, while documented
science could be collected. In that 14 years time, I personally have watched the death of a half mile of
streamside timber in these mandated setbacks along my Lacamus Creek property. The timber is dying,
the creek edge is erroding while each year the fish and redbed count reports declining numbers.
Board members, Please let these scientific results give you the confdence to voice and vote acceptance
of the SFLO Template Buffer Width Percription "equal in overall effectiveness"
Let your vote be a Voice:
1) To regain Science as a tool
2) Allowing good stewards to micro manage wthin these. perameters.
3) To restore faith in our governing leadership
Respectfully,
Lana Massa Lewis Co.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Forest Practices Board,
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) proposal that is before you
regarding stream buffers.
For some years now, WFFA has worked on alternative harvest restrictions to those currently required
per Forests and Fish, alternatives that are scientifically sound, relatively low in impact, and easier for
small owners to implement. I encourage you to strongly consider these options, which may help to keep
many acres in forestry, and help dedicated small forest landowners to continue to operate. My forest
land is on both sides of the Washougal River.
We have a real passion for our land. They put in a lot of "sweat equity", and show great pride in the
projects they accomplish. I can assure you
these individuals and families manage their lands as well or better than just about any other landowner.
Please give us a bit of help and preserve our waterways, forests and wildlife.
Please support the SFLO buffer width template to replace the current rules.
PS: We can also use help to stop Storedahl and Sons who plan a Rock Quarry on leased Weyerhaeuser
land in Skamania County. This will destroy waterways, nature and forests which we so strongly care and
want to preserve.

Sincerely,
Harold Weaver
Eagle Junction LLC
Washougal Washington

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My wife, Beth, and I live on our 48 acre Tree Farm in Mason County. We have owned our
property since 1990. Our Tree Farm is certified by the American Tree Farm System and the
Forest Stewardship Council. We have a large wetland on our property that we have restored
and enhanced for fish and wildlife, working with many partners such as NRCS, USFWS, WADFW,
WADNR, and Mason Conservation District. Most of our acreage has been inducted into
WADNR's Forest Riparian Easement Program because of its proximity to fish-bearing water.
Beth and I are active members of the Washington Farm Forestry Association which supported
the Forests and Fish Legislation in 1999 based in part on the promise of special alternate
harvest restrictions for smaller, relatively low impact harvests. Although ‘harvest’ is no longer
one of our management objectives on our Tree Farm, we ask the the Board to honor the
original intent of the Forest and Fish legislation and give careful consideration to the WFFA

proposal for alternative riparian buffer regulations. Our WFFA representatives and scientists
have worked faithfully for almost 23 years to craft this detailed proposal and deserve careful
review of their diligent work.
Thank you,
Mark H. Biser
Union, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Joyce Esses Daman. My husband, Bob, our adult children and I own 4 parcels of
forestland, comprising 115 acres. Our holdings are in Jefferson and Grays Harbor Counties in
the upper Lake Quinault Valley and have been in my family for over 90 years.
We have nurtured our parcels ever sense my grandfather purchased and harvested these lands
in the 1930’s and 40’s. We first harvested a small parcel in the late 90’s and replanted. Then
we did the same in the early 2000’s. As it takes 40 to 70 years to grow a crop, we wait a long
time for the paychecks.
We definitely support the WFFA buffer proposal.
Washington State forests are crucial to all. When there is a harvest, community members are
employed with the logging, cruising, hauling, milling and planting. The value which trees
contribute to the environment isn’t just for the animals and nature lovers; it’s also a boon with
the trees absorbing the carbon dioxide while contributing oxygen.
We had held valid forest practice permits for over 10 years when we went to log our bigger
parcels in 2012. The ditches which crisscrossed the land were deemed non-fish bearing and
we were looking forward to our harvest. It was a shock when we suddenly found a “Stop Work
Order” on our land! We utilized very respected experts to prove that our ditches were NOT fish
bearing streams only to lose that battle to a powerful party, the Quinault Indian Nation. To
quote one renown scientist, “Any fish in our ditches would have to wear cork shoes to get there!”
In the end, we spent more money trying to fight for our rights than we gained when we finally
were allowed to harvest part of the land. We were grateful to the DNR for working with us on an
alternate plan that allowed for slightly smaller Riparian Easements.
So much for the retirement plan our family was counting on. The process was a crushing blow,
very hurtful while making us feel like criminals when we were trying to be stewards of the land.
We planted trees after our harvest in 2014 and some of them are already 15 to 20 feet tall. We
fear further obstacles when our children go to log in their retirement years and are very
appreciative of the WFFA and Board in their dedication to the science of the smaller buffers.
We hope that the Board will continue in their efforts to believe, understand and approve the
three management buffers recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate
science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program. This action

would help restore hope to small forest owners. It would show that we matter. Passage of the
recommended motions would renew our faith in Forest & Fish commitments of the Legislature,
commitments of prior Forest Practice Boards and our natural resource agencies. Our next
generation is reluctant and lacking confidence to continue our legacy without knowing that
“Olympia” and the ”Public” view our heirs as excellent stewards of the land (rather than always
feeling we aren’t giving enough.
Thanks for listening and hopefully doing the right thing for small family forest owners providing
the best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to
come.
Sincerely,
Bob and Joyce Daman
Hoodsport, Washington
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 10/29/22
Madam Chairman Smith & Board Members,
Our tree farm family strongly support the WFFA buffer proposals.
My wife Nina and I live on our 51 acre ATFS Certified tree farm in East Grays Harbor County near Porter.
We built our present home in 1986 and raised our three kids, Rachel, Kelly and Bryce outside on our tree
farm planting, caring for and harvesting trees. It has been more than WFFA’s Wood, Water, Wildlife and
Recreation. It has been a Boyer family “way of life” going back six (6) generations. Part of our property
has been in the Boyer name since the 1880s. We want this lifestyle choice to continue into future
generations. A comprehensive estate plan including intergenerational succession has been established.
This may all sound “great” but actually our vision and well intended plan is currently at serious risk. The
good news is that you can help!
I have owned Designated Forest Land (DFL)…logged off land…purchased from my grandparents, since
1976. I have also owned investment real estate and stock market securities since the 1970s as
well. How has tree farming as a long term investment compared or measured up? Dead last. And it’s
not even close. In 1976 one could log, plant and log again right up to an unnamed small stream that runs
through our tree farm but runs dry from May through October. There aren’t even places with puddles.
Now there is a buffer that doesn’t allow logging trees that our family planted and have managed the
past 46 years. That’s an investment with no economic return.
Let me be clear. The Boyers are not “anti-regulation. We believe in RMZs. I still remember as a kid in the
1960s walking down to Marcy Creek from my Grandma’s house with a home made hazelnut fishing pole
to catch a couple cutthroat trout. When I arrived, the water was running so muddy I couldn’t see the
fingerlings typically swimming in the shadows but always darting out to chase the worm on my hook.
Later that September the muddy water (from a neighbor’s summer logging operation) had finally
disappeared but sadly, so had the little fish. The water was clear again but the fish were gone. And
those fish didn’t reappear anytime soon. I thought then as a little boy of 8 or 9 years old, and continue

to believe today as a 69 year old man, that ruthless logging, just “cut out & get out” without regard or
consideration for fish, wildlife, soil or water conservation should not be allowed. It is indefensible; pure
and simple…blatant natural resource exploitation. It took time, but much needed state regulation finally
came in the 1990s. Thank heavens! Not just trout, but sea run cutthroat and salmon run annually in
Marcy Creek again.
Today, I believe the problem is no longer lack of regulation but over regulation. Unnecessary forest
management restrictions put at risk small family forest owners like us. We may not be able to continue
our good stewardship of the land because it is less economically feasible. The payoff on the 40-50 year
intergenerational crop as an investment just doesn’t pay off enough. We need your help and support.
We need your vote of confidence and trust in our stewardship.
The well researched and peer reviewed RMZ science is clear. The three (3) WFFA buffer widths
meet the necessary requirements to protect our natural resources. These prescriptions also give SFLOs
some valuable relief needed to continue the good stewardship that our earth and its natural resources
depend on for a way of life we all wish for future generations.
Please vote for the proposed prescriptions. The forest buffer widths are reasonable, responsible and, I
believe, respectful of the many stakeholders including the fish and wildlife. Thank you for listening.
Sincerely,
Merc & Nina Boyer
Elma, WA 98541
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board:

I am a 3rd generation custodian of a 160acre tree farm, a graduate Forester of the U of W with 40 years
of forest management experience as a professional forester in both industrial, and was President of
Forest Pro, Inc., our privately owned Professional Forestry Consulting business.
We currently have a “15 Year Forest Practices Permit” for the property and about 10 percent of our land
and timber is in Riparian Buffers. I support the WFFA buffer propsal!
Greg Jones, Lewis County Forest Land Owner (NE1/4, Section 11-13N-1W)
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Chuck Higgins. My wife, Nan, and I own 110 acres of forestlands in Lewis and Thurston
Counties that comprise our “Michigan Hill Tree Farm”. In 2021, we were recognized as “Washington
Tree Farmers of the Year” by the Washington Tree Farm Program for the sustainable management of
our forestland over the past few decades. That work has included forest rehab projects and a riparian

restoration. We restored an old pasture with a salmon stream running through it to native species
forestland plantings. Riparian restoration work like this is not uncommon for us and fellow members of
the Washington Farm Forestry Association. For tree farmers, every day is Earth Day. . (You can tour our
forestland via this video: https://www.wafarmforestry.com/node/423 )
Like many other small forestland owners, our land is in the lower end of the watersheds with more lineal
footage of streams and riparian zones than the large timber companies. Our children and grandchildren
cherish these lands and we hope to pass them on to them.
We feel frustrated and betrayed that the commitments made to small forestland owners in the WACs
resulting from the Forest and Fish agreement have never been fulfilled. We would like to see our
children and grandchildren continue our legacy of forest stewardship. However, the rigid rules that
were intended for the large scale harvests of Weyerhaeuser are a great burden for the small family
ownerships that make much smaller, infrequent harvests.
All Washingtonians would be well served if our forestlands remained in forestland and our descendants
were not pressured to convert them due to unworkable, burdensome regulations as we have seen so
many do in recent years. Please keep the commitments made to us in the WACs.
We know you only want to protect Washington’s natural resources. We share that desire. Family
forestlands remaining viable is a win-win for small forestland owners and Washington’s natural
resources alike. We ask that you support our buffer width proposal that has been confirmed by three
separate science reviews.
Sincerely,
Chuck Higgins
Centralia, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

I am Mark Vetter a 200 acre certified tree farmer in Grays Harbor. 5 generations now
have been growing and harvesting trees on the Satsop river. I am asking that you
support the WFFA buffer proposal. It is beneficial to my long term plan to continue to
provide valuable timber to our mills, while protecting our precious lands. We sflo have
lost much in the last 20 years and this buffer proposal can help us survive. Thanks for
your time.
Mark Vetter.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Interested Parties:
I am a long time forest owner who worked behind the scenes when the Forest and Fish legislation
passed the Legislature in the late 1990’s. Small forest landowners were left out of the negotiations until
the 11th hour when it was noticed that the Legislation would cause disproportionate economic impact to
small landowners.
We fought for and obtained partial economic relief due to the fact that the then Legislators recognized
the fact that it was not fair to small landowners. I believe that was in 1998. Small owners were mostly
happy with the relief the Legislators provided in the bill, given that the State Agencies regulating

forestland would honor the Legislator's mandates to provide the economic relief small owners
negotiated.
Today, 24 YEARS after the Forest and Fish Rules were adopted, small owners are still working to
convince the Agencies to provide all the tools the legislators envisioned and mandated. The State
Agencies feel they are above the law and can ignore the lawmakers wishes with impunity. Many small
owners have worked since 1998 to implore the FPB to provide Alternate harvest restrictions on
relatively Low Impact harvest units. Washington Farm Forestry Association has provided the peer
reviewed science required to prove the efficacy of our alternate harvest proposal. The Agencies
continue to stonewall the discussion and throw out our peer reviewed science, without valid grounds.
Please do the right thing. Provide small owners with the tools the Legislature authorized in 1998.
Failing to do so will cause many small owners to give up on forestry and sell their forestlands to land
developers, causing irretrievable losses to Washington's forestland base, which hurts all
Washingtonians.
Yours Truly,
Jim and Tricia Murphy
Lewis County
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Chairperson Smith et al:
As Washington State small forest landowners I, and numerous other small Washington
State land owners, are confronted by and wrestle with an existing myriad of confusing
and overly restrictive forest buffer practice requirements which apply to our
property. Acknowledgement and allowance of management practices which alternate
from the existing requirements but which have been vetted by scientific scrutiny will
result in good natural resource stewardship while also affording needed relief to the
many small foresters of Washington.
On behalf of the many small forest owners of Washington State I implore you to invoke
the helpful, protective regulatory changes advocated by WFFA.

Respectfully,

Sam Baird, MS ESE (Environment Science and Engineering)
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
This letter is in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association’s (WFFA) proposal for
narrower fixed width stream buffers for small forest landowners (SFLO) of western Washington.
WFFA has shown that the proposed smaller buffers are equal in overall effectiveness to the
complex current rules.

We have been tree farming since 1977 and raised our family on our tree farm. For my husband,
tree farming has been a way of life and source of income. I enjoy the beauty of the woods with
the different seasons, looking for familiar birds, gathering berries, mushrooms and greenery for
decorations. Our daughter has many good memories of walks in the woods, making protection
for small animals, planting trees, a treehouse, and a bicycle trail. We have a succession plan in
hopes that the tree farm will remain in our family.
In 1999, the SFLO supporting the Forest and Fish Legislation were told that there would be
“alternate harvest restrictions for our smaller, relatively low impact harvests”. The buffers that
are currently being proposed are supported by three separate science reviews and will fulfill the
promise made 23 years ago. Small landowners have a difficult time interpreting the Forest
Practices Rules. Having three buffer widths depending on the stream size makes it easier for
us.
I hope that you will support the proposal presented by WFFA.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Sara Pursley
Pursley Family Tree Farm, LLC
Castle Rock, WA 98611

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board,
I am writing in support of the WFFA buffer proposal.
My name is Matthew Kmon. I am a small forest landowner in the upper Chehalis River Valley. It is a
place on which my family and friends enjoy hiking, hunting, and camping, and it is a hangout of local
wildlife, including elk, deer, and coyote.
Our forest land is the main source of income for our family, though it doesn't support us entirely. My wife
and I have two elementary-aged children who are developing a love of the outdoors, of forest
management, and a respect of how forest land can support the sustainability of our planet, our local and
broader global community. We plan to pass the forest land on to our children, in the hope that they will be
better stewards of the forest and environment than we have been. Their current strategies are cleaning up
years-worth of trash that had been dumped in the land prior to us owning it. In order to help our children
be good stewards of the land, they need our support by setting up them and the environment for success. I
am concerned that their future as forest stewards is adversely affected by policies that no longer make
sense in the light of scientific data. I want to trust that the policies that are handed to us in the form of
regulations, make good scientific sense, and allow us to prosper in our business.
I would be deeply grateful if you would approve the three management buffers recommended by the
WFFA that are fully supported by three separate science reviews. It would reinstill my trust in our natural
resource agencies, that they take all the information into account and that I, as a small forest landowner,
matter. I want to have the opportunity to steward the forest in the highest and best use of the land, for the
earth, the wildlife, our local economy and my family.

Thank you for listening.
Sincerely,
Matthew Kmon
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

We started tree farming in Washington 45 years ago. Recently, we formed an LLC to allow our
tree farm to continue as the older generation passes away and the next generation takes over the
management. Currently, we have eight owners spanning two generations. We pre-commercially
thin, commercially harvest timber, enjoy walks on the property, provide wildlife habitat, and
protect water quality. We have been working on succession planning in hopes that the tree farm
will remain in our family.
When Forest and Fish started, they realized that since most family tree farms are at lower
elevations with more streams, SFLO are disproportionately impacted by the RMZ rules and they
would do something to offset that. FREP did not work for many of us since it ties up your land
for 50 years and only gives us 50% of the value. The changes being proposed by Ken Miller and
WFFA are a big step in the right direction. The proposed smaller buffers, which are supported by
three separate science reviews, are going to be as effective as the current buffers and will help to
keep our tree farm economically viable.
We have seen many regulatory changes in the last 45 years. These changes keep chipping away
at the economic viability of our land, which people are always trying to buy so they can build
houses.
Thank you for taking the time to read my thoughts and give these ideas your consideration.
Please help us keep the Evergreen state green.
Sincerely,
Ron Pursley
Pursley Family Tree Farm, LLC
Castle Rock, WA 98611
October 28, 2022
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 10/28/22
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
I own in Cowlitz County 319 acres located in parts of Section 28 & 29,9N &3E. Starting in 2017 and
finishing several years later I had portions thinned or clearcut. My main stream goes thru a 30 inch
culvert. This culvert has been in place for 42 plus or minus years. NEVER has water gone over the
road. The logger used a 170 foot layback on this creek, also on small feeder streams. After the fact, I
see in the Forest Practice Board manual that past 50 feet there could have been some thinning. Yes,

there are fish above and below the culvert. My Dad had owned this property and the bulk of it was
clearcut around 1980. I am very familiar with this unit as I myself, pre commercial thinned the
replanted areas. I believe the 50 foot leave on this sized creek, could be reduced. After 42 years, my
culvert is rotting and needs to be replaced. My logger told me that, per current DNR criteria, I probably
would be required to put in a 7 foot or bigger culvert. Whoa, PLEASE review your culvert sizing
requirements.
Thank you for your time.
Mort Robbins
Rochester, Wa 98579
Age 83
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Friends,
I am caregiving at the moment and do not have time to write a lengthy and detailed message to
you about your pending decision on stream buffer dimensions.
I own forty acres on the Toandos Peninsula, planted in 1989. The land does not have a stream
running through it.
Please accept this note as my affirmation that I concur with the recommendations of the
Washington Farm Forestry Association on this matter; I am a member of the WFFA.
My full contact information is below. If you need further information, please contact me.
And again, my apologies for not writing at greater length and in greater detail. I hope this brief
note suffices to convey my position to you.
Thank you for your consideration.
Bob Kapp
Robert A. Kapp
Port Townsend, WA 98368-1516

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
My name is Travis Taylor, and I am apart of a family of small forest landowners,
including my grandfather, father, brother, sister and eventually, my son. We are

writing in support of the WFFA stream buffer template. Our land is managed with
strict regard to managing timber, protecting wildlife and the environment, and
preserving the family legacy. We share this land with loved ones and friends for
fishing, hunting, hiking, and general recreation.
We periodically harvest on our lands with the aim to provide income to the family for
things such as college tuition, first homes and improving the timber properties so they
may better serve us and others who depend on it. The current rules place a large
amount of our land in an unavailable status due to buffer widths. While we place a
high level of importance on protecting animal species, both aquatic and terrestrial,
science-backed studies have been provided that show that we can both harvest more
of our land and provide above-adequate protection to the forest flora and fauna that
need it.
As a working forester, I have the unique opportunity to see these issues from many
vantages. Working with large forest landowners, if an area is deemed unavailable, I
can simply add acreage from another area to meet quotas for revenue or board feet.
With small forest landowners it is generally true that if an area is found unavailable,
they will simply have less revenue as there is no other acreage to add. While the
ground is no less valuable to large forest landowners, ten acres of ground that is
unavailable to a small forest landowner will make up a much larger percentage of the
total harvest than to a large forest landowner. This could result in one less person
having college tuition paid for, or funds not being there to support someone’s first
home. Moreover, as these lands become tougher to harvest, it only becomes a more
viable option to sell these lands to the countless developers who would love to
subdivide these lands and put homes in. This of course does little to support our cause
as well as all involved in preserving and protecting our beloved timberlands.
It is our hope that you will take the time to consider our position on this matter, and
that we can all move forward with what the original Forest and Fish initiative was
supposed to be. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Tribecca, LLC.
Tim Taylor – Founder
Derrick Taylor – Manager
Travis Taylor – Member

Jonathan Taylor – Member
Emma Taylor – Member
Jack Taylor – Member
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
> Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
My family has been managing and harvesting timber on their land in Washington for almost 150 years. I
have, planted, thinned, picked berries, peeled cascara bark, recreated and harvested in my forests and
timberland. Our lands provide jobs, forest products, habitat, clean air and water and sequester carbon,
combatting climate change. We are members of Washington Farm Forestry Assn. and are certified
American Tree Farmers. We sustainably manage our lands and harvest with the help of intelligent and
hardworking foresters and loggers. We can only do this if timber harvests can be carried with a
reasonable financial return. Existing buffer rules threaten that.
>
> We support the your enactment of prescriptions or templates that carry out the promise of alternate
harvest restrictions for small forest landowners that was made in the "Forests & Fish" cooperative
agreement twenty three years ago. Those promises of special provisions for small family forest owners
have been largely unmet by the state.
>
> The proposal offered by the Washington Farm Forestry Association is supported by science, provides
equivalent protections for public resources (streams, fish and other fauna). It also provides some relief
from the extreme financial impact of the existing buffer requirements on small landowners, whose
timberlands are most negatively impacted by existing stream buffers..
>
> We are asking your board's members to implement the alternate prescriptions and templates to fulfill
the promises made in "Timber and Fish" 23 years ago. We want to continue to grow timber on our lands
along with our family and fellow Tree Farmers.
>
> We appreciate your work and service on the Forest Practices Board hard work and commitment to
Washington's Forests and Citizens.
>
> With appreciation,
> Barbara Lyle
> Bellevue, Washington
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My oldest son (61 years) and I own a 33-acre tree farm in Clark County near Yacolt. When in high school
I enrolled in the vocational agriculture program and developed an interest in forestry and animal
husbandry. I went on to getting a degree in Veterinary Medicine from WSU in 1961. In 1974 I had the
opportunity to purchase 25 acres of land from my mother-in-law where I could pursue my interest in
forestry by developing a tree farm. I had 20 acres of the place scarified and planted with Douglas fir. I
was able to subsequently add another 8 acres to the place. My oldest son got a degree in Forestry from

the University of Washington, became employed by the Department of Natural Resources, and joined
me as a partner in running the tree farm. He helped me construct an excellent stewardship plan.
I joined the WFFA and continued my education in forestry through them and educational programs
offered by the WSDA. I read the book “A Sand County Almanac” by Aldo Leopold who advocated for the
ethical use of our land. When the state legislature considered passing an act regulating forestry in the
1980’s, I thought it to be a good idea to make care of the land in a responsible way, a legal requirement.
I wrote to my representative, Hans Dunshee, asking him to support this legislation. He wrote back that
he considered the general concept good but was worried that the small landowner would be getting a
raw deal in having to comply with such wide setbacks from streams. He was right. Our tree farm was not
affected as it has no streams. I immediately heard from other WFFA members who depended upon their
tree farms for primary income that the new regulations were causing them great difficulty. I read that
the State was aware of the problem and would correct it. After several decades that has not happened.
The Forest and Fish legislation in 1999 was supposed to address this inequity but it has not.
I ask you to support the three management buffers recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by
three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program. Forest
farms are an asset to the State of Washington in adding to our economy, in fighting climate change
through carbon sequestration and in enhancing the quality of our environment. Please pass the
recommended motions to help keep forest owners in business rather than selling to real estate
developers or just letting the land grow brush. My son and I carry out management plan that supports
wildlife, provides recreation for neighbors and provides enough income for us to ignore the many real
estate developers who constantly contact us.
Thank you for considering my thoughts about ethical use of land in keeping it forested.
Sincerely,

Richard G. Guthrie
Richard G. Guthrie
Snohomish, WA 98290
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madame Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board of Natural Resources,
I needed no encouragement from Washington’s Farm Forestry Association to weigh in on the
importance of meaningful buffer reductions for small landowners. The promise of 23 years ago to
provide us ‘smalls’ with less restrictive buffers than large industrial owners seems to have been ignored
aside from proposals with token adjustments.
I’m proud of our WFFA organization with its diversity of membership and varying goals. We cross the
political spectrum from Progressives to Right-wingers and everything in between but one thing we’re
united on is the disappointing lack of seriousness we’ve been afforded.
My perspective: I own 440 forested acres in Skagit County. Though my ownership can be converted
into house lots I downzoned the parcels that had development potential and placed them all into
Designated Forest. And I just assumed the role of Pres of North Puget Sound chapter of WFFA.

I’m not alone among other small landowners in holding the fort against urban sprawl but we need your
help. We do this because it’s the right thing to do. We understand the Board has constituents who
push back on any assistance to any forest landowner so it’ll take courage to do the right thing.
In sum, we need the Board’s help to keep our properties in forest management. Taking no or anemic
action jeopardizes our ability to manage sustainably and, I suspect, will prompt some to convert their
land to Higher & Better Uses (=houses).
I appreciate your consideration.
Regards,
Ken Osborn
Pres, North Puget Sound Chapter, WFFA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To: Chair and Board Members, Washington Forest Practices Board
My great grandparents purchased, harvested and managed timber in Grays Harbor County as some of
Aberdeen's earliest residents, arriving in 1875. My wife and I are in the fourth generation of Stewarts
that has purchased, planted, tended, harvested, toiled, loved and recreated on family forests and
timberland. My sons own and are already managing timberland for the newly arrived sixth generation.
Those timbered lands provide jobs, forest products, habitat for a variety of critters, clean air and water
and carbon storage. We are members of Washington Farm Forestry Assn., its Grays Harbor Chapter,
Farm Bureau and own certified American Tree Farms. We manage our lands in a sustainable manner in
compliance with the voluminous rules, regulations and laws at the local, state and federal level. We
contract and employ local individuals and companies to assist us with our management and harvests.
We strongly encourage your enactment of prescriptions or templates carrying out the promise of
alternate harvest restrictions for small forest landowners that effectively protect public
resources. "Forests & Fish" a cooperatively agreed set of rules enacted more than twenty (20 !) years
ago, promised special provisions for smaller family forest owners. Those provisions have, for the most
part, not been implemented.
The proposal put forth by Washington Farm Forestry Association is supported by science, provides full
protections for streams, fish and other fauna. It also provides some relief from the extreme financial
impact of the existing buffer requirements on small landowners, who own the most-impacted
timberlands.
In our most recent timber harvest, stream buffers cost us over 35% of our intended harvest. Effectively,
a 35% "tax" imposed on small forestland owner's income from a 40 + year investment. That "tax" is in
addition to harvest yield and other taxes we pay.
We are not asking for a bonus or a favor, we ARE asking your board's members to implement the
strategies and alternate rules that were promised when we joined in the enactment of Timber and Fish
23 years ago - different buffers that scientifically protect resources and encourage continued investment
and management by some of the Nation's best stewards of the land on some of the world’s most
productive forestlands.

We appreciate your hard work and commitment to Washington's Forests and Citizens in your continuing
service.
Regards,
William Stewart
Montesano, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
Thank you for the opportunity to express our support for the WFFA buffer proposal. My wife and I
reside on 592 contiguous acres of forestland in Ferry County adjacent to State and National Forests. We
purchased our first parcel in 1985. After our retirement from the U.S. Coast Guard we have personally
actively managed the property since 2001. We have worked extensively with DNR, NRCS and the Ferry
Conservation District to maintain a sustainable and ecologically sound forest. Our harvest vary from
25MBD to 250MBD every few years with the majority of proceeds being reinvested into management of
the property. We take great pride in the property and hope to sustain it through future generations of
our 7 children and 13 grandchildren. In 2012 we were selected as State Tree Farmer of the Year.
The management buffers recommended by WFFA are supported by multiple science reviews. The
current buffers and regulations are overly complex and often inhibit effective management of Riparian
Management Zones. In Eastern Washington, past wildland fires have often devastated RMZs which
become fire corridors even where surrounding forests are well managed. Sensible management of
RMZs allows our small forestland owners to provide environmentally sound habitat while protecting our
valuable investment in the forest which benefits all of Washington's residents.
My wife and I actively manage our forest for wildlife, water, timber and recreation. We provide
numerous educational opportunities for schools and other organizations. Our efforts are year round
and provide for a healthy forest environment. We are not unique! There are numerous families around
Washington providing a valuable service to the State as small forestland owners.
Thank you for your consideration and support of our efforts to continue to provide sustainable forest
management throughout the State.
Alan & Ruby Walker
Curlew, WA 99118

Posted 10/27/22
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

Twenty-three years ago, we were promised regulatory relief when it was determined that small
landowners were disproportionately impacted by the newly implemented fish and forest rules.

I realize that some effort was made to compensate for this by the alternate plans. The alternate
plan process is too complicated and, in my experience, most small landowners will not even
attempt to use them. If they do submit an alternate plan, they usually end up having to hire an
experienced forester which adds significantly to the cost of a small harvest.
The proposed fixed width buffers are a big step in the direction of simplifying the process for a
small landowner that does not have the experience or expertise to do an alternate plan or DFC
calculation. I understand that approving the proposed fixed width buffers for small landowners
is only a first step, but I think it is very important to not make the final rules so complicated that
the part time tree farmer will be hesitant to use them.
Our family bought the first parcel of forestland in 1977. We have acquired many small and
medium-sized parcels over the years. I have two Bachelor of Science degrees in forestry and still
struggle at times to take advantage and understand all the rules and options available to a
forest landowner. Now as I approach my 72 birthday, I am very concerned about the next
generation's ability to manage the tree farm that I have put my heart and soul into for 45 years.
There is no one with my education and experience stepping up to replace me. But they have all
expressed a desire to keep the tree farm together growing trees, so will you do your part to
make it possible for small tree farms to be a profitable business? Being able to harvest more of
our trees is only part of the equation. Making the regulations simple and straight forward so a
small landowner can implement them without incurring further expense is equally important.
Thank you for the time and consideration you are putting forth to try and complete the
promises of the forest and fish agreement.
Lloyd Pursley
Manager Pursley Family Tree Farm LLC
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Chairperson Smith and members of the Forest Practice Board,
I am entering the last several months of my 32 year career in the legislature. I have served on several
natural resources committees in the house and senate over the years. I’ve always felt that the most
important job of a legislator is to represent their district. My district, the 35th, has always been home to
many small forest landowners. Reducing the size of riparian buffers will help them maintain their
forestland and continue their legacies of stewardship. Flexibility is vitally important to them.
On a personal note, our family has owned 500 acres on Hood Canal since 1941. Linda and I raised our
family here. It is a mixed stand that regenerated naturally after first being logged in 1895. My
grandparents, Hulda and Ernest Carlson came from Sweden. Grandpa Carlson worked in the woods on
the Olympic Peninsula and retired on the property. My grandchildren are the fifth generation to enjoy
these wonderful woodlands. It is now one of the most beautiful stands of timber on the Olympic
Peninsula. Please pass a reasonable, flexible buffer proposal that will help my family retain this beautiful
piece of timberland.

Sincerely, Tim Sheldon, soon to be retired state senator, and proud family tree farmer.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

WFFA Willis V. Johnson
I have been a proud steward of the land for over 75 years.
I have 140 acres in the Abernathy Creek area - west of Longview, Washington. It is ready for the
second cutting in my lifetime. The land will be left to the grandchildren for their use in the
future.
Several small waterways go through the property. Abernathy Creek goes 1/4 mile and Eric
Creek with many small waterways connect making my property 1/4 RMZ.
I am in favor of smaller buffer zones.
Please consider the smaller landowner as a viable part of forest management.
Thank you for your consideration of this matter.
Willis V. Johnson
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Board
We are writing to express our support of the WFFA buffer proposal. We purchased our small
almost 18 acre forest
land property in 2012. Our little forest had been used as a dump for old vehicles and trash…a lot of
trash. It also had barbed
wire and electric fencing wire nailed or stapled to the trees and in one place a large linked chain was
girdling and embedded
into the bark of the tree. We worked hard to restore the land to its original condition and make a
habitable place for the local
critters AND us. We take pride in the condition of the land currently but are still working to clean up the
small and large branches
left on the ground to rot from the previous logging operation from a previous owner. These have never
decayed and are currently
in and of themselves, a fire hazard.
Because we love our land and manage and care for it, we are also interested in seeing the best
forest management laws
implemented. This science based approach to buffers has proven effective and that’s really what we
want to see. To do otherwise
might discourage small forest landowners unable to support their farms. And these are the folks truly
caring for the land.
Thank you for hearing us out,
Peter and Linda Lach
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith ad Members of the Forest Practices Board:

As a fourth generation tree farmer (with generations 5 & 6 already adult) I strongly urge the
Forest Practices Board to support the WFFA Buffer Proposal. It is science based and we have
been working since Timber/Fish/Wildlife in the 1990s to get science-based regulations that
were benign for the non-industrial landowners.
Even more than in the 1990s it is important to keep the non-industrial landowners as tree
farmers. Global Warming has been added to the equation while the pressures to convert our
valuable lands to other uses increase daily. Adverse regulations are one of the two greatest
causes of conversion. Thie WFFA Buffer Proposal has been studied and is flexible enough to be
workable on our varied landscapes and ownerships.
Thank you,
Jean Bolton
Forest Practices Board member in 1990s
Timber/Fish/Wildlife participant
Former President of WA Farm Forest Association
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

To the Washington State Forest Practices Board, Madam Chairperson and Members of the
Board:
My husband and I have five land parcels totaling 103 acres of forest land in Skamania County.
We have a large stream and two small streams on our lands, which we have protected and
observed for 65 years though harvests and devastating storms have impacted our lands,
vegetation, and wildlife. We find the current proposed rules really do not apply to on-theground reality of small forests. We support and ask you do as well, the WFFA buffer proposal.
Please accept the buffer proposals being presented by the WFFA, the Washington Forest Farm
Association who are small forest landowners. If anyone knows tree farmers, their individual
land and forest practices, and the benefits their forest lands provide, it is the WFFA.
Specifically, about buffers along streams and body of waters, it is not the size of the buffer, but
the vegetation within the buffer, small buffers work well, bigger is not necessarily better. Each
of our land parcels is significantly different, and no one rule is directly applicable to all our lands
nor to all sites along our streams. The topography and vegetation are so very very different.
(For me herein “vegetation” includes trees.)
Stream side buffers, their size and make up, are not one size fits all. Rules of forest
management and health must consider the unique attributes of each stream in each of its
different locations on each individual land parcel. The ability to apply a rule in a manner
specifically beneficial to each unique location of a stream is what will keep our streams doing
the best job possible for all its jobs, i.e., drinking water for wildlife, and humans, moisture,

above and below ground water for vegetation, including water which will not be unhealthy for
fish to live in.
On our lands, water comes and goes in many areas due to the rocky soil, in other places the clay
brings it to the surface, on open Oak ridges rain disappears like magic, our west side canyons
grow awesome firs, others grow nothing but alder or big leaf maple, beautiful salal and Oregon
grape here yet 100 yards away none. In our portion of the Cascades the topography and
geography dictate the health of all vegetation, man can only augment it so much, and in most
cases, man cannot destroy it either, the earth heals itself.
As landowners, I venture to say we care more about our land and vegetation than anyone in
any organization, state or otherwise. Our land has been in our family, and in family ownership
since the late 1800’s, perhaps longer than Washington has been a state. Our land still looks like
it did when Lewis and Clark came through, and we will keep it that way. Our small housing
pocket is nicer than the living sites of many native peoples and of any tent city of the pioneers.
Unnecessary large stream buffers only reduce the ability of the landowner to keep his land
healthy and a happy place for wildlife; small buffers work best, especially when considering and
taking advantage of the natural and historically native vegetation for any given site.
Thank You, Anita Gahimer Crow, and Dennis Crow
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chair and Members of the Board:
My Name is Phil Hess and I am a long time E. WA WFFA member on the DNR Small Forest
Landowner Office Advisory Committee (16 years).
I am writing to ask that that you support the WFFA Western WA stream buffer proposal. This
proposal is consistent with legislation and rules that were passed 23 years ago: RCW 76.13.100(2) and
WAC 222-12-040(2) which provide for …."Alternate harvest restrictions on smaller harvest units that
may have relative low impact on aquatic resources”.
I am a consulting forester with 27 years of assisting small forest landowners (SFLO) with their
forest stewardship – I have done dozens of forest stewardship plans and FPA’s.
In my working area of central WA the dominant SFLO stewardship goal is focused on creating
and maintaining healthy, fire resilient forests.
The single biggest constraint is the Forest & Fish RMZ rules. It has long been recognized by E.
WA forest ecologists that riparian zones are not exempt from fire and vegetation management is
necessary to maintain riparian values and function (Agee, 2003).

With 100+ years of fire exclusion many RMZ are heavily overstocked with excessive fuel loads
and need treatment to preserve riparian values and function.
For example, we cannot even fully implement the E. WA DNR cost share program forest health
and fuels reduction prescriptions because of F & F rule restrictions.
Even though these entries may be a Class 1 forest practices, we still have to comply with
constraining FP rules which prohibit achieving stocking control and fuels reduction objectives. This
situation is compounded by the 8" rule (which means we cannot cut and remove trees over 8" DBH
without filing the paperwork for a class 3 FPA)
In these situations (which are numerous) these RMZ’s are destined to burn and then we will
loose function and value for many years.
It is important to acknowledge:
That in E. WA there are many Type F streams that are F because they meet physical criteria for
“potential fish habitat”. It is important to acknowledge that a Type F does not have to have fish – It
doesn’t even need to have water !
In Summary:
I urge you to not only support the current WFFA buffer proposal but also help us remove the F & F rule
constraints in order that we can create and maintain healthy, fire resilient RMZ forests in E. WA
Thank – you,
/S/ Phil Hess
Phil Hess, Member
SFLO AC
Phil Hess, Consulting Forester CF #109
P.O. Box 9, Cle Elum, WA 98922
509-952-0678

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
I am writing you to express the Lentz Family Tree Farms support of the WFFA
buffer proposal. The Lentz Family Tree Farms consist of 900+ acre Lentz Family
Tree Farm that was started over 75 years ago and the 400+ acre D & P Lentz Tree
Farm LLC owned by my son and I for the last 10 years. Our tree farms are

managed in an attempt to grow great trees, an income for the family and
recreation opportunities for friends and family.
When Forest and Fish became law, I felt it was going to make being a tree farmer
harder. The required stream buffers in the new law cost the family tree farm
about $1 million. But there were two things in the law that had promise, the
partial payment for stream buffers (FREP) and that all new rules and alternate
plans were to be based on science. It has turned out that both of these things
have provided a large dose of frustration for small forestland owners.
The WFFA buffer proposal has been worked on for more than 8 years and has had
multiple scientific reviews all stating that it provides the same protection as the
original Forest and Fish law provided. The WFFA 75-foot buffer is the same as the
buffer now required for a site 5 fish stream buffer. There have been many studies
of stream buffers over the last 20+ years and scientists should have a better idea
as to what is required to provide stream protection and healthy buffer
environment. It would be greatly appreciated if you would follow the science as
the law states and allow the small forestland owners to try this great new plan.
We would like to thank you in advance for working with the small forestland
owners in providing the forests of the future.
Thank you very much,
Don Lentz
Lentz Family Tree Farms
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

I support the WFFA Buffer Proposal.
I co-own a third-generation family tree farm in southwest Washington in Pacific County. My
grandparents raised their nine children here and more than a dozen grandchildren enjoyed
exploring the forests and streams on the property. Many of our neighbors enjoy hunting for
deer, elk or bear and riding horseback throughout the farm. I personally enjoy studying
northwest botany and finding and taking pictures of plants that grow in the Willapa Hills. In the
fall each year, we keep watch for when the salmon return.
Please honor the intent of the Forests & Fish with your vote by supporting the template
prescriptions deemed equal in overall effectiveness by multiple science reviewers within a
process that was agreed upon by consensus.

Family forest owners care about the environment more than most, and we care for all those
depending on forestland, we need your support.
Thank you so much for taking my thoughts into consideration. Please do the right thing for
small family forest owners, providing us the best possible land use for all that benefit by
keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Jennie Niemcziek
Raymond, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Chairwoman Smith and Members of the Board,
I am an estate planning attorney and a small forest landowner with a masters in urban planning.
My husband and I own a 20-acre certified Stewardship Forest just outside of the Tumwater
Urban Growth Area. We hope to preserve it as a working forest permanently, because working
forests have much lower carbon emissions than unmanaged forests when you consider the whole
carbon cycle. See “Timber Harvest & Carbon,” March 2020, US Forest Service, Washington
Office (at https://www.fs.usda.gov/sites/default/files/TimberHarvest-Carbon-3pg-v3.pdf).
I am writing to you because I worry that small forest landowners are a dying breed and that over
time, their forestland will be sold off and paved over, causing increased carbon emissions and
loss of public resources. One reason for my fear is that the cumulative impact of the stream
buffer rules disproportionately affects small forest landowners’ income production capability.
We do not have large tracts of land to offset income production losses, compared to large timber
companies.
To protect public resources, small forest landowners should be held to a different standard than
large timber companies. In the long run, we will preserve more forestland this way because we
will reduce the incentive to sell off and develop forestland.
Accordingly, I am asking you to approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA
that would provide opportunities for small landowners to utilize prescriptions for 75-foot, 50foot, and 25-foot stream buffers, depending on stream widths. These buffers are supported by
research under the Forest Practices Adaptive Management Program.
Thank you for taking my perspective into consideration.
Sincerely,
Ronda Larson Kramer
Olympia, Washington
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Board Members:
My family owns 20+ acres on State Highway 503 in Amboy, Washington Clark County. We are a third
generation landowner for a 100+ years of this timberland. We value the protection of stream and land. We
support the Science-Based studies that show smaller buffers are equal in over all effectiveness to larger
buffers. We have worked to hard to maintain the land and tress to support a healthy forest.
The past few years we have been very active on fire protection not only for our land and barns, but also
other land owners bordering our property. The stream running through our land is a spawning ground
steam for steelhead and salmon. Deer, some elk, bear, coyotes and small wildlife use the land. We have
successfully worked with Fish and Wildlife over the years in dealing with beaver dams and stream banks.
We are also very concerned about catastrophic fire danger and have taken preventive measures as
yearly projects.
Our tree farm will be passed on to our children (my wife and I are 75). I, for many years thought the
buffer was 100 feet and surprised it was 132 feet.
I urge the Board to approve the WFFA buffer template to help small forest landowners.
Thank You for your consideration into this matter.
George Bellcoff
Running B Farm

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

We are members of the Washington Farm Forest Association (WFFA) in Clark Co. We own a 14 acre
Douglas Fir timber farm with 524’ of 5-15’ stream. We have adjacent properties owned by our children
for a total of 42 acres and 1050’ of 5-15’ stream. The intention is for this property to be handed down to
future generations. We do everything we can to instill a love of forest and interest in caring for our
forest regularly to the next 2 generations. We also allow other people to visit & learn from our forest.
We have worked tirelessly to improve the quality of our forest, following Forest Practice Board
principles. We have taken hundreds of hours of classes to improve our knowledge. We have invested
more for streams, wildlife, trees & forest than most people in Washington.
A reality of our forest ownership is that it costs a lot of money. The way we recoup that money is via
occasional logging, basically once a generation. The larger the stream buffer zone, the smaller we can
recoup our expenditures.
The current buffers around small creeks like ours, were determined decades ago by much less scientific
means than what the WFFA and others are currently undertaking. Additionally at the time of the
decades old agreement, it was agreed that the current buffers would be adjusted for SLFO because as
they exist, they disproportionally impact folks like us – SFLO. Since then, WFFA and others have been
working to create rules fairer to SLFO.
WFFA and others, have used up to date science for the current proposals. The data and conclusions
presented by the WFFA have been reviewed by consultants and further peer reviewed in a double blind
study at UW. All agree the outcomes of these smaller buffers is equal in outcomes (within statistical
margins) to the existing buffer zones.

We ask the Forest Practice Board to approve:
1. A template buffer width of 75’ Variable for S/F Waters >15’ BFW for Small Forest Landowners.
2. A template buffer width of 50’ Variable for F Waters 5’- 15’ BFW for Small Forest Landowners.
3. A template buffer width of 30’ fixed full length for all Np Waters for Small Forest Landowners.
The change from 25’to 30’ fixed full length buffer is explained in the Synthesis of
Recommendations for Each Proposed Template Buffer Width section for 25’ Np
recommendations.
We ask the Forest Practice Board to direct:
1. DNR to add the 75’ F, the 50’ F and the 30’ Np template prescriptions to BM21 as quickly as
possible so it can be used while further management options are under review, and
2. TFW Policy to return with their “variable width” sideboards, and additional management
recommendations that focus on user friendly outcome-based low impact prescriptions intended
to facilitate long term Desired Future Condition/Outcome for fish bearing streams by no later
than a year after this approval.
3. Policy to make recommendations regarding a potential change to a 50’ managed Np template
prescription and/or other potential changes resulting from subsequent Np rule making decisions
by no later than a year after this approval. Any such future Np management options should
focus on user friendly outcome-based low impact prescriptions intended to facilitate long term
Desired Future Condition/Outcome. User friendly options should consider simplification options
such as eliminating (for SFLOs) “intermittent dry portions”, and the potential of using the same
buffer width prescription for smaller Fish stream and Np Waters.
Regards,
Leland & Ruth Morgan
PO Box 33
Brush Prairie, WA 98606
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practice Board:
Michael Jackson, President of Professional Forestry Services, Inc. totally supports the WFFA Buffer
Proposal. We have been involved in the management of forest lands owned by Small Forest Landowners
for over 50 years. We have gone through the time of removing all debris from streams after harvest to
reasonable buffer widths to extreme buffer widths and putting large organic debris back into streams.
The current rules are extreme, costly and in many cases detrimental to forest management and stream
flow. Most all small landowners go above and beyond to protect all resources on their tree farms. The
proposed WFFA Template Proposal would go a long ways to protect the sustainability of small forest
landowners.
The current forest practice rules do not allow flexibility once you get to 2 feet of bank full width. There is
no difference to an incised 2 foot wide channel to a side channel that you can’t tell the width and flows
only 3-4 months of the year. Depends on the definition of the regulators without using common sense.
The WFFA Template needs your support as the three management buffers are fully supported by three
separate science based reviews. This state had a viable timber based economy for many years until the
spotted owl took its toll on families and the industry in the 1990’s. We need to help all the small

landowners in this state. The approval of the WFFA Template would go a long way in helping small
landowners keep their forest lands as forest lands and remain committed to family ownership.
Sincerely, Michael Jackson, CF,ACF
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am sending this email to you today to express my support for the WFFA buffer proposal. I
was born and raised on a farm in the Willamette valley in Oregon and as such have always
felt close ties to the land. My husband and I moved to Washington State when he fulfilled
his high school dream of owning a tree farm with the purchase of 480 acres outside of
Winlock with other family members...and the Pursley Family Tree Farm was born. I quickly
learned that I needed to be very specific when describing our farm...no, it's not a Christmas
tree farm, we grow the big commercial trees. And yes, it is a crop that has a very long
growing rotation, 40-50 years!
My father-in-law, a gypo logger who worked in Oregon, was thrilled to be one of the original
members of this legacy tree farm. The tree farm grew in size over the years, as did our
family. Now all three of our children have a percentage ownership in the family business.
While it is our hope that they will continue to operate these properties as sustainable
healthy forests, life is uncertain, and I worry about how long they will be able to preserve
these forested lands without feeling overly burdened. Like any other business, it has to
continue to be profitable and the bottom line is affected by numerous rules and regs put in
play over the years.
The management of stream buffers, which directly affects the area of timber harvest and
returnable income, has had numerous effectiveness studies over the years. Scientifically
these buffers were found to be equal in overall effectiveness.... and so, I am asking for your
support in approving the three management buffers recommended by the WFFA, offering
the small timber landowner alternate plan templates.
I've noticed that family forest owners truly care about the environment and the lands under
their care. Please use your voice to help them keep these lands in sustainable forests.
Thank you,
Marilyn Pursley
Pursley Family Tree Farm LLC
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Lisa Sudar and I’ve lived on our family forest land for 41 years. My
husband’s grandparents came to Stella, WA in 1920. Five generations have loved this
land and benefited from it. When we bought the land we were dedicated to keeping it as

forest to foster wildlife and diversity and to be enjoyed by many. Over the years we’ve
hosted church youth groups, Scout campouts, Civil Air Patrol location exercises as well
as cider making parties, a forestry planning field class and many family reunions. Our
barn was built by my husband’s grandfather in 1930 and is on the Washington Heritage
Barn register. Our neighbors and friends hunt, birdwatch and just walk here. I’m working
on adding more trails since I’ve retired from my “town job.”
Our woods are beautiful and exhibit a diversity that makes us proud. As we hear about
declines in Sword Ferns or Big Leaf Maple, we celebrate our healthy woods. Because of
a natural waterfall between us and the Columbia River we have no anadromous fish in
our streams but we are dedicated to the many inhabitants of the creeks nonetheless.
We enjoy learning more about each species we encounter and have participated in bird
counts and amphibian counts. We appreciate the importance of data, gathered over
time, for reflecting trends and adding to knowledge of a complex world. We’ve watched
and worried as the discussions over management buffers for logging practices have
ebbed and flowed over many years.
Please recognize the value of scientific research and approve the three management
buffers recommended by the Washington Farm Forest Forestry Association. Three
scientific studies have shown that these buffers will bear similar conservation results to
the Forest Practices Board proposals, while allowing reasonable harvest in our forests.
Our children and grandchildren are dedicated to keeping our land in forest, but they will
need to generate the income to make it a viable undertaking for them in the years to
come. Please listen to science. Please listen to landowners who care deeply for the
land we live and work on. Thank you for listening and supporting forest owners in
Washington State.
Sincerely,
Lisa Sudar
Longview, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a third generation forest steward and
owner of forest land in Clark County. My parents and grandparents have been deeply
involved with WFFA, and managing/working on our Tree Farm for over 75 years.
Our tree farms have been actively managed to promote wildlife habitat, protection of
diversity in the forest and focus on the health of our forest lands. Our consistency as
owners and Stewards for multiple generations helps us to take the long view when
making management decisions. We have been through the WSU Stewardship course
and benefit from WFFA and WSU classes and programs that keep us up to date.
This proposal is an opportunity to support Small Forest Land owners to manage their
forestland for the benefit of all. We manage by doing small loggings, keep our forests

healthy by thinning our stands, with small area clear cuts. We replant and manage brush
actively to help future generations of family and trees to be as healthy as possible. Our
management of healthy forests includes those areas around streams, and reasonable
buffers can be part of that solution. It is important that private, small forests be given the
flexibility to manage our buffers with these proposed reasonable templates.
Please, we need the Board to support us !
Help Family Forests by approving the three management buffers recommended by WFFA.
The buffers proposed are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were
done in the Adaptive Management Program. Passage of the recommended motions would
renew our faith in Forests & Fish commitments of the Legislature and the commitments of
prior Forest Practice Boards and our natural resource agencies. Our Family's next
generations are not as likely to continue our legacy without knowing that
Olympia recognizes the work and commitment our family has made as excellent stewards
of the land. We work hard on our end to that ideal, but we need your support and
recognition to continue.
Thank you for listening.
Please do the right thing for small family forest owners who are providing the best possible
land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Sandra Revesz
Ridgefield, WA.
Clark County
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I support the WFFA Buffer proposal.
I am a SFLO that we have had in our family since my grandfather James homesteaded in 1884 in
Whatcom County. He was the first homesteader in the Nooksack Valley and property includes
timber and a creek called Mitchell Creek, therefore that is one of the reasons we support the
buffer proposal. It is important we continue to manage our forest land fairly and responsibly.
We are Stewards of the Land and would like the opportunity to manage our land (For
Generations to Come) once again in a way that provides equal in overall effectiveness to the
regulations with a far less burdensome alternative.
I have been a member of WFFA for nearly 50 years and have been Vice President and President
of the Board of WCFFA.

I am asking the Forest Practices Board for their support and approval of the WFFA
recommendation of the three management buffers that are fully supported by three separate
Science reviews. We want you to continue to be helpful to sustain healthy forests.
Thank you for listening to my request. I put my trust in you to support and approve the WFFA
buffer proposal.
Sincerely, J. Patrick Mitchell, Deming Washington
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to ask for your support for the small forest landowner buffer width prescription at your
November 10 meeting.
My family owns 400 acres of timberland located in the Newaukum valley of central Lewis County. My
father purchased it, parcel by parcel, from the 1940 through the 1990s as he built his small farm. When
purchased, it was about half timberland and half farmland. When my father unexpectedly passed away
in 1986, we could not bear to let his dream of land ownership die, but none of us were able to live on
the property at the time. We decided to plant the farmland to timber. We knew land in that area grows
beautiful timber. My sister had a young family and my mother needed financial security for the future.
Based on forest practices rules and the foreseeable economic future, planting trees seemed like the best
thing to do, both for the land and for long-term economic stability.
My father purchased eight parcels at different times to grow his farm. Each parcel has a stream running
through it. At the time he purchased them, each one had a house and barn. Now, there is only one
house remaining. We recently did some long-term planning with a professional forester. His
recommendation was to divide the land into 20 acres parcels and sell it for home sites. The stream
buffers make nearly one-third of our land off-limits for logging. From an economic perspective, its value
as housing sites must be considered.
During my lifetime, I have watched this land go from pasture and hayfields with cattle drinking from the
streams to lush forests full of deer, birds and a wide variety of plant and animal life. The thought of
turning it into 20-acre farmlets is heartbreaking. But as family members age and the next generation
struggles to raise their families, leaving so much value unrealized would be irresponsible.
Smaller buffers would help balance the scale back in favor of maintaining it as timberland.
I remember the Forest and Fish Report. When the small business economic impact statement
concluded that small forest landowners would be disproportional impacted, it was frightening. The
promise of alternate plans for smaller landowners calmed our fears. My family trusted that the process
would be completed in a timely manner and small forest landowners would be regulated in a reasonable
way, not the same as large industrial companies.
Now is your opportunity to finally take a step in the right direction. Approving the proposal does several
things:
1) Follows sound science;

2) completes a promise made by the State of Washington over 25 years ago; and
3) gives small forest landowners an incentive to maintain their land as forest land.
Please support the small forest landowner proposal.
Heather Hansen
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to encourage you to support the WFFA Template harvest proposals. I own timber land that
has been in my family for 4 generations. I harvest small units that help generate income allowing me to
keep the land as timber land, not just another development. In the past I have gone through the long
and arduous process of alternative plans to make the stream side buffers fit the topography, stream
characteristics and the small low impact harvests that I do. They have been approved by forest practices
ID teams. By approving the WFFA Template proposal, in the future, I and other tree farmers could utilize
these templates that are similar to what I have had approved.
I’ve heard that many other tree farmers don’t want to go through the alternative plan process. By
passing the WFFA Templates they would be able to have buffers that more fit their streams with far less
work for them and the ID teams involved. Seems like a win for all as it has been shown both ways
adequately protect these streams as compared to leaving the standard three zone buffers. It’s not
uncommon for low land timber landowners to have narrow Np (only puddles in the summer) and F
streams on their property. The standard rules can impact a big percentage of their lands. Could having
these templates encourage them to keeping their land as timber land instead of developing it? As a
small landowner I know how hard it is to lose big parts of your timber/investment to buffers especially
when they don’t fit your situation.
Please adopting all the templates WFFA is proposing.
Thank you for your consideration
Ed Westergreen
Sumas, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

My husband Eric and I are writing to express our support of the WFFA buffer proposal. We own
a 37-acre tree farm in Winlock that consists of timber and agriculture. The agriculture portion
is 15 acres of Noble Fir and Grand Fir for Christmas tree sales. The remaining 22 acres, which
had been logged just prior to us purchasing the property in 2018, is planted in predominantly
Douglas Fir, but also includes Port Orford Cedar and most recently Willamette Valley Ponderosa

Pine. We are new to (timber) tree farming. We learn something new every day and are
enjoying this new experience immensely.
To us our forestland isn't just about the trees. We are equally passionate about the wildlife,
birds, fish and etc., all of which are rapidly losing their homes to "development" . We feel our
37 acres, as well as all Small Forestland Owners land, is vitally important to their health and
survival. In fact, just last week we discovered we have a Pileated Woodpecker on our
property. Additionally, at the back of our property is Ferrier Creek. On several occasions, I
have hiked down to enjoy the peace and tranquility and discovered Ferrier Creek does in fact
have fish in it, of course frogs and even some beavers who are making a go at building a dam. I
could go on and on about how much we love our property that we call our "little slice of
paradise".
When Eric and I moved here in 2018, mid-July to be exact. It was a HOT summer, 90's for what
seemed like forever. We moved from Kent, i.e., nothing but houses and only a few pockets of
trees. But here in Winlock, we are surrounded by large parcels. I bring this up because every
morning, even though it had been miserably hot the prior day, we always woke up to wet grass
and droplets of water dripping off the trees. We learned quickly; this is what it's like to live in a
forest.
Eric and I respectfully ask the Board show their support by approving the three management
buffers recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews,
two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program. By approving this, you are
ensuring many generations after us will be able to continue enjoying all that forests have to
offer. And to say the enjoyment factor is off the charts would be an understatement.
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing for small family forest owners, providing the
best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Respectfully,
Eric and Karen Bernard
Winlock, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to express my support for the Washington Farm Forestry Association buffer proposal. My
forest management team manages timberlands in Western Washington, whose landowners are proud
members of WFFA.
Our forestlands are important in numerous ways. They provide sustainable wood resources, clean water,
clean air, wildlife habitat, recreation opportunities, and family-wage jobs. As a forester who sees firsthand how truly important the timber industry is to not only our local communities, but the many other
lives and economies our industry touches, I can say with utmost confidence that forest landowners and
land managers manage timberlands in a way that will benefit our future generations. This could be seen

as a young child, making memories in the woods owned by their grandparents, who might one day inherit
the land, or as a harvest unit layout forester that completes a careful reconnaissance of a timber stand and
then protects the areas that are required by law or by best management practices. We are ensuring longterm sustainable harvest of timber while achieving a multitude of landowner objectives and
environmental and societal benefits.
So I respectfully ask the Board for your support, for your support of the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were
done in the Adaptive Management Program. Passage of the recommended motions would renew my faith
in the Forest & Fish Laws and the original intent of these laws. This would renew my faith in law
makers, natural resource agencies, and our society that you believe what we do and provide from the
timber industry is integral to society.
Thank you for your time and for doing the right thing for small family forest owners. This will provide
them the best possible use of their land and all who benefit from it and to ensure that this land stays in
forestland for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Marisa Bass
Chehalis, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My wife and I support the WFFA buffer proposal. We own 70 acres in the Yacolt area and would like to
have the buffers reduced based on the scientific evidence that was produced in a study on stream
buffers.
Thank you for considering the reduction of these buffers. The reduction will help keep our tree farm in
production.
Sincerely,
Douglas R. and Cheryl L. Hagedorn
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
I support the WFFA buffer proposal. I am retired and live in Stevens Co. My retirement project is to take
these 35 acres of forest that had suffered from many years of 'deferred management' and turn it into a
clean, working, forest.
This is where I live, I want it to be a nice home for myself, my dogs, and the various forest critters that
we have as neighbors. I plant, water, thin, and grow trees. It is a way of life. I wish for this way of life to
be available for generations to come. Generations of both trees and folks.

Unfortunately the forests need some government intervention. But you now have the opportunity to
listen to the WFFA, these folks are foresters and landowners with the forests at heart. They are
knowledgeable and sincere. Please, follow their advice.
Thank you for your time.
Mike Salisbury, P.E.
Northport, Wa.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing today in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association buffer
proposal. My wife and I own 130 acres of forest land in Wahkiakum County. The
property has been in her family for approximately 100 years. We are very pleased that
over the last few years, our daughters and four grandchildren are beginning to share our
passion for the incredible value and beauty of forest lands.
As a Washington native, I grew up hiking in the state's amazing forests. But now, as a
forest land owner, I realize that our forests are not just a thing of incredible beauty and
home to wildlife, they are essential to our quality of life and environment. Most recently,
I have become very excited by the fact that our trees are sequestering carbon, and that
by maintaining a healthy forest, we can do our part in fighting climate change.
Because of my passion for forest lands and their incredible value, I have appreciated
the work by your board, DNR and others to preserve and protect our timberlands. I
know that making some decisions on new regulations are very challenging and can be
highly contentious. But I think the proposal for narrower buffers for streams have been
scientifically shown to be equal in overall effectiveness to current buffers. And given
that, the narrower buffers will help us manage our land in a way which is beneficial to
wildlife, fish, and the environment.
Thank you for your consideration of the narrower buffers proposal.
Fred Olson
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Chair Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
Hopkins Forestry is an experienced forest consulting firm owned and operated by a
husband-wife team based in Eastern Lewis County. We assist several dozen clients
each year; our clients own 10 acres to as much as 1000, but the typical parcel is 20
acres. Our clients' lands are in the lowlands of Western Washington, usually with
commercial timber company or agency timberlands upstream of our clients. Relative to

the Timber-Fish-Wildlife policies of riparian buffer widths on streams and wetlands, we
recommend more logical and reasonable riparian buffer widths.
We have seen hundreds of "streams" that are classified by the DNR and WDFW as S,
F, NP, and NS. Some have water, some don't. Some have fish, some don't. Some are
man-made ditches, some are natural creeks. Some are actual streams, some are
agricultural fields. We always walk the "stream" to determine the physical
characteristics for classification and realistic protections needed for shade, wildlife, fish,
slope stability, erosion potential, and aesthetics. We often challenge the classification
of the "stream" because it does not accurately fit what is found on the ground. We use
Alternate Plans for our small forestland owners to try to mitigate the errors of the "onesize-fits-all" rules for riparian zones.
A glaring example of discrimination of small forestland owners (SFLOs) occurred in
2019 on a 300-acre tree farm of a second-generation family. The land was purchased
for the river that ran through it and the 26 streams that we have since classified. Of the
300 acres of high-site timberlands, over 100 acres are in never-to-be-managed riparian
zones. For one 50-acre proposed harvest with six creeks running east-west through it,
we asked for a Pre-application site visit. To our surprise, we hosted the local Forest
Practices foresters, the Pacific-Cascades Forest Practices staff, Forest Practices staff
from Olympia, Yakima Fish & Wildlife, WDFW, and Dept. of Ecology. We had written an
Alternate Plan to protect the streams, and since they flowed east-west, shade would
only be needed on the south side of the streams (other considerations were also
proposed). This timber harvest was planned to convert hardwood-dominated timber to
conifer. While the ranking Forest Practices Forester thought our plan was good, tribal
and WDFW would only accept the written rules and would not accept any RMZ plans
other than the Fixed Width RMZ Template for Small Forest Landowners. This proposed
harvest would have provided the same protections with 25-foot, 50-foot, and 75-foot
buffers as the 118-foot fixed width (both sides) of each stream.
Our forestry experience and logic tell us that the current buffer widths in rules are not
practical and too restrictive. The rules are supposed to give small environmentallyconscious forestland owners an option for smaller buffers! The Washington Farm
Forestry Association has demonstrated in multiple science-based ways that three of the
proposed smaller buffers are equal in overall effectiveness, therefore appropriate for
SFLO harvest prescriptions. Please validate the proven science.
Dick & Paula Hopkins
Hopkins Forestry
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madame Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
My name is Jan Wilson. I am a retired professional, and I own approximately 30 total acres in Cowlitz
County. I am a member of the WFFA organization. In 2010, I bought an adjacent parcel, logged 12-15
years prior and replanted, though that task was long delayed and lean in success. The 26.5 acre parcel

had already been removed from the timber tax exemption, in anticipation of development. I am grateful
that didn't come to fruition, like the (8).5 million dollar homes on 20 acres across the ravine.
I joined the WFFA to learn more about forest stewardship, to support the culture of native and best
regional woodland species, wildlife habitat and also to apply sustainable harvest management of the
wood product on the parcel. I have a healthy inventory of wildlife and birds that cohabitate there and I
keep the meadows open for their benefit along with my own livestock. (My riparian areas are out of
bounds for the latter by the way. Fence building can be arduous!).
I wish to express my support for the buffer alternatives presented to the board by the WFFA. Those
buffers allow small land owners like myself the flexibility that is needed for the complex topography and
waterways that exist on their properties. The geology and topography of the state is amazingly variable.
Although my second parcel north boundary is a nonfish bearing and a seasonal waterway, I view my
responsibility to manage my activities thoughtfully, because it is inevitably part of a larger
watershed.....quality of water we expect ourselves, fish and other aquatics to survive in. As in most
affairs in life, solutions to problems aren't always simple, because more often, the problems aren't
either. Carte blanche oversized mandatory buffers are an example of an oversimplified solution! While
we wrestle with why we don't have the fish numbers to even travel our waters, we can do what we can
in the meantime, to find balance in growing, harvesting and renewing the capacity of the land to provide
again and again and still keep the water in a healthy state until better fish returns occur. Pollution,
overfishing and the realities of a natural world are formidable challenges, I understand. I can do my part
managing my small woodland parcel with applied education and good science that the buffer options
suggest. Small forest and farm landowners are your greatest opportunity to apply multiple solutions to
the variety of Washington State's complex and variable natural resources. We can ground truth the
options and offer back far more information. Citizens are capable of adding to the banks of knowledge
for future sustainability of healthy forests and waterways. Small farm and forestry owners want and
need forests and waterways to be healthy. They want and need that to continue their own family
legacies, but also because they see that accountability, sustainability and continuing to participate and
collaborate for the benefit of the environment and the bigger picture is essential. Cooperative work is
always harder than advocacy work because we are all forced to dig deeper, listen, ask more questions
and measure what we think we know. WFFA has done this for all of us over the past several years.
Please let us ground truth these buffer options. They are scientifically sound and people deserve to feel
confident in a final plan that they had input. I would hate to see the term "Adaptive Management"
become just another hollow term when flexible adaptations are presented.......long, and hard scientific
work that "proofs up" but then is not included in the final decision.
Thank you for your time and consideration to finally include these buffer alternatives to Forest Practice
law. They do and will contribute to the overall effectiveness that we are all striving for.
Jan Wilson
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My wife and I along with our 3 adult children own 100 acres of Forest Land in western Lewis
County. My sons and I, as well as numerous relatives hunt our forestland and other
neighboring small forest land owners property for deer and elk every year. We also hunt

mushrooms on these lands as well. In addition, we enjoy viewing many types of wildlife (both
birds and animals) that live in and around our forestland.
My grandfather and 3 of my great uncles homesteaded much of the land my family and our
neighboring relatives currently own. Those ancestors migrated to this area in the late
1800s. These forest
lands currently are home of 3rd generation forests. Unlike my grandfather and his brothers,
who harvested the old growth (1st. generation) trees and left mother nature to replant the 2 nd
growth trees, as was common practice in those days, these 3rd generation trees were
intentionally planted by my father after he harvested the 2nd generation timber. The trees in
our forest not only store carbon and provide building materials for construction far and wide,
but also food and shelter for deer, elk, bears, coyotes, racoons, grouse, hawks, crows, ravens
and many other wild animals and wild birds. These forests also provide recreation for my
family and many relatives and neighbors. Our children, who are part owners of our forestland
and have children of their own (9 to 22 years old), are now learning about replanting, thinning
and managing our forestland not only for financial reward, but also for the critical role forests
play in the environment and the role of recreation in the rural environment.
One 40 acre forest parcel we own currently only has 19 acres that is harvestable based on the
current DNR buffer rules. Our four other forest parcels also have significant DNR stream buffer
requirements. When my father logged that 40 acre parcel in the 1970’s all 40 acres were
legally harvested, but now we’re looking at being able to log less than half. That makes me and
my family wonder if we really want to own forestland, especially if there is a possibility that we
may face even more severe restrictions in the future. That is why, we are in support of the
Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) buffer proposal to allow Small Forest Land
Owners (SFLO) the option for smaller stream buffers based on the science. The buffers in the
proposal were developed from two studies; WFFA PI science assessment (Martin) and an
independent scientific analysis of the proposed widths commissioned by TFW processes,
including independent Scientific Peer Review. We, SFLO’s of Washington need your support of
the WFFA Westside Buffer Proposal to keep our land forested for generations to come.
Thank you for reviewing my comments and I trust you will do what is right for the future of
Small Forest Land Owners.
Sincerely,
Joseph Muller
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

After reading through WFFA buffer proposal I believe that there is good reason and science
behind the alternate buffers recommended by the WFFA. I am part of the Alpine Evergreen
Ownership and its current Manager. Alpine is primarily situated out on the Kitsap Peninsula,

but also has other Certified forest Farms in other nearby areas. My Grandfather and his Father
worked diligently to procure 5500+/- acres in the 1960s and on. A large portion of the land that
was procured during that time was from Companies that cut and ran. For the last several
decades the family raised Christmas trees and timber on our farms, and has primarily converted
all it's ground into Timberland. Alpine has always tried to be the best possible stewards to the
land and have welcomed others to enjoy our Forestland through our walk and ride
program. We rely on the relationships built over time to help monitor and keep a watchful eye
on our forests, so they can be enjoyed by all for years to come.
As development continues to take more than it gives it is important to help those that are
trying to preserve forest lands for what they are intended. Alpines ownership has continued to
add to its core land holdings over the years including nearly 100 acres this last year. We are
proud of our heritage and the Legacy that has been left to use to manage. I am the fourth
generation with the fifth and sixth already coming into their own. As the ownership increases
so does the management of the land. Alpines ownership has a connection and history with the
land and with good management will continue to preserve its forest lands for the future
generations of owners, neighbors, and wildlife to enjoy. My Grandfather helped instill a
passion for wildlife, and the notion that are able to always do more to help preserve its habitat.
I ask for the support of the board on approving the management buffers recommended by the
WFFA. I do this not for monetary gain but because as I have seen the forest change in the last
47 years, I have also seen what has changed due to buffer guidelines. There are streams on our
farms, many of which have completely closed off and are no longer suitable for fish rearing due
what I believe the current standards have promoted. As the small streams become choked out
with vegetation and forest litter there will be less and less habitat available for fish and wildlife
for the future generations to enjoy. Alpine Evergreen will continue managing its forest in the
best possible manner allowed by the law. All I ask is that the laws are based on good science
which promote sustainable forest practices that will help Small Family Forest thrive for future
generation.
I would like to thank the Board for taking the time to listen to the individual stories that make a
Small Family Forest the Legacy that I believe they are and will continue to be with your help.
Thank you,
Damian Reid
Kitsap Peninsula
Mason County
Jefferson County
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

I am writing today to request your support for the WFFA buffer proposal.
My wife Nancy and I purchased our 20-acre tree farm from Weyerhaeuser in
2004. Our tree farm is small by comparison to those of many of our fellow
SFLOs and the site is challenging to manage. The property borders Rocky
Slough to the rear, a swamp that is deemed to be a wetland. We purchased
the property as the site for our retirement home. I have a BS in forestry from
UNH and a lifelong interest in timber and forest products and looked forward
to the opportunity to have our own tree farm.
Nancy, who is an RN, took interest in the forestry aspects of the property and
after taking the forest stewardship course and wrote our forest management
plan. Using the plan, we were also able to obtain our tree farm certification.
The property had been logged prior to our purchase and the success of the
reforestation effort was marginal. Over the last ten years we filled in the gaps
and introduced the west-side variety of Ponderosa pine, to counter a severe
root rot infestation. When I say “we”, I mean Nancy and me. We have gotten
a bit weary of trying to find gaps between rocks to plant seedlings, but we can
now keep up with mortality without much trouble.
In 2018, with the help of a local forestry consulting firm, we were able to put a
small timber sale together. There was only 16 MBF of merch timber, but due
to a very strong log market we were able to conduct a combination of several
small patch cuts and a thinning over roughly 5 acres adjacent to Rocky
Slough. The patch cuts were designed to remove root rot susceptible
trees. Trees were dying faster than I could cut them up for firewood, but were
still merchantable..
We could have had a bigger sale, but the most valuable trees were along the
slough and were deemed out of bounds. This for a wetland that had no fish
and no prospect of ever having fish. We were forced to abandon valuable
timber for an unnecessary buffer. Were it not for the hot market, we would
never have been able to have a such a small sale and additional trees would
have been wasted.
I did attend a couple of DNR meetings where the buffer topic was discussed
but was quickly convinced that I was wasting my time after the moderator
repeatedly emphasized that nothing would happen without consensus by all
the represented groups.

It was clear from the dialog that consensus would not happen.
So, after more than 20 years, the full promise of the Forest and Fish bargain
for SFLOs has yet to be achieved. We hope that you will see fit to give us the
relief being requested, and which is long overdue.
Allowing small landowners to operate in a reasonable manner, unfettered by
unnecessary regulation will in part determine the fate of many small
landowners in western Washington. Small landowners cannot afford to pay
experts to guide them through every set of complex regulations.
When we purchased our tree farm, we knew full well that it would have to be
subsidized. We were fine with that, but not all SLFOs can afford that
approach to tree farming, particularly those with larger parcels. In either
case, these tree farms provide innumerable benefits for the people of
Washington. All this open space and wildlife habitat is provided free of
charge by the SFLOs.
With land prices today, few can acquire timberland (if even available). Many
small tree farms are handed down from generation to generation. If these
existing properties are too difficult and costly to own, they will surely go into
development, as has already happened. With your help, this trend can at least
be abated.
Thank you very much for reading this and we hope you see fit to provide the
relief that is both deserved and essential to the future of the family-owned tree
farm.
Best wishes,
Bob & Nancy Loiselle
McKenna Forest Reserve
Roy, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board

By way of introduction, my name is Larry Blackledge. My wife and I live in
Lewis County and own just over 23 acres of land. I want to make it very clear
from the beginning, farmers and ranchers ARE the stewards of the
land. They are the ones who every day toil to grow crops, feed livestock,
provide lumber for building, food for a growing population worldwide, habitat
for fisheries and game, an environment to raise a family and provide gainful
employment for a

myriad of tradesmen and government

employees.
I believe you are all familiar with the efforts and
scientific data which has been provided you by the
Washington Farm Forestry Association regarding streambed buffer zones. The data was produced according to
the request from government entities, and shows that an
alternate plan of action and mandates can meet the
requirements.
We simply ask that you support the alternate plans that
will accomplish equal effectiveness, continue to provide for
healthier and managed forests and streams in our
state. In this long, 23 year, struggle to provide this
information, you can see that the members and leaders of
the organization have gone above and beyond to meet the
demands. Please consider that we, the land owners and
farmers, are here to stay and protect these assets for
today and many years into the future.
Very respectfully,
Larry Blackledge
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,

As a small family farm owner in Lincoln Co., I support the stream set backs recommended by WFFA. I
know EVERYONE wants clean streams and rivers. However, science and research supports the reduction
of stream buffers. What else is there to debate?? I and MANY others can say on our tree farm, the
poorest silviculture is the stream corridors. I invite you to see for yourselves in Western and Eastern
Washington to see what the Stewards of the Land are doing on their tree farms.
Sincerely,
Andrew and Norene Phillipson
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madams Chairperson Smith and members of the board,
My name is Jim Rose, owner of Rose Ranch outside of South Bend Washington. We own and operate a
1,500 acre cattle ranch that includes roughly 500 acres of forest land. I write to you in support of the
proposed three WFFA management buffers.
Our four generation cattle and timber business will celebrate 100 years of continuous operation next
year. We are proud of our reputation for innovative and proactive practices to ensure the quality of the
water leaving our ranch. The ranch is largely diked tideland pastures with oyster farms right on the other
side of the dikes. We are proud to be lifelong friends with many of these oyster farmers. I mention this
because I think it shows a little bit of our commitment to responsible environmental stewardship.
The WFFA buffer proposals have been scientifically reviewed and are sound solutions to help small
forestland owners. The narrower buffer will do the job equally as well as the current buffers. We, like
many other small forestland owners do not harvest large tracts (normally 5-15 acres per year). The
buffers that apply on our land are mostly next to manmade ditches in the tideland. This, in my opinion,
is the most unfair aspect of the buffer rules. There is no good argument for calling these ditches fishbearing streams and thus taking away the right to harvest the timber next to them. I would be happy to
provide a reasonable buffer next to a stream that would actually benefit from it and provide a better
habitat for fish and other vulnerable species, but it makes me cynical and distrustful of an agency that
will take harvestable timber from landowners for a drainage ditch whose inhabitants will flourish
whether the trees are there or not.
Please do the right thing and support your small forest landowners by adjusting these buffers to the
WFFA proposals. They are sound, scientifically reviewed and long overdue. This action would help
restore some of my lost trust in the Forest Practice Board.
Thank you,
Jim Rose, South Bend
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Washington Forest Practice Board,
I am writing in support the WFFA proposal for narrower fixed width stream buffers for Small
Forest Land Owners in western Washington. My family owns and manages 231 acres of
designated forestland in Cowlitz County (Asaph Timber Group, LLC). We love this land and
want it to remain in forestland for future generations. Our Eufaula Tree Farm is 182 acres and we

manage it in accordance with 15 year long term FPA# 2926295. It is SFI certified by the
American Tree Farm System (Tree Farm # 4336). Our objectives are to provide periodic income
from commercial timber harvest, enhance upland and riparian habitat for wildlife, protect water
quality and aquatic species, and provide recreational opportunities including hunting and hiking
in esthetically pleasing landscapes. There are 31 acres of no-cut stream buffer on this farm or 17
percent off limits to harvest. Approximately 5 acres of buffer is under the Forest Riparian
Easement Program. Over the past 30 years we have added to the local economy and paid forest
harvest tax on the commercial harvest of approximately 850 MBF amounting to over $500,000
in delivered log price to local mills. All harvested areas have been reforested with Douglas-fir
and are vigorously growing on site 2 productive soils. Standing timber inventory on this farm is
greater now than before our first harvest nearly 30 years ago.
Our second tree farm is near Toutle and includes 49 acres of 20-year old Douglas-fir and alder.
We have done precommercial timber stand improvement on this farm to favor Douglas-fir.
I believe existing riparian management zone requirements in western Washington are more
restrictive and complex than necessary to provide adequate protection for water quality and
habitat for aquatic species. The existing rules create frustration and a financial impact for small
forest landowners. The 31 acres in stream buffers on our Eufaula Tree Farm are 118 feet-wide
fixed width buffers along fish streams (this was the minimum fixed-width alternate plan template
available to me. I felt it was excessive, but thought it was my only choice.), and 50 feet wide
along Np streams. The FREP buffer width is 100 feet wide. No-cut buffer acreage definitely
impacts the financial feasibility of this farm. For example, if there were an average of 30 MBF
per acre growing in my buffers, it would amount to 930MBF or nearly a million board feet of
timber off-limits to harvest.
I am recommending a simple fixed maximum width buffer template for SFLOs in Western
Washington of 75 feet for F streams with a bank full width of 10 feet or greater and 50 feet wide
for F and Np streams with a bank full width of 10 feet or less. This would be somewhat closer to
maximum stream width buffer templates in western Oregon for small and medium fish and
SSBT streams. Considering western Oregon has a warmer climate than western Washington, I
believe the WFFA buffer width proposal for western Washington is reasonable and I ask for your
consideration and support.
Sincerely,
Lawson Starnes
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Forest Practices Board Members,
I am a forester and forest Engineer, my career has spanned 40+ years and ranged from Yreka,Ca to
Yakutat Ak. Chehalis Wa is my home where I am the steward of a tree farm, I am a 3rd generation
forester and 4th generation natural resource professional. I’ve witnessed a wide spectrum of land use,
land abuse and stewardship.

The Forest industry has gone through such a metamorphosis in the time I have been aware of the
environment we live in and manage. The pictures I wish I could share from my minds eye of past
practices when compared to present practices would leave anybody wondering why we are squabbling
over a few feet of stream buffer for the small forest landowners.
A large percentage of small landowners in Washington state are extremely tied to their land and are
committed to being premier stewards of the land. Their harvest practices typically have less impact than
other ownerships because of these ties to their land and commitment to being premier stewards. In the
grand scheme of things a few feet of buffer on a few small landowners ownership in western
Washington is probably going to pale in comparison to the big environmental issues this state, nation,
and world have, presently.
I urge the board to consider the small landowner template as a document supported by science and
support it with a positive vote.
Dave Roberts
Westcoast Forestry
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
The purpose of this email is to offer my support for the position of the Washington Farm Forestry
Association (WFFA) and others working on behalf of small landowners like me regarding SFLO land
regulations. Any legitimate effort toward sustainable forestry must include an objective analysis and
balancing of small tree farm owner’s rights with environment interests. When I researched what WFFA
does and what it stands for, it was clear it is an organization that truly cares about the objective balance,
and uses hard science to support its position.
My Wife and I own 340 acers in South Stevens County. We are one of those Small Forest owners who
don't have Fish steams. We do have several springs that run year round. The current restrictions affect
our harvest that also affects our livelihood. My Family has owned this property for 3 generations and is
the life blood to the communities of Stevens County.
Please support the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions. We are asking for your support of the
laws that offered us alternate plan templates that are equal in overall effectiveness and the science that
supports that claim. Please support Washington’s small forest landowners. Without your support, I fear
that we will disappear from the landscape, and that will be a sad loss for the sustainability of
Washington’s native flora and fauna, especially in the lowland areas.

Gregg Meyer President NE Chapter WFFA
Alicia Meyer
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Posted 10/26/2022
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

We support the WFFA buffer proposal, which several scientific studies have shown to be
equal in overall effectiveness to the current rules and urge you to vote for its approval.
We are small forest landowners who purchased 200 acres of forest land in Lewis County in
1979 and 1987 to provide for our retirement income. We have spent the last 43 years
managing those parcels in a manner that not only has provided income but also has
provided wildlife habitat and watershed protection in an area that is changing from forest
land to homes. When the Forest and Fish Rules were implemented 22 years ago, we were
dismayed to find that 30% of one parcel and 23% of the second could never be harvested
because it was in buffers. However we believed that the promises made to small forest
landowners would be honored, that science would show that smaller buffers were sufficient,
and that templates would be created to make the rules less onerous. In fact, we hosted one
of the first ID teams considering the proposed thinning template. At that time final harvest
of our stands was many years away, and we expected that solutions would be found. Years
passed, the trees grew, and now most of them have been harvested with the full buffer
requirements. The reduced buffer proposal is too late to help us, but we still believe that it
is a step that should be taken to encourage future generations to keep the land forested.
We have no heirs so will soon be selling our land to others who want to grow trees, rather
than breaking it up in to 5 acre parcels for homes, as all of our surrounding neighbors have
done. We continue to believe in the importance of forests in Washington and in small forest
landowners as stewards of that land. Please vote to approve the SFLO template to
encourage forest land ownership!
Thank you for your consideration.
Bryon and Donna Loucks
Centralia, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Subject: Support SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions
Madam Chairperson Smith and Board Members,
Your regarded attention and consideration is directed towards above attachment.
Sincerely,
Bob Stewart
As you read this, it is my sincere hope you have not already made up your minds against the Riparian
zone width reduction proposal. For if you have, I have wasted both our times.
As an owner and steward to multiple forested parcels in Western Washington and Western Oregon (all
American Tree Farm certified) I have through the years witnessed the continued erosion of landowners’
rights and ergo timberland values. Of the four Western Washington properties, nearly 35% of the lands’
timber growing potential has been taken away through restrictive riparian regulations. Despite this
questionable constitutionality of property taking; there has been no discernable change in any of the

fish bearing stream populations. If anything, there are diminished or non-existent salmonid populations.
Indeed, as a teenager in the 60’s I recall salmon numbers so large that one could conceivably harvest a
salmon dinner using a pitch fork. Now, despite all the sacrifices placed upon timberland owners---replacing bridges, culverts, and implementation of no harvest zones--- there is little demonstrative
evidence that the enacted regulatory programs have proven effective.
If your committee’s intent is to create the most mismanaged/unmanaged strips of forestland on our
tree farms and waterways throughout the state, then keep the setbacks wide. But if your objective is to
maintain the stream beds and adjacent riparian areas in managed, verdant, productive form, then you
might want to take a page from the Ducks Unlimited or Hunters for Bison playbook. The former is
renowned for improving mallard duck numbers and the latter instrumental in helping the nation’s bison
restoration.
If forestland owners are obliged to ignore, neglect their riparian lands because of regulatory
interference, these corridors will in time be choked with brush, bramble and blowdown. Similar to
releasing the hunters of birds and bison to manage habitat for mutual benefits; why not allow vested
timberland owners manage more of their riparian lands?
The committee has an important decision before them; one that will affect generations to come. Listen
to the science and consider the history of past failed programs. Put more of the states most fertile
ground back into production by decreasing the riparian zone width. Instead of killing the goose laying
the golden eggs----help make Washington the “FOREVER” Green State.

Most Respectfully,
Robert Stewart DVM,

Father to the 4th generation of Stewart Tree Farmers.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Members of the Board,
I am writing to urge you to support the WFFA's buffer proposal. I am one of the owners of a
second generation tree farm in Grays Harbor County. Having the tree farm to recreate on, work
on and the love of being outdoors played a large part in my latter decision to become a forest
engineer. The same experiences led both my brothers to work in the timber industry
also. Now I'm instilling that love of the outdoors in my children and grandchildren with the plan
to pass the tree farm on to the next generation.
However, the ever creeping regulatory restrictions of the forest practice rules has me
concerned about my plan. In 1974 I started as a forest engineer and for the next 35 years I
worked with every version to the Forest Practice Rules. For 25 years I had the rules memorized,
the last ten years I had to carry note cards to figure out what to do. As the rules got more
complicated I began to wonder if the rule makers were listening to the science or doing what
appeared right to them. So as I look out 20 years, I am concerned about my heirs being able to

manage and enjoy the tree farm the way I did. The thought of passing on something that
becomes so onerous it becomes a liability.
So, to relieve my fears for the future I urge the Board to approve the WFFA buffer
template. This would give the SFLO some of the needed regulatory relief we were
promised. Also, approval of the template would give me hope that the board understands the
value of the SFLO and ensure small forestland ownership is an asset.
Thank you for listening.
Ken Lentz
Lentz Brothers Tree Farms, LLC
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson and Members of the Board:
My wife and I own just 5 acres of timber land in Kittitas County that we have used for recreation for 29
years. We've worked hard over the years to eradicate disease and encourage a healthy forest on our
land. I support the science-based studies that show that smaller buffers are equal in overall
effectiveness to larger buffers. As a family forest owner we could really use the additional flexibility to
properly manage the health of our land.
We have been very active as well in fire-wising our property to protect not only our own land and
dwelling, but also those other forest owners around us. A number of the owners in our area have small
streams running through their lands and would like the option of being able to thin the growth in and
around those riparian zones. We are very concerned about the steady increase in catastrophic fire
danger along the eastern slopes of the Cascades for ourselves, our neighbors and the wildlife in our area
including deer, elk and turkeys.
Thank you for hearing me out. I hope that science and common sense will win the day and give small
family forest owners the option to work with smaller buffers.
My best,
Alan Jones
Richland, WA 99354

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Forest Practices Board Members,

I am Carl McCrary, a 1966 forestry graduate. I am writing to strongly urge you to adopt the WFFA
stream buffer width modifications.
My family owns a 120-acre tree farm in Kalama, WA. Forty acres of our property is crossed by Spencer
Creek.
I bought, logged, and reforested this parcel in 1984. Since then, I have diligently controlled the under
brush on the land to maintain a beautiful,
and productive Douglas-fir forest. The trees are valuable assets for lumber which is why they were
planted. They are also valuable habitat for
wildlife. This past Saturday I pulled the SD card from one of my cameras which had been in place for
two months. The card contained videos of squirrels,
hares, opossum, porcupines, coyotes, bobcats, deer, and a bear. A friend called to say he harvested a
deer last night on an adjacent parcel of our tree farm.
I am 78 years old and making plans to have the tree farm ready to pass on to my kids.
One of my goals was to mark the buffer zone boundaries along the creek. I was dumbfounded to find
that the legal width is 132 feet on both stream sides.
So many planted and nurtured trees are off limits!
Please help Washington State small forest landowners by reducing the buffer zone widths per WFFA
recommendations.
Thank you.
Carl M. McCrary
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

My name is Jim Hillery and I am a professional forester. We have two sons who have
grown up working on the tree farm and both are employed in the forest industry. We
also have two grandchildren that are foresters. Our small tree farm is located in Pacific
County which I have lived and worked in for the past 50 plus years. One portion of our
tree farm has been under our care for the past 48 years. We got it as logged off land.
We planted it and watched the trees grow. It is a special place for our family. We
purchased an adjacent 40 acres 14 years ago and another 5 acres 3 years ago. With
the new properties we got a small stream that is the topic of your meeting.
Two large forest landowners that adjoin our west boundary received FPAs last
year. Anticipating some blowdown issues we set about requesting an FPA from the
DNR. We had suffered some blowdown losses in the 2007 wind storms so we wanted to
be prepared. Well with all the attention to properties adjacent to water proposed by the
legislature this year and the fact that the promises made years ago to help the small
landowners have never been addressed the family came to us and said Dad and Mom
its time to harvest.
We received the completed FPA and as luck would have it a logger was available. It
was with tears in our eyes we watched it go. We were fortunate that we only had a 75

foot buffer width requirement. So we are starting over and the grandkids will have to
figure out how to deal with the future of forestry in this state.
You need to be aware that all of this land is able to be developed. You must know that
the pressures of development are never ending. That is why we purchased the last 5
acre parcel to keep a house from being built adjacent to our tree farm. Our story is no
different than most of the other landowners contacting you. We are all proud to be small
forest landowners and enjoy the benefits of working the land an being good stewards. It
is up to you to help make it reasonable to be a small forest landowner and avoid the
conversion of forest land.
Thank you for listening and we encourage to to support the proposal before you today
for help in adjusting the size of stream buffer on small forest landowners.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My family is a small forestland owner who has been actively and sustainably managing our
forestland for 68 years. We have been continuously certified by the American Tree Farm
System for 67 years.
Yes, we are looooonnng term tree farmers, and are committed to timber, wildlife, and clean air
and water, but we worry about the forestland especially in next generation. The ever increasing
regulatory rules combined with the ever encroaching developmental pressures combine to make
growing trees simply not economical anymore.
One of the major regulatory "takes" was the 1999 Forest and Fish Law. But we had hope; that
law promised "Adaptive Management" based on science and "Alternate Plans" to offset the
disproportionate impact of the rules on small forestland owners. Yet many small forestland
owners, our family included, feel the science-based collaboration promised to benefit small
forestland owners has been severely lacking. Promises were made, but not kept, now for 23
years. We hear that some stake holders do not want smaller streamside buffers, but we feel
they have not looked at the science, do not understand the challenges of owning and managing
timberland, and do not recognize the result of continued inaction will result in the loss of more
timberland to development. We expect the Forest Practices Board to look at this issue in far
seriously.
Small forestland owners by definition have relatively small and infrequent harvests, yet these
“relatively low impact” harvests still cannot use the more modest streamside setbacks the
science supports. A family-owned tree farm is not a get-rich-quick scheme; it takes generations
to produce a crop. As such, the loss of streamside acreage that could otherwise be growing
trees is significant on small forestland owners. This loss of productivity removes timber and
jobs (and their associated taxes) from the economy, and reduces the already small economic
return to small forestland owners when they finally do a harvest.
We look the Board to support the science-based streamside buffers recommended by the
Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) so our children and grandchildren can continue

to practice sustainable forestry. The "pull" of the developers is every present; we get a "we
want to buy your forestland" letter several times each year. I think you agree, keeping
Washington's private forest lands in forestry is the best way to support clean air and clean
water. If the disproportionate impact of the Forest and Fish on small family landowners is not
finally addressed, more and more of Washington's forestland will be divided into 10 and 20-acre
plots with septic tanks, roofs, pavement, and cars parked next to the streams. What a shame
that would be.
One other point not often mentioned, is how this relates to the Forest Riparian Easement
Program (FREP). FREP has been historically way underfunded by the State, due to a stated
lack of funds. Implementing the smaller science-based streamside buffers proposed by WFFA
on small forestland owners will reduce the need for FREP funds.
We count on you to see the vision most small forestland owners have as presented by the
Washington Farm Forestry Association, and to support alternate harvest restrictions for our
smaller, relatively low impact harvests. This will be a great help to us in our quest to keep
forestland in forestry now and in the future. The SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions are
equal in overall effectiveness, will fulfill a promise from 23 years ago, will help keep forestland in
forestry, will promote timber jobs and taxes, and will save the state money.
Thank you for your past and future support.
David Townsend, and the Townsend family, on behalf of the Coburg Tree Farm
Seattle, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
My name is Stanley Mueller. Tacoma is where I live.
My partner and I bought 200 acres of much abused land in Lewis County in 1976 and have restored
much of the acreage to conifer. We have about 15% around a pond or near a stream. We have
protected these areas. Our harvests have been in 20 acre cuts with prompt replanting. I have revued
the modified plan as requested and going by the science feel that modified plans would be safe for
small harvests.
I owned 23 acres in Pierce County but sold it to a developer as the rules got tighter for growing timber
there. I held it and converted land from brush to conifer starting in 1974. Putting in all that work did not
seem fruitful.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Now is your time to support family forests!

Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board,
My name is Patti Playfair and my family owns 3500 acres of forestland in Stevens County. We
have owned our tree farm for more than 100 years and our 6th generation kids love to go to the
woods for “heritage hikes”. We were awarded the 2006 Washington State Tree Farmer of the
Year, followed by 2007 Western Regional Tree Farmer of the Year for our innovative, active
management.
Small forest landowners are great folks that take immense pride in the stewardship of our forests.
Our forests are home to hundreds of species of animals, birds and amphibians. We produce and
protect the water that is eventually used by our communities, large and small. We like to share
our forests with other folks, so they can enjoy the healing peace that nature brings. In short,
we’re passionate about our forests.
But, here’s our problem. The current Forest Practices rules are overly complex for the average
landowner. The Washington State Legislature acknowledged this by adding the following to the
RCW:
[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.” (Emphasis added).]

The Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA), representing thousands of Washington
families has submitted a sound, scientifically supported, simplified alternate management
proposal that protects aquatic resources in overall effectiveness as the current rules. Since
2015, WFFA has worked within the AMP and CMER framework to address the concerns of the
other caucus participants (most of whom do NOT have anything to lose like we do), in the
original spirit of cooperation of Forest and Fish. Unfortunately, consensus from caucus members
has not prevailed, which is why I am asking for your help to solve this long standing problem for
thousands of family forest owners. Please understand, this proposal only applies to small forest
landowners, who generally have small, low-impact timber harvests.
I’m sure being a FPB member is not always easy, knowing that you are asked to see an issue
from many sides and make an informed decision to the best of your ability. That is why I urge
you to consider the cooperative spirit that F&F was forged from. I believe if you are able to
appreciate that, then supporting WFFA’s proposal will be an easy decision to make. Please vote
“YES, I stand with family forests!”

You are all cordially invited to visit our forest if you would like to learn more. Thank you for
listening to our stories.
Patti Playfair, 4th generation Forest Steward
Owner: Rafter Seven Ranch, Chewelah WA 99109
Past President, Washington Farm Forestry Association
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) stream buffer template
proposal. Our family has owned and occupied contiguous agricultural/forest acreage in Clark County for
over 115 years. My father added to the original parcel, eventually compiling the current 90-acre
property which makes up our LLC, managed by my sister and myself. I grew up on the property and am
intimately familiar with every part of it. Fourth and fifth generation family members currently reside on
the property and with the exception of the house location, all the acreage is timberland. The property
has three streams on it.
The acreage has been logged several times. The first being in 1962 a few months before the Columbus
Day Storm. During that logging, trees were harvested to the stream banks, logs were dragged through
the streams and slash was left in the streams to rot. That logging was one extreme—no protection of
the environment. Within the last ten years all the marketable timber on the property was harvested
and all the logged acreage successfully replanted. The current buffer zones next to the streams
negatively affected the amount of timber we could harvest.
Effective buffer zones are important to protect the environment. However, scientific studies have
shown that the current buffer zone widths are essentially no more protective of streams than the
narrower buffer width template proposed by the WFFA. The current wider buffer zones were
economically more detrimental to our family than the WFFA proposed buffer template would have
been.
Protecting streams, fish and other wildlife is a high priority but calling for buffer zones wider than
scientifically justified does little to help stream and wildlife health. Adopting the Small Forest Land
Owner Template buffer widths would be positive for the small forest land owner while not being
negative to streams and wildlife. Please support the approval of the three buffers recommended by the
WFFA that are fully supported by three science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive
Management Program.
Thank you for listening and we are remaining optimistic that the Forest Practices Board will support
approval of the WFFA stream buffer template proposal. The approval will help keep our land forested
for more generations to come.
Sincerely,
David Abrahamson, Member/Manager
Legacy Woods LLC
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are in support of the Washington Farm Forestry stream buffer template proposal.
We are owners of two small timberland tracts, we live on one of the tracts and enjoy using the other as
a recreational/timber farm property. Both tracts have streams and riparian areas. The recreational
property abuts the North Fork of the Lewis River just below Merwin Dam. It is high back frontage along
the river with mature trees that shade the salmon that spawn and die every fall in the shallow gravel
shoreline. Due to riparian set-backs there is very little harvest potential – making the economic value
dependent on development instead of timberland. Ideally there would be incentives for the landowner
to keep this area in a natural state and encourage best practice forestation and ground cover for the
wildlife.
Please support the three management buffers recommendation of the (WFFA). They are fully supported
by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management Program.
Passage of these recommendations might restore some of the faith in the Forest Practices Board and
might go a long way to encourage the next generation to continue the legacy of small timberland
owners.
Thank you for taking time to read and consider our concerns.
Steve P. and June K Jones
Cowlitz County
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am a small forest landowner in Lewis County, and I have a BS in wildlife biology. I have experience
working for the US Fish and Wildlife Service doing surveys used to protect riparian areas within wildlife
refuges. I support the WFFA buffer proposal, and I would like to ask you to vote to implement the
proposal.
With my training and experience, I know and care about protecting habitat. Many dedicated people at
WFFA have done a great job of using science in creating this plan, and science supports the plan. And I
know that science is only one part of the decision-making process in government. So I would like to
share two other considerations--one relating to ecosystem change and the second to economics.
I love our native Oregon Ash, Fraxinus latifolia. I like working with the ash wood, and I also love it for the
wood stove. So I was looking forward to planting more this next spring. However, last week I read an
article in the Washington Forest Stewardship Notes from DNR/WSU about the Emerald Ash Borer, and
how it is expected to wipe out ash trees in the PNW. I have seen areas near me where I suspect gas
leaked from natural gas pipelines and killed many ash trees. These areas weren't re-established as fir or
cedar stands, but rather became dominated by grasses. I suspect the same will happen to my ash stands
once the borer hits. Under this scenario, smaller buffers could increase the shade and other aquatic
benefits if they mean a landowner could improve the stands and replant with conifers closer to the
stream than allowed with wider buffers.

Another reason to support the WFFA plan is to help with the current incentive to avoid having land in
forestry. My neighbor currently raises beef on land with a couple of streams. As agricultural land, he
doesn't face restrictions on the use of his land in the way he would if it were forest. He has considered
planting trees and increasing the forest cover of his land, but because of the wide buffer requirements,
he feels it would be foolish to plant trees in areas along the streams. If the required buffers were not so
wide, he would be happy to plant those areas and provide the ecological services that benefit us all.
Similarly, another neighbor owns forest land with streams that prevent harvest on much of the
property. She considers the forest that she inherited as an investment. But with so much of it tied up in
buffers, she has considered selling it for development. The WFFA proposal could give her more flexibility
and incentive to keep the land in forestry rather than a housing development.
Therefore, I ask the board to support the three management buffers as recommended by the WFFA.
Thank you for your time and willingness to work to ensure the future of small family forests in
Washington.
Sincerely,
Will Koenig
Ethel, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board
I am a Forester, Timber Harvester, Timber Consultant, member of the Olympic Chapter of the
Washington Farm Forestry Association and manager of A&A Tree Farms, Inc. I’ve managed and owned
timberland in western Washington for 42 years, long enough to harvest and replant some units
twice. I’ve completed more Forest Practice applications than I can remember and was doing all of this
when the 1999 Forest and Fish legislation was approved. It was obvious from the beginning that the
legislations’ approach of one size fits all would need tweaking in order to be reasonable when applied to
Small Forest Land Owners (SFLO).
The SFLO westside buffer template provides equitable buffers for the environment and the Small
Forest Land Owners of Washington State. The buffers in the proposal were developed from the following
studies.
WFFA PI science assessment (Martin) and an independent scientific analysis the proposed widths had on
function, commissioned by the AMP (Cramer/Teply). This was consistent with TFW rules and included
Independent Scientific Peer Review (ISPR).
All forest land owners and the public at large would benefit from the adoption of the buffer
widths as presented by WFFA. The size of timberland held by Small Forest Land Owners is by
definition smaller than that of industrial timberland owners and because of this finds the effect of
prescription width buffers proportionately more restrictive for the sustained management of timber and
wildlife.
The small forest land owners of Washington State need your support of the Westside Buffer
Proposal to continue our great stewardship heritage, but much greater than that, the forestlands of
Washington State’s Small Forest Land owners need you to approve the WFFA proposed buffer widths so
the lands may continue to provide the environmental benefits greatly needed by us and our planet.

Gene Anest, Manager
A&A Tree Farms, Inc.
Kingston, WA 98346
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Larry Mason. I am a retired Research Forester from the University of Washington
School of Environmental and Forest Sciences where, during the years from 2000-2010, among
other areas of responsibility, I oversaw the work of graduate students and academic colleagues
investigating riparian management alternatives and impacts associated with small forest land
owner compliance with the then-new Forest and Fish Regulations (FFR). FFR’s expanded
restrictions on timber harvest in riparian areas proved to be disproportionately burdensome for
small forest land owners. In apparent acknowledgement of the potential for development of
customized management prescriptions designed to integrate minimization of economic losses
with maximization of desired ecological outcomes, FFR allowed for the development of
“Alternative Plans.” Below please find links to publications that detail research findings
suggesting that alternative approaches to the management of forest riparian zones are indeed
beneficial to align practices with outcomes. It is in the pursuit of Alternative Plan guidance that
the Washington Farm Forestry Association has worked with scientists (including those at UW
and WSU) for more than two decades and has submitted the proposed buffer strategies
template now subject to your review. I urge expeditious approval. Thank you for your
consideration.
Sincerely,
Larry Mason
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Larry Mason
Research Forester UW (Retired)
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+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Tevis Laspa, I own 195 acres of forest property at the end of Clark Creek road in Longview
WA. I let my extended family camp and hunt on my property along with allowing my neighbors to hunt
or shot as long as they do it at separate times.
I enjoy going up to work on my property, thinning, rooting out scotch broom, cutting a Christmas tree
etc. I always feel better after being in the higher oxygen environment and fresh air. I currently have a
DNR permit to log about 50% of the property. Due to several small F type streams, I am loosing
substantial acreage due to buffer requirements. My neighbor sold his 300 acre property for
development. I don’t want to sell for development, but if buffers continue to widen, the logging gets
harder and a smaller window to complete. My heirs would then have a hard decision to make, continue
the forest land or sell to developers.
Please support your tree farmers by approving the three management buffers recommended by WFFA,
that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the
Adaptive
Management Program. Passage of the recommended motions would renew your faith in Forests & Fish
commitments of the Legislature and commitments of prior Forest Practice Boards
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing for small family forest owners providing the best
possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our land forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Tevis Laspa

Ridgefield, WA
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith, and Members of the Board:
I’m a forester and forestland owner, and I am writing to strongly support the WFFA riparian buffer
proposal.
While there are a number of reasons for my support, I’d like to focus on the complexity of our current
rules.
For 12 years I was part of the DNR’s Small Forest Landowner Office. I gave many presentations on the
forest practice rules which generally focused on required riparian buffers. People always wanted to
know “How many trees do I have to leave?”
And my bureaucratic answer: “It depends.”
I recall one particular day I had two landowner visits: one in Pacific County, where stream buffers often
overlap, the other in east Lewis County where it’s a little drier. Both landowners had fish streams, and
both wanted to know how many trees they had to leave.
The landowner in Pacific County was an elderly farmer who had dropped out of 10th grade because
“there was work to be done on the farm.” Perhaps not book smart, but as much common sense as you’d
find anywhere. We sat down at the kitchen table and I proceeded with my explanation of the riparian
rules.
The other landowner was a retired Boeing aeronautical engineer. After he showed me the plane he had
just built, we sat down at his kitchen table and I proceeded with my explanation of the riparian rules.
While I tried to avoid the acronyms (BFW, CMZ, LWD etc.) it’s an easy trap to fall into. I explained bankfull width, site potential tree height, site class, stream size, the three zones (and why is there a zone
inside of the inner zone?) and horizontal distance vs slope distance. And if that wasn’t enough, how
about an explanation of basal area requirements for harvest options in the inner and outer zones?
I had diagrams and pictures, and at the end, they both gave me the “What the heck are you talking
about?” look. I’d seen it many times before, but it really hit home that day. It wasn’t a matter of
education, our rules are much too complicated for the small, private landowner.
There is no need for this complexity. The critical stream functions will be protected under the guidelines
proposed by the WFFA. As will the sanity of our small landowners.
We should be should be encouraging our small forest landowners to manage their properties for
forestry and not get so frustrated they decide to sell out and grow houses instead of trees.
Please provide your support.
Thank you for your time,
Rick Kuykendall, C.F.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
We support the Washington Farm Forestry Association buffer proposal. My wife Jamie and I
purchased our first timberland property in 1993. We feel we are fortunate to now own seven
timber properties in both Mason and Grays Harbor Counties. All have streams with cold
clear water flowing through them, except for one disgusting creek. (We've been told that
beaver ponds are good salmon habitat. However, at the beaver ponds in Bluff Creek on one
of our parcels, you often see floating beaver poop and sediment from the beavers using

mud and grass to work on their dams. We hope the fish are ok.) Our properties range from
44% to 72% of the acres in riparian management zones. (Should be called riparian no
management zones because there's really no management allowed.) Fact is the setback
requirements for development are equal or less than RMZ distances for forestry on some of
our parcels. That's why we support the WFFA buffer proposal.
Our oldest son has a bachelors degree in forestry and works for an industrial timber
company. We know the interest and passion for forestry exists in him to continue
responsible stewardship of our family properties for another generation. (Hopefully our two
other children will catch tree farm fever some day too.) Maintaining all of our properties for
timber, fish. wildlife, water, and recreation may not be the best decision for our children in
the future though. That reality makes us a little sad and seems like it should be unthinkable.
However, regulatory pressure against forestry continues to be towards wider, longer, and
more stream buffers. We worry there's not much incentive for the next generation (maybe
even this generation) to hold property as timberland when property rights keep eroding.
You have the power to partially fix this. By approving the WFFA scientifically based template
buffer width prescriptions that are equal in overall effectiveness, you can slow the
conversion of timberland to less desirable land uses for fish, wildlife, and water. (We've
heard the polls say those who convert their timberlands will do it regardless of the
regulations, but the polls also said Clinton was going to beat Trump.)
Fulfilling Forest & Fish promises by approving alternate harvest restrictions that are equal in
overall effectiveness is the right decision. Please allow this and other forestry incentives to
make it appealing for current and future generations to keep timberland in timber. Thank
you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Orville & Jamie Mowry

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Posted 10/25/22
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

The time has come for the Forest Practice Board to stand up and provide Washington’s family
forest owners with the flexibility we need to maintain our diverse forest properties. Family forest
owners are unique in the wide diversity of habitats they manage and varied goals for their
forests. The Forest and Fish Law and Legislature recognized small forest owners were
disproportionally impacted, and after 22 years, we are still asking for the promise of an option
for smaller stream buffers on our small, low-impact harvest to be honored.
Our 6th generation family has been sustainably producing logs from our managed forests near
Sumas since a portion was homesteaded in 1888. We care about the land, clean water, and the
very diverse habitats we continue to provide. As a professional forester, I have never laid out a
complicated three-tiered fish stream buffer. Instead, we have chosen the very long Alternate Plan
process to customize equally effective narrower, variable width buffers that fit our topography

and protect the water resources. If the WFFA Template was available, we could have utilized it
and other landowners also.
Here are some additional reasons to support the Washington Farm Forestry Association lowimpact harvest stream buffer template proposal:
1. These proposed narrower buffers are only for small, low-impact harvests. Our family’s

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

harvest units have all been under 20 acres, and most 4 -10 acres. This was recognized
when the Forest Practice ID teams approved our Alternate Plan buffers, similar to or less
than the WFFA Template proposal.
The Legislature passed the 20-Acre exempt buffer rules. To my knowledge, after 22
years, there is no evidence these rules are not effectively protecting streams. It has been
extremely unfair that small forest owners with 20.1 acres of forest land or more and
conducting small, low-impact harvests cannot use the same rules.
Another unfairness of the Forest Practices “one-size fits all” stream buffer rules is they
overprotect the many small Fish and Np streams that go dry during the summer or only
have intermediate puddles. From my experience, the WFFA Template would provide
plenty of protection for these smaller streams down to 2 feet in width.
Because of the diversity of habitats and objectives small forest owners have, any adverse
cumulative effects from the WFFA proposal would be short-term, as was addressed by
University of Washington researchers. Actually, a diversity of tree ages, plant species,
and buffer sizes can help create a more climate-resilient landscape.
WFFA had extensive internal discussions in developing the Template proposal before
you. We have already compromised with ourselves and have brought forward a
scientifically sound proposal that does not require additional buffering.
WFFA has jumped through all the Adaptive Management hoops and provided third-party
peer-reviewed science, concluding this proposal is scientifically sound

Not every family forest owner will use the WFFA Template. Some have the 20-Acre Exempt
option, others are fine with the fixed-width template, and others will not harvest at all. Passing
the WFFA low-impact harvest template will give landowners more options for managing their
forests. More options will increase the likelihood these lands stay as forests for generations to
come, which is good for everyone in Washington. Now is the time for you to stand up and
support family forest owners and vote for the Washington Farm Forestry Association lowimpact harvest stream buffer template.
Sincerely Yours,
Tom Westergreen
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
I am Richard Atkins, a forester for 66 years in Washington. After a long career in industrial

forestry, my wife and I invested much of our life savings to purchase 875 acres of mostly
cutover forest land from several timber companies. This property has been planted and
thinned, roads have been improved to current forest practices standards, and 75% of the

ownership has been transferred to the next generation of our family, who take an active part in
management. It is located near a couple of small towns and is open to the public as long as
they treat it with respect. Several of our neighbors have expressed their appreciation for this.
I’ve been an observer and oftentimes active participant in Forest, Fish & Wildlife negotiations
since they were started and through passage of legislation and rule-making to the present. I
know all sides agreed to compromises that were not popular with their special interest. Part of
the compromise was that smaller buffers would be an option for small forest landowners
provided they could demonstrate they would be equal in overall effectiveness to the larger
buffers. Washington Farm Forestry Association has, over the last eight years, developed and
demonstrated such an option, supported and checked by scientists. It is not surprising to me
that an effort to find consensus among the divergent special interests involved in TFW failed.
After the initial shock of losing 120 acres of productive forest land with only a possibility of
partial compensation, I have accepted the new forest practices rules and learned to live with
them. I doubt we would agree to smaller harvest sizes to qualify for the smaller buffers
proposed by Washington Farm Forestry Association for our tree farm. However, I am aware
that many smaller operations could make use of such options, and that it is very important for
them to keep their property as forested land.
Please support the three management buffers recommendation of the WFFA. They are fully
supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the adaptive
management program. Passage of these recommendations may restore some of the faith in
the forest practices board and might go a long way to encourage the next generation to
continue the legacy that owners like my wife and I have created. Thank you for taking the time
to read and consider our concerns.
Richard Atkins
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Good evening - I am writing to express my support for the WFFA buffer proposal. I am a small forest
landowner in Kittitas County and while this (westside only) proposal does not directly impact us I support the
effort and hope that a more science based and practical approach can be applied to the east side as well. I
have been involved in fire mitigation for some time now and it is very frustrating to have to leave these
riparian zones untreated as they will act as fire wicks and funnels and eventually rip out anyhow - why not
treat them and protect them?
My forest land is a restoration project not a commercial project as I am working to enhance over all health
and restore the predominant ponderosa pine ecosystem - not a lot of timber left after Plum Creek and then a
private developer owned it. I have re-introduced fire to the landscape and have been learning a lot about
forest practices - but sometimes, the stream buffer rule as an example, the current regulatory positions seem
in conflict with good science and good common sense. The other thing I have noticed is that wildlife seems
to prefer the more open units where we have burned and opened up - they can move more easily. And of
course there are still pockets of brush and clumps etc. We try to use the individual clumps and openings
concept.

But it would be nice to be able to get in and thin the streams too - I think the wildlife would like a little easier
access! And I think the zones would be less likely to funnel fire. We had an untreated riparian zone burn off
really hot during a prescribed fire because fire has been excluded for so long. Had we been able to treat the
understory this would not have happened.
It would be nice to see the board honor the legislative and prior board commitments related to our support
of forests and fish rot would, I think, restore some faith in the board and the overall process of managing
forest lands.
Thank you.
CHRIS MARTIN
President

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
We are third generation private landowners primarily growing timber for commercial production on about
350 acres in Clark County. Our families put value in hard work and cultivating our land for the most
efficient production of timber products. We are also involved in the gathering of seed cones to be
propagated and grown into seedlings which will then be replanted after harvests on the same ground they
came from. A "circle of life", some may say, or a "labor of love" is what we would say.
As landowner's, we value our streams and are committed to those protections that can be effective
through smaller buffers. It is a worry that future generations might lose zest for growing timber because
of burdensome regulations and large buffers when there are equally effective alternatives. It was our
understanding that when the previous buffers were placed on streams 23 years ago, there was a promise
made that smaller buffers would be considered if science was proven be effective. After much study, the
Adaptive Management Program has been supported by many science reviews. We ask you to honor this
in depth study by approving the AMP.
Please support our continued commitment to being an excellent steward of the land and also a show of
good faith by adjusting the buffers. It is important to the future heirs of this timberland. We are proud to
provide timber products for use in building homes and there is pride knowing that we are growing top
notch products that will shelter many people for generations to come.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Lee and Debbie Levanen, Battle Ground, WA
Rick and Kaye Lynch, Woodland, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
As a private professional forester I have laid out a number of Stream buffers for forest owners. There
have been many times that the effort was over kill and expensive in terms of time and expense. I believe

the current requirements for buffers on both the west side and the east side are counter productive.
They result in less forest health, harm the landowner and result in costly unnecessary work.
As a family forest owners, we find the current buffer rules to also be counter productive and time
consuming. The science based proposal from the Washington Farm Forestry Association(WFFA) will
provide more rational opportunities for forest management.
As a forester, my mission is to provide important management services, while helping the land owner
remain in synch with ecological, regulatory and economic concerns. Common sense, science based rules
will help improve this process.
As a family forest landowner I love our fish bearing stream. By pushing good management away from its
edges, forest health is not achieved. Please help us make easier management decisions and help us
protect our forests and water.
Please support the three management buffers recommended by the WFFA. Thank you for your time and
efforts on behalf of the citizens of Washington State and especially the forest owners who love the land.
Sincerely,
The Sheldon Magnuson Family, Elk Washington

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
My family tree farm, four generations strong and winner of the Lewis County Tree Farm of the
Year in 2018, is located along the South Fork of the Newaukum River near Onalaska, WA. We are
one of the few remaining river adjacent tree farms between Onalaska and I5. My family strongly
supports the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions.
In my opinion, there is no other form of privately held land use that encourages the cultivation of

native species and ecosystems in a 3-dimensional and varied array and provides the potential for
sustainable income from the various products produced. Raising timber should be encouraged,
awarded, and applauded, and it must be sustainable from both an economic and resource
perspective. If it is not economically sustainable, the land is just waiting for conversion. Even the best
stewards of the land have to be stewards of their families first. We have placed substantial
investments in our farms. The SFLO template buffer proposal provides an opportunity for economic
sustainability for at risk tree farms like mine.
Please support the SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions. I am asking for your support of the
laws that offered us alternate plan templates that are equal in overall effectiveness and the
science that supports that claim. Please support Washington’s small forest landowners. Without
your support, I fear that we will disappear from the landscape, and that will be a sad loss for the
sustainability of Washington’s native flora and fauna, especially in the lowland areas.
Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully,
Michelle Morgan, Shelton WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing to support the WFFA buffer proposal.
My wife and I own 35 acres near Amboy, WA. Approximately 9 acres are currently in
timber. About 13 acres are a lake, and 8 more acres are considered a buffer zone for a
fish-bearing stream. (It is technically a fish-bearing stream, even though access is blocked
by a dam and spillway installed decades ago.)
The 13-acre lake is a resource for both wildlife and the community. We have a variety of
wildlife: wood ducks, mallards, ring-necked ducks, hooded mergansers, Canada geese,
herons, snowy egrets, the occasional osprey and bald eagle, beavers, deer, and once in a
great while, otters. The lake is next to a county road, so the entire neighborhood can and
does get to enjoy the wildlife. In addition, we allow public access for fishing.
Before we bought the place in 1987, it had been logged and just left to grow back in the
usual (big-leaf maple, alder, vine maple, elderberry, Himalayan blackberries). In 1999 we
began working at slowly restoring a more complete ecosystem. This started with clearcutting the upland and replanting Douglas Fir and Western Red Cedar. On the oldest 6
acres, these trees are now over 60' tall. On the next 3 acres, planted in 2015, the trees are
now over 12' tall.
Our current project is restoring conifers to the wetland buffer zones.
We take pride in developing our property as a community asset that preserves water
quality, sinks carbon, and provides quality wildlife habitat.
We think small family forest owners such as us can do a great deal to preserve our
environment. Approving the three management buffers recommended by WFFA, that are
fully supported by three separate science reviews, would be a tremendous help and morale
boost for us.
Sincerely,
Gene Jones
Yacolt, Washington

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Chris Coker and I am the owner of a 67 acre forest property(tree farm) in Lewis County,
Washington. I purchased the property in or about June 2020. Prior to my purchasing the property, in
2016 approximately 45 acres was logged and replanted. There remains approximately 20 acres that I
plan on logging in the next few years. To say that I really like my family tree farm is an

understatement. My family and I utilize the property for recreation and hunting and I often just go to
the property to walk around and clear my head. Since purchasing the property I’ve strived to learn as
much as I can about reasonable forest practices, including but not limited to how to properly address
road maintenance and invasive species. I’m trying to learn to do much of the work myself. Since
purchasing my tree farm I’ve been approached by developer types suggesting that I should think about
dividing my tree farm into 5 acre parcels. Obviously my answer is “absolutely no way!” My kids love the
property and are slowly learning about best forest practices themselves. I really look at my small tree
farm as a “legacy” type piece for my family and friends to enjoy long after I am gone.
The purpose of this email is to offer my support for the position of the Washington Farm Forestry
Association (WFFA) and others working on behalf of small landowners like me regarding SFLO land
regulations. Any legitimate effort toward sustainable forestry must include an objective analysis and
balancing of small tree farm owner’s rights with environment interests. While I have only been a
member of the WFFA for a few years, when I researched what it does and what it stands for, it was clear
it is an organization that truly cares about the objective balance, and uses hard science to support its
position. I am a practicing attorney in real life but I graduated with a Bachelor of Science Degree in
Biology from the University of Puget Sound, so I clearly appreciate science based approaches. I try to
avoid organizations that are driven by emotion, close-minded special interest, or individuals with
personal agendas. WFFA is in no way an organization of that type.
As more people move into tree farm areas it is imperative that small property owners are given some
incentive to maintain their properties in forestry. Management regulations need to be balanced,
scientifically supportable, preferably simple and economically sustainable. I am not an expert on buffers
so in order to educate myself I’ve read a fair amount of literature on the issue. From my review the
buffer information accumulated by the WFFA seems to be the most reasonable when compared to
other opinions. The WFFA has presented sound, science based recommendations for the determining of
future SFLO land regulations. The WFFA should be consider an expert on this subject and its position
must be afforded substantial weight.
Now is the time for the Forest Practices Board to adopt buffer regulations that are scientifically sound
and reasonable. Give small tree farm owners the incentive to maintain their properties in current form
for generations to come. Small tree farm owners are not developers they are generally a group of folks
who are proud of their properties, understand the ecological value of their properties, and want to do
no harm. Small tree farm property owners should be supported in their efforts to protect our
environment and wildlife. To that end, the Forest Practices Board should adopt the position of the
WFFA regarding habitat buffers.
Thanks,
Chris and Penny Coker

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
Please join me in supporting the WFFA buffer proposal, not just because
it's based on sound principles, but because the forest land our family loves
and stewards relies on our ability to keep caring for it in the long term. Our

couple of hundred acres on the western slope of Sumas Mountain is home to
all the typical low-elevation wildlife, and a home-away-from-home to friends,
neighbors and often strangers who find it creates and sustains a whole-self
balance they seem to be sure can only be found at their favorite little
sanctuary spot!
In the decades under our care, this land has:
- fed pure, unadulterated water to the Sumas tributaries
- nurtured the resident host of native plants and wildlife (particularly
evident at our dual-purpose wildlife/fire-suppression pond)
- hosted forestry and school tours (where our young daughter got to show
what you can learn from a bored tree plug)
- been educational grounds for the fish-ladder field trip, kids geo-caching
events, tree-product gatherings for native crafts, mushroom identification
- been overseen by our wonderful consultant who earned the American
Tree Farm System's National Outstanding Inspector of the Year in 2017
- provided a harvest that funded the maintenance called out in our forest
management plan
- given folks an opportunity to retreat and connect in the security of our
"Trespass Pass" system that helps ensure the safety of all, and in a special
way to adolescents needing to 'decompress'
- served the Master Trackers program
- regularly filled many grandmas' pantry's with blackberry jam
- given us something worthwhile, stable and valuable to love and protect
in the midst of an unpredictable and unstable world
Speaking of which.... a recent fear I have had is that my government
wants to separate us from these natural resources. One high-level official
actually told me that 'children don't belong in rural'. So who's going to clean
out my culverts and ditches if not my daughter and her family when I can't
do it anymore? I've overcome that fear, but am still working on the worry.
Knowing that you have thoughtfully considered, and hopefully even
support, this reasonable option / alternate plan set forth by my family forest
association would sure be an encouragement.
Thank you,
Cheri' McKay
Out of the Woods, LLC
Everson, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madame Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Susan Kester. My husband, Paul, and I own 40 acres of forestland in
Mason County. This is a family woodland that has been in my family for over 80 years.
As third generation owners, it is of great importance to us to maintain a healthy and
productive forested habitat for our children and grandchildren to inherit. Periodic timber
harvests allow us to cover forestland management costs. These costs include
protecting and enhancing other natural resources on our land as well. These natural
resources include wildlife such as deer, cougar, and bear that frequent our
forestland. Many of these animals frequent recently harvested timberlands that provide
open meadow forage.
A significant portion of our forest cannot be logged because of the current forest
practice rules and regulations requiring wide buffer widths along our stream and
wetlands. We are glad this stream and wetlands have been identified and are protected
as riparian habitats as we want to maintain a diverse wildlife habitat, but there has been
a question in our mind as to whether the full extent of the current buffers are actually
necessary for providing adequate habitat protection.
It has been brought to our attention that the Washington Farm Forestry Association has
been working to develop other alternatives for buffers, especially on small woodlands.
Three alternative management buffers for streams have been proposed by WFFA that
are fully supported by scientific reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive
Management Program. The science WFFA submitted to support these buffers indicates
they are essentially equal in overall effectiveness to the current rules. Unfortunately, the
process for their adaption has been bogged down in Olympia.
An open-minded and fair review of these buffer options would demonstrate that the
Forest Practices Board respects and values family and other small forestland owners,
and would help to renew the initial intent and spirit behind the Forest and Fish Initiative.
Gratefully,
Susan and Paul Kester
Spring Creek Timber
Snohomish, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Our family supports the WFFA buffer proposal. We live in Stevens County and since 2008, have owned
25 acres of forested land, in the Stoney Peak/Dunns Peak area. We have a certified family forest farm
and belong to the WFFA. We have attended multiple meetings/classes which have given us a wealth of
knowledge for how to develop/maintain a family forest farm. We have planted over 3000 trees, limbed
the already present trees as a forest fire mitigation strategy, and treated/mowed brush and noxious

weeds to decrease fuel burden of our property. We share our mountain forest with deer, moose,
turkeys, rabbits, hawks, eagles, coyotes, bears, beavers, porcupines, and cougars, and take pride in
providing them a safe area. At the eastern edge of our property is a narrow, perennial stream.
Please support us as Family Farm Foresters! Since the three management buffers recommended by the
WFFA are science-based proposals, please support the three buffer zones as determined stream width.
We appreciate your continued work with the WFFA leadership. We ask that you support the efforts
being made by family forest owners such as ours, to protect and maintain Washington State's forested
lands.
James and Lynn McHugh
Deer Park, WA 99006

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
We own five parcels of property with timber, one parcel in Pierce County, four in Lewis County.
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are members of WFFA and support the science-based proposal.
As fourth generation owners of the Lewis county property we take great pride in keeping or
forest land available for family and friends to enjoy. The WFFA buffer proposal is very
important to us because in the future we will be removing timber to provide income for
property taxes. Also on the property are several buildings that are over one hundred years old
and need to be restored, and the newer buildings need maintenance.
We are Stewards of the land and would like the opportunity to manage the land for our future
generations. We ask that you honor the AMP science and the legislative and regulatory
commitment to SFLOs. We love our land, we will take good care of it but we need your help.
A heartfelt thank you from one of the many small family forest owners.
John & Kathy Clark
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I own approximately 185 acres of forestland around a small lake on the Gig Harbor Peninsula of
Pierce County. The lake is spring-fed and also fed seasonally by an unnamed tributary of Artondale Creek
from the north. The outlet of the lake seasonally flows south into Wollochet Bay. (No salmon possible
here, thanks to road construction choices downstream.) Whenever I encounter people who drive or
walk on Lombard Drive NW, which cuts through my forestland, they thank me effusively, as they
thanked my mother before me, for having protected this beautiful forestland from development. Many
doesn’t even know there is a small lake out of sight.

In the late 1980’s when my mother, former husband and I were trying to figure out the best way to
protect this land in perpetuity, before private conservation was well established in Washington, we
learned about land trusts and their commitment and tools for protecting the conservation values of land
that is privately held. The conservation easement we wrote decreased the value if the land she passed
on to me because of her donation to the land trust of the specified development rights and the value of
a specified amount of the standing timber that neither we nor any subsequent owner would ever be
allowed to cut. The ecosystem was recognized to be valuable in its own right: for water catchment and
wildlife habitat, as well as for the production of timber, which we were convinced could be done in a
way that is compatible with taking good care of the land in perpetuity. We and other small woodland
owners value our wetlands and with education in best practices, i.e., the science that continues to
develop, we proudly steward them.
I beg you to support the science-based alternatives for small forest management. I’ve read about them
for a long time, but it wasn’t until I finally decided that with good help I could actively improve my forest
ecosystem by conscious forest management, rather than just by letting Nature take its course. I’m now
committed to moving it this forest toward Old Growth structure by using careful design of logging
operations, as well as doing various habitat enhancement operations. Forestry has changed a lot since
my mother had this forestland certified as a Tree Farm in the American Tree Farm System in 1962. It was
the first Stewardship Forest in Washington. I choose now to display the Certified Family Forest sign
now—I think it is better received in this almost suburban area. In my own experience, people who own
small forestlands are the ones least likely to jeopardize the health of their wetlands by allowing forest
practices to damage on their wetlands. Our responsible practices are the best advertisement you would
wish for of responsible forest management. Please help us by take best care of our lands by passing the
recommended motions from the Washington Farm Forestry Association.
Thank you very much for listening. You can tell, I’m sure, that taking the best care of my forestland is
exceedingly important to me. Please help all of us do the best possible for the lands that mean so much
to us and are so important to the wellbeing of our communities.
Sincerely,
Margaret “Kit” Ellis
Gig Harbor

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Ryan Panos and together with my wife Lori Panos we would like
you to know that we are supporting the WFFA buffer proposal.
We own an 80 acre tree farm in Clark County that has a number of active
creeks and streams running through it. This is a family farm that will be
handed down to our kids and hopefully to theirs as well. We own the property
for several reasons, but in particular, the ability to generate periodic income
through timber harvests allow us to financially help the next generation with an

increasingly harder ability to support their families, as well as cover forestland
management costs - not only for the timber, but the other natural resources on
our land as well.
A significant portion of our forest cannot be logged because of the current
forest practices rules and regulations requiring wide buffer widths to several of
our streams. I am glad these streams have been identified as fish bearing (or
at least have the potential to support fish) and want fish to thrive in them. But
there has been a question in my mind for some time as to whether the full
extent of the current buffers are actually necessary for providing adequate fish
habitat.
Some years ago, I learned that the Washington Farm Forestry Association
was working to develop other alternatives for buffers, especially on small
woodlands. Three management buffers for streams have been developed by
WFFA that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of
which were done in the Adaptive Management Program. The science WFFA
submitted to support these buffers indicates they are essentially equal in
overall effectiveness to the current rules. Unfortunately, the process for their
adoption has been bogged down. An open-minded and fair review of these
buffer options would demonstrate the Forest Practices Board respects and
values family and other small forestland owners, and help renew the initial
intent and spirit behind the Forest & Fish initiative.
Regards,
Ryan Panos
Camas, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
This message is in support of the WFFA buffer proposal, a long overdue decision which should be voted
favorably upon in support of small forest landowners. I’m writing on behalf of my husband, Scott
Berken, and myself, Lori Berken, small forest landowners in the Wynoochee Valley north of Montesano
in Grays Harbor County. We purchased our 28.47-acre parcel of second and third growth Douglas Fir in
1996. At the time our children were toddlers and we looked forward to having a piece of land upon
which we could recreate, log to provide funding for future college expenses, and ultimately replant to
continue with the Tree Farm designation we had obtained shortly after purchasing. We thought the
charming little stream running through the majority of the property would be nothing more than part of
our recreation plans and never imagined that it would be the single biggest limiting factor in our
management and investment in the farm; especially considering the stream reduces to a trickle, and
completely dries up during some summers.

In the last 10 years we have had 2 different loggers investigate the feasibility of commercially thinning or
completely logging the approximately 15 acres adjacent to the stream. We were informed by both
operators that due to set-back limitations and culvert requirements to access the hillside timber, it
wouldn’t be worth it to them, or us. We’re left with the inside joke of operating a carbon sequestration
farm.
With the current riparian setback limits, our timber will never meet its potential for market needs
because it cannot be feasibly accessed. Almost a generation later, the sky continues to close in denying
trees of proper photosynthesis ability and nutrients. We’ve never seen a fish in that little stream, and
our dreams of managing a healthy timberland environment for future generations, including our granddaughter, have all but been dashed. I recall my Dad, who had logged a portion of the property in the
late 80’s, telling me 25 years ago that there was enough timber on the property to one day pay for our
original purchase. Due to the limitations placed upon us by rules and regs, we won’t ever realize that
return. But that’s only part of the story. We really love this little piece of green earth, consider
ourselves stewards of it, appreciate the memories derived, relish in the sweat and hard work
encountered, and marvel at the deer, elk, cougar, bear, owls and other critters venturing about. Our
objective in ownership was never to realize a huge financial gain, although a little payback would have
been welcomed. We want to see the land continue to grow big, beautiful, verdant green stands of
evergreens for the future. Unless the current ruling is revised, our trees will reach a point of
degradation from their compactness and our ability to leave a green legacy for the future will be lost.
In the greater Tree Farm family, Scott and Lori are truly SMALL land owners with BIG limitations. We’re
asking the Board to thoughtfully consider the thousands of Scott and Lori’s in Washington State and the
importance of their ability to meet their management objectives in assuring sustainable forest, fish, and
critter health. Listen to the three separate science reviews and approve WFFA’s three management
buffer recommendations once and for all. The future of our lands is in your hands.
Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to voice our concerns. We trust you will respect the future of
small family forest owners and their value in managing the future of healthy forests for generations to
come with this recommendation.
Sincerely yours,
Scott and Lori Berken
Berlin Tree Farm (Montesano)
Aberdeen

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Good morning Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
We are the Soske family in Clark County, Washington. We have proudly and responsibly owned and
cared for our small family forest for over 20 years. Our forest is a multigenerational passion in support of
our family, our community and our earth. We believe that planting and harvesting trees on an ongoing
basis brings shade, lumber, oxygen, habitat and beauty to a piece of the world that we love. We
supported the premise of the 1999 Forests and Fish Legislation with the understanding that there would
be alternate restrictions for our family's small and relatively low impact forest and harvests well before
now. So we continue to be worried for our forest, ourselves, our children and our children's children. Will
our family be able to sustain our beautiful trees and their benefits for generations to come or will the land
be developed?

It has been over 20 years and we are still in need of a solution. The Washington Farm Forestry
Association's science-based proposal would provide for 75’, 50’ and 25’ buffers allowing our farm to
remain fiscally sustainable. Our hope is that the State will fulfill their regulatory commitments to us as we
have proudly fulfilled our commitments to the State. The Washington Farm Forestry Association has
demonstrated, including independent expert scientific review, that smaller buffers are equal in overall
effectiveness. Therefore they are appropriate and should be approved for the Small Forest Landowner
Office harvest prescriptions.
We ask for you to find value in our small farm, our work and our family's stewardship. To support small
forests so that they can continue to produce oxygen, lumber, shade and habitat, remaining a beautiful,
sustainable and vibrant part of our Washington ecosystem and landscape.
We ask you to approve the three management buffers recommended by Washington Farm Forestry
Association, that are fully supported by three separate scientific reviews, and reinstill our feeling of value
to our State.
Thank you for your time and for doing right by our small forests to provide us the tools we need to best
manage our forest benefiting everyone in the State and keeping our land forested for generations to
come.
Sincerely,
The Soske Family,
Clark County Washington.

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam chairperson Smith and members of the board
I am in support of the proposed buffer width prescriptions, brought forward by WFFA. I am the current
president of the Whatcom County chapter of WFFA, and a part owner in a 120 acre tree farm located at
Lake Samish in Whatcom County. When you drive on I-5 toward Bellingham past Lake Samish, you are
rewarded with a buffer of green trees and forest, thanks to our family’s efforts. That same forest helps
to protect the water quality in Lake Samish, which is the drinking water supply for 95% of the lake
residents. We are zoned for rural forestry, so yes we can put houses on this property, but that has not
been discussed yet. The family is still dedicated to the ideal of a family forest, passed down from
generation to generation. Help us to stay that way!
It is now the time for this board to quit putting your heads in the sand, an ignoring the small voices of
the small forest land owners. Stand up for actual science, and tell the unscientific political opposition
that they have no leg to stand on related to this issue. Please give us SFLO’s the regulatory relief
promised by forests and fish in 1999, 23 years ago.
Thanks for reading all these letters of support, now it is time to do the right thing!
Sincerely, Herb Barker

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal prescriptions for small land owners. My name is Dan
Kingsbury and my family owns and operates Five Springs Tree Farm in Olalla, WA. Many family members
and neighbors enjoy our tree farm for activities such as hiking, dog walking, wildlife viewing, hunting,
camping, berry picking and mushroom gathering. We enjoy working our tree farm and hope our heirs
will continue to keep the property as a tree farm for many generations to come.

Our tree farm land is not only important to family and neighbors for its recreational opportunities but,
we also understand and embrace the lands value in supporting clean water, wildlife habitat, and
desirable forest products. Our Father purchased the land in 1955 and we now have fourth generation
family members involved in the tree farm. We continue to view revenue from timber products as a
necessary financial need to support our tree farm at a time when there are many lucrative offers to
convert the tree farm for much financial gain. While growing and harvesting our timber we also take
pride in protecting our streams. The requested buffer width prescriptions would simplify our provision
of the necessary stream protection.
I am asking for the Support of the Forest Practices Board. Our tree farm members would appreciate and
benefit from your approval of the three buffer width prescriptions proposed by WFFA. The passage of
this proposal that is backed by three separate science reviews would give me confidence that the Board
is there in support of small landowners operations. Our future generations face numerous
environmental and financial challenges in continuing the small land owner tree farm commitment. It
would be reassuring for our future generations to know that Olympia and the Public view our activities
as important and will provide needed support.
Thank you for listening and doing the right thing to support small forest land owners. Your assistance
will help us to continue to provide the best possible use of our lands and keep them forested for
generations to come.
Sincerely,
Dan Kingsbury
Five Springs Tree Farm
Olalla, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Forest Practices Board,
My name Is Byron Hinners and I am currently a forestland consultant for non-industrial private
landowners. I started as a forestry technician with a large industrial landowner in 1997, before the
introduction of Forest and Fish regulation. In 2021 I provided FPA permitting services to approximately
78 customers all considered small forest landowners.
Since I have started working as a consultant I have seen first hand the impact of the Forest and Fish
regulations on small forest landowners. In some cases I have seen buffers applied to streams where
more than 50 % of the ground has become not harvestable due to the current buffers. In most cases
these forest landowners are hoping to supplement some of their retirement income with the timber
harvest, or some other purpose for the proceeds. The Pacific Northwest is ideal in the fact that timber
harvest can occur in a 35-50 year rotation which coincides with each generation being able to harvest
timber in perpetuity.
With the increase in pressure (money) from conversion of forestland to homesites, I believe after many
discussions with small tree farmers that there is a higher likelihood to continue tree farming if they are
able to utilize more of their ground as productive timberland.

My reason for writing this email is because I remember during the roll out of the new Forest and Fish
rules the DNR sponsored several 2 day workshops across the state. During these roll out seminars I
remember provisions for the rules to be changed based on scientific research. It is my understanding
that there has been research completed and reviewed that supports smaller buffers for small forest
landowners. These proposed buffers seem to be very similar to buffers which qualify for “20 acre
exempt” landowners. My hope is that in your November meeting the board can deliver on the promise
made in 2000.
Thank you for your service on the board.
Sincerely,
Byron Hinners

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
1. My family supports the WFFA buffer proposal. We live in Pend Oreille County and have owned forest
land in Washington since 1979.
We are life members of the WFFA and have represented Pend Oreille County in the WFFA for the past
20 years. We have tried to manage our forest for the benefit of our entire community.
2. Our land in Eastern Washington contains the origins of Otter Creek which feeds into the Little
Spokane River drainage. We have several small springs and seeps that feed several very small streams.
Some summers have seen most of the streams completely dry up. We have conducted four separate
selective logging operations in the past 40 years. We have done thinning operations, brush removal,
tree planting, weed control and limbing operations to reduce the fire risks. Multiple organizations have
used our land including the Pend Oreille Search and Rescue training, the Boys Scouts and wood cutting
for the local church and local families.
We have had four different FPAs and worked with a different DNR Forester each time. Our streams
were mostly Np and Ns with some F classification on the lower stretch. We applied for and received
FREP funds along the main streams.
We have recently applied for an LTA and most of the Np streams were changed to F streams. After
four FPAs that agreed with the stream classifications, the ID Team changed the classifications. This
creates many problems with buffers, The F stream had a 75 ft buffer and the Np had a 50 ft buffer.
Now, the Np buffer that was enrolled in FREP is 25 ft wider and prevents logging on more trees but
there is no way to pay for the loss of the newer designation trees. We need a fresh look and update
with the way buffers are regulated by the state.
3. We ask for your support and approval of the three management buffers recommended by WFFA.
They are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive
Management Program. Eastern Washington is the "poor sister" to the DNR regulations derived for
Western Washington. Our streams are different and our forest is different. Western Washington forest
management does not work in Eastern Washington. Much work remains to be done to support my
fellow forest land owners. I feel bad but conversion to smaller parcels is happening too often.

4. Thank you for the opportunity to share our story with you. I sincerely hope that you will do the right
thing for small family forest owners and allow us to provide the best possible land use for all generations
to come.
Sincerely, Bill and Janet Kemp

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Subject: Support SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions “equal in overall
effectiveness”
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

This letter is to show our support of the WFFA buffer proposal. My wife and I live in Porter,
Washington and own 140 acres of timberland and share ownership of 140 acres with my
sister, Debbie Hill. We have timberland in Grays Harbor and Pacific Counties. Cathy’s and
my eight grandchildren are the seventh generation to own the timberland in Grays
Harbor. Our family has lived in this community for over 100 years. We have worked with
the NRCS to manage our forestland and to have forest management plans. We have done
cost sharing projects for improving our timber stand and for enhancing wild life in our
forests. Our family is committed to maintaining the land for our future generations. We are
interested in maintaining bird and wildlife habitat.

Managing timberland has always been a part of my life and my previous generations. It has
been a source of firewood for heating our homes, timber for building our barns and
buildings, source of income for our family, and provides wildlife for food source for many of
the family and neighbors. We take great pride in managing our forests and protecting the
environment.
I would ask for the support of the board by approving the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of
which were done in the Adaptive Management Program. Your passage of these
management buffers would support our efforts to manage our family forestlands and show
support to our effort in keeping our lands for future generations.

Thank you for listening to my request and doing the right thing for the small family forest
owners. Providing the best possible land use for all that benefit by keeping our lands
forested for generations to come.
Sincerely,
Jim and Cathy Beerbower, Porter, Washington

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am: Paul K. Gray, an 81 year old who grew up on his family's forested property about 14 air miles east
of the Cascade Crest in the White River Valley, in Chelan County. I observed USFS and Lumber Company
forest management practices during my early years and I got hands-on experience as a USFS employee
in the 1960-61 time period. I have taken forest management courses offered by WSU. I do not fully
agree with the current USFS or the forest management practices being taught. I am a 'log on the snow'
logger who avoids surface and soil disturbance that may change the hydrology of the area being logged
as well as the larger area that may be affected by my logging operation.
When looking at forest management practices and buffer zones near water courses, from small streams
to significant rivers, the needed stream protection buffer zones can vary widely based on the particular
water course, geology, soil type, surface cover, and overall area hydrology.
Thus, fixed buffer zones can become uncompensated takings for forest land owners seeking to log their
property for profit.
Put in other words: Stream buffer zones must be tailored to the hydrology of the basin drained by the
stream in question. A previously undisturbed, seasonal, stream in a raw sided, deeply eroded, gully may
need a wide, no logging, no soil disturbance, buffer zone. While a small meandering year around stream
in a flat bottom, somewhat swampy, valley can be selectively logged to the stream edge so long as the
shading of the forest canopy is maintained and surface disturbance is avoided.
Sincerely,
Paul K. Gray

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Forest Practices Board
Department of Natural Resources
State of Washington
Olympia, Washington
Re: Our Support of the Small Forest Landowners Template Buffer Width Prescriptions
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,

We are members of the WFFA Thurston County Chapter. We own a 40-acre parcel and
two 5+ acre parcels in Thurston County that are currently under the timberland
designation.
We are writing to support the WFFA buffer proposal, as we have learned it has been
proven to be equal in overall effectiveness to prior adopted widths.
While the majority of our ownership as small forest landowners is not affected by the
expanded restrictions that have been adopted in recent years, we do have some
property in Grays Harbor County that is adversely affected by the wider width
limitations, and we are aware that the supposed science behind those determinations
is often arbitrary and currently overprotective to the point that most of our land there
would not be able to be logged and replanted under current regulations, even though
it was logged prior to our owning it.
One of the greatest assets in Western Washington is the small forest landowner. We
care about our land and the wildlife it supports – and we care about growing trees.
After harvesting, we replant. Al tends our timberland, and continues planting new
trees, at age 83+, even though he will never see them grow to maturity. That is how
much we love caring for the land and trees we are responsible for. (He has replanted
some areas up to 4 times thanks to the Mazama Pocket Gopher killing trees.) We want
to regenerate our forestland for the future – as our legacy for our children and
grandchildren, and to the benefit of the area where we live.
We believe in equitable rules and regulations that help us as we protect the
environment we live in, but when they are unreasonable it keeps us from doing what
we do best. We believe we are the true environmentalists. We care for the land. We
care for the trees. We care for the wet areas that could be affected if we were not
careful. We care for the future. Our trees contribute to the protection of the carbon
balance without any fee from us for doing so. And we are responsible landowners.
We need you on our side, and we need your support for continuing to do what we do
well. Together your agency and our efforts are inextricably joined as stewards of the
land. We have been good stewards. We need your support to continue that most
effectively.
Thank you for your consideration of our request that the buffers be more equitably
adapted and adopted.
Sincerely,

Alan B. & Lola Cain
8634 77th Ln SE
Olympia, WA 98513-5687

Postscript from Alan Cain:
In addition to the initial letter that reflects both my wife’s and my views, I feel I need
to add some additional information, as my perspective is broader than just being a
small forest landowner.
I am a 1960 graduate from the School of Forestry at the University of Washington. My
specific degree was in Logging Engineering. While attending the University, I worked
during the summers for the U S Forest Service. After college I was drafted by the Army
and spent two years in the service, doing surveying for the military in Virginia and
Georgia.
I have accrued 43 years of experience in the timber industry, working for St. Regis,
West Tacoma Newsprint, Boise Cascade, and at the end of my career, the Campbell
Group. Part of my responsibility was buying timber sales from the DNR. During my
career I oversaw/ managed up to 500,000 acres of timberlands in Grays Harbor, Grays
River, Lewis, Pierce, Snohomish, Skagit, and Klickitat Counties.
In my observation I have seen that private small forest landowners take exceptional
pride in intensive management of their forestlands. In my estimation they are even
better stewards than the federal government, state, and often even large industry
landowners. In large part small forest landowners manage their timberlands for the
future generations as a legacy, and in so doing they do far more for the environment
and for wildlife.
I understand the pressures you have from over-zealous environmentalists, many of
whom do not have a vested financial interest; from politicians who are pursuing reelection; and from tribal entities who lobby for wider buffers than are necessary.
If rules and regulations continue to become more burdensome there will be more
conversions from forestland to residential, to the detriment of the environment in the
State of Washington.

Please consider the long-term benefits that small forest landowners provide for
everyone.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Chairwoman Smith and members of the Forest Practice Board:
I support the WFFA Buffer Width Proposal. My name is Richard Alescio, President of
Washington Farm Forestry Association. Our family tree farm is 85 acres in Kitsap County,
Poulsbo – Suquamish area. Our family’s third and fourth generations are involved in the tree
farm. Neighbors are free to walk their dogs on our logging roads, which actually minimizes deer
damage in the replant areas. We thin new planted sapling trees at 7 to 10 years, with a
commercial thin at 15-25
years (when the tree crowns are in contact with each other) in accordance with our Forest
Management Plan. We have tree stands of varying ages from 30 years to 1 yr.
Our forest land is managed to promote forest health, minimize the threat of wildfire (thinned,
brush removal, and pruning up to 10-12 ft and all are a continuing process), for construction
material, and sequestering carbon from CO2 in the atmosphere. Lumber from our tree farm
harvests is used in building construction where the CO2 from the atmosphere is sequestered,
while the new plants and mature trees continue the process through photosynthesis.
WFFA and Small Forest Land Owners were promised Alternate Harvest Restrictions in 1999 with
the signing of the Forest and Fish Agreement since our harvests were considered “Low Impact”
due to our small harvest size. The previously cited elsewhere, Science Studies indicate that
smaller RMZ Buffers we propose are equivalent to the existing State mandated Buffers in terms
of Stream Water Temperatures.
WFFA would greatly appreciate the Forest Practice Board’s favorable consideration of this
equivalent request by honoring the 1999 Forest and Fish Agreement for “Alternate Harvest
Restrictions” due to the smaller size, thus lower impact of our harvests.
Our Stewardship of the Land for Trees, Vegetation, Fish, and Animals is one of the major factors
in limiting commercial development.
We thank you for your service on the Forest Practice Board and for doing the right thing for the
Small Forest Land Owners (Stewards of the Land) for our State.

Very truly yours,
Dick Alescio
President, Washington Farm Forestry Association

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am Dr. Mike Hamilton.
I own a patch of middle aged timber just East of Centralia. The neighbors to my property enjoy walking
on my property as often as daily, treating it like a local park.
Elk used to frequent my property in the spring when their calves were being born, they no longer show
up in large part because the neighbors enjoy the ambiance of my property often enough that the elk
have minimized their use of it. I was aware of no elk births this year on that property. The deer and the
bears and all the other critters still seem to love it. At one point just a few years ago, there were
several cougars living on and about my property. There was evidence of a high usage by bears this
spring, in a portion of the property. My family has a liking for all sorts of wildlife, being able to walk on
this retirement property and see evidence of wild game is quite enjoyable for all of us.
I purchased this timberland from the estate of my Father, in order to have an investment in real estate
in order to fund my retirement. You likely each have some sort of stock market account. I do not have
that, I have had small businesses most of my life, no one funds a 401k or a Roth or etc. for me. This
property and its' timber is the primary source of funding for my retirement. I purchased it via monthly
payments at the bank.
I would love to be able to leave whatever is left of this property to my kids as a form of financial
security for them also. Being able to carefully thin the timber near the streams and on the rest of
the property is nothing but a win for both me and for the wildlife- and for my kids' desire to hold onto
this property.
I am writing to encourage you to approve the least comprehensive of the three management buffers

recommended by WFFA, each option is fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of which
were done in the Adaptive Management Program. This "least comprehensive" option allows
maintenance of this property with the greatest aesthetic values possible, and still maintain some of the
value that presently resides in this real estate.
Without any support for my family's ownership of this real estate from the State of Washington, and
ever-diminishing support for small family land holdings from bureaucrats within the "state system", I
really doubt that my kids will choose to hold onto this real estate and to keep its' value as timber after
my passing.
One of my kids already moved to and is now employed in a different state in order to get away from
the increasingly rigid regulations found in Washington State.

Please adopt the most "family-forest-ownership" friendly option as recommended by WFFA and fulfill
the regulatory promises of Forests and Fish for small family forest owners as has been pending for
about 20 years.
Mike Hamilton

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Forest Practice Board Members;
My Wife and I have owned a very productive 500 acre tree farm in Pacific County for more than
40 years, and we have also been Washington Farm Forestry members for more years than
that. We have been very active at the chapter level in both Lewis and Pacific Chapters. We are
more than happy to do whatever is necessary to protect and improve fish habitat, but do not
want to do more than our fair share to the detriment of our forest productivity. We make our
living producing forest products to the benefit of our community and ourselves.
We were active in the 1999 negotiations for the Forest and Fish legislation, both at WFFA
meetings and Forest Practice Board meetings. Commissioner Belcher warned us to support this
legislation (she preferred even more rules), or the Federal Government would come down on
us even harder. We all thought the new stream typing and buffer rules were excessive, but we
were assured that we could improve our situation later through a process known as Adaptive
Management. More than 20 years later we realize that Adaptive Management has only
increased the severity of the rules.
Most of us that are out on the ground a lot, have observed a lot of wasted trees and
unnecessary soil disturbance by buffers left too wide. Washington Farm Forestry Association
has hired numerous reputable scientists and had many very qualified volunteers working on
this subject for much of 20 years. The Westside Template we are supporting here is the
product of all this hard work and it deserves your support too. Small tree farmers like my Wife
and I do infrequent smaller harvests, give the land an enormous amount of care after a harvest,
and have no interest in working in or near streams. Many of our places are showplaces, and
many of us live on our tree farms, so to do anything but the best work is unthinkable to
us. When we live on this land and look out over the results of our work every day and night
how could any of us damage the land and streams on it. Most of us would never be able to
stomach turning our tree farms into a housing development, but if excessive regulation stop us
from making a living from it, we might have to sell to someone that would break it up.
Please support the Westside Template as proposed, the long term results will be good for the
land and all of us involved.
Thank You,
Gregory & Susan Pattillo
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:

My name is Robert Bower. I am retired from the United States Coast Guard and am
a descendant of Michael T. Simmons who brought one of the first wagon trains to
the state of Washington and made much of his living from working with wood. My
family and I inherited 80 acres of forest land in Thurston County and have been
involved with overseeing it for 30 years. During that time we had one timber cutting
of 10 acres and have a small stream that effected our ability to cut. I am now in my
late 70’s and am focused on what to do with this forest; how to pass it on to the next
generation and whether keeping it as forest is worthwhile. Have the promises of
Forest and Fish been upheld and Honored?
My family and I are asking for your support of the laws that offered us alternative
plan templates that were equal in overall effectiveness and science.
You can demonstrate that support by approving the three management buffers
recommended by WFFA.
These alternatives are fully supported by three separate science reviews, two of
which were done in the Adaptive Management Program.
The government gained our support of Forest and Fish by saying, "trust us and we
will do the right thing by you”. Now is the time for you to show us that that trust
that was asked for has been honored and upheld.
That You for your time and attention.
Sincerely,
Robert Bower
Four B’s Farm
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. Our family has timberland located north of the Yakima River,
Sec 21, T2ON, R14E, eleven miles west of Cle Elum. The family’s primary use has been timber
production, wildlife habitat and recreation.
This property has been in our family since 1898. Timber was harvested in the early 1900’s, 1959 and
1994. Presently we are preparing to do a harvest in the spring of 2023 that will improve the health of

the forest. Our property includes 12 acres along the Yakima River. In 1959 and 1994 we took care not
to harvest trees in that area. Maintaining a healthy, wholesome forest is a major goal! Our family
supported the Forests and Fish Legislation in 1999, but realize that it is outdated. Now there is data
that demonstrates forest, river, and fish health can be maintained with three smaller buffers. We agree
with this proposal!
Please give your support to SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions. This will show the Board
members are committed to the future of forests.
Your attention to my statement is appreciated. Showing support the concerns of my family and other
small family forest owners will make a tremendous difference for generations to come!
Sincerely,
Jo Ellen Gillmore, Seattle

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Our tree farm is located in Lewis County and has been in our family since the early
1970s. Our forestland parcels are located near Winlock and Toledo. We are very proud to
call our forest a "family" forest. Our Toledo parcel has been in our family for over 50
years. In order to achieve our long term goals, our family forest must continue to be
financially viable. In addition to gaining income from harvesting, we actively manage
for wildlife, forest health and to provide a place for family and friends to gather and
enjoy. We share our forestland with neighboring horseback riders, deer hunters, hikers,
educational forestry tours as well as family weddings and celebrations.
To achieve our long term goals, our sustainable harvests are small in acreage (5-10
acres). We utilize local businesses that provide jobs for local loggers, tree planters,
truck drivers, gravel pits, forestry supply stores that support our local
economy. Streams that are known to be used by fish, or are likely to be used by fish, are
treated with variable width buffers that protect riparian functions such as bank stability,
woody debris recruitment, leaf litter fall, nutrients, sediment filtering and shade.
The current buffer widths in rules are wide and complex. However, these rules also give
small forest landowners an option for smaller buffers if we can convincingly demonstrate
that these smaller buffers are equal in overall effectiveness to the larger buffers. The
Washington Farm Forestry Association has demonstrated in multiple science-based ways
that three of the proposed smaller buffers are equal in overall effectiveness therefore
appropriate for SFLO harvest prescriptions. We need more/YOUR voices of support before
the end of October. Please help us keep our small family forests on the landscape for our
present and future generations.
Thank you,
Lou Jean Clark
Cowlitz Ridge Tree Farm
Toledo, WA 9859

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry stream buffer template
proposal.
Our family has had the fortune to be stewards of 6 contiguous parcels of forest land in
north Snohomish County since 1942. We are surrounded by 5-acre residential tracts
and are one of the last holdouts of forest land in the immediate area. Needless to say,
we receive offers all the time to sell. We recently surveyed a quarter-mile property line
and installed a line of fence posts along one of our parcels to mark the boundary. In the
process of doing so we talked to our neighbors explaining what we were doing. They all
asked us what our plans were. We told them that this particular 30-acre parcel has low
value timber on it, that we plan in the not-too-distant future we harvest it, get what we
can for it, and replant it and manage it so that maybe by the time our grandkids are
ready to retire there will be some value there that they can put to use. Everyone of our
neighbors expressed relief that we were not planning sell to a developer and were
supportive of our plans.
I am not a policy wonk, but I have been on the periphery of the discussions surrounding
the Forest and Fish Law. As small parcel forestland owners, we were promised certain
things 23 years ago regarding stream setbacks that have not materialized. From what I
have read and learned the Small Forest Land Owner Template buffer width
prescriptions are equal in overall effectiveness to the larger buffers, and there is science
to back it up. The particular parcel mentioned above is one of those that is affected
these rules. We want to do right by the land and by the fish in the stream. We don’t
think we should be punished for doing so.
We are trying to instill in our grandkids the notion that keeping our forestland in tack is a
good thing. It gives us and our neighbors valued open space for recreation, habitat for
wildlife, and protection for the fish bearing stream that flows through it. Being able to sell
timber from the land gives us the means to keep it. Though we have no plans to do so,
it would be very easy to just sell this parcel and put the proceeds in a trust for our
grandkids’ future. Of all the land we own this parcel would be the easiest to develop.
Help us, help our non-forestry neighbors, help all small forest landowners by adopting
the buffer width template proposed by the WFFA. Maybe not for us right now, but
adopting this template will definitely help keep forest land from being converted to other
uses, and will provide the same benefit to fish bearing streams that the current rules do.
Thank you
Dave New
Bellingham
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Subject: Support for SFLO Template Buffer Width Prescriptions “equal in overall effectiveness”

Madame Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is John Keller. My wife, Dani, and I own 182 acres of forestland in Cowlitz
County. This is a family woodland that is of great importance to our children and
grandchildren, as well as other family members. We own the property for several
reasons, but in particular, the ability to generate periodic income through timber
harvests allow us to financially help the next generation with college tuition and
acquiring their own homes, as well as cover forestland management costs - not only for
the timber, but the other natural resources on our land as well.
A significant portion of our forest cannot be logged because of the current forest
practices rules and regulations requiring wide buffer widths to several of our streams. I
am glad these streams have been identified as fish bearing (or at least have the
potential to support fish) and want fish to thrive in them. But there has been a question
in my mind for sometime as to whether the full extent of the current buffers are actually
necessary for providing adequate fish habitat.
Some years ago, I learned that the Washington Farm Forestry Association was working
to develop other alternatives for buffers, especially on small woodlands. Three
management buffers for streams have been developed by WFFA that are fully
supported by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive
Management Program. The science WFFA submitted to support these buffers indicates
they are essentially equal in overall effectiveness to the current rules. Unfortunately, the
process for their adaption has been bogged down.
An open-minded and fair review of these buffer options would demonstrate the Forest
Practices Board respects and values family and other small forestland owners, and help
renew the initial intent and spirit behind the Forest & Fish initiative.
Gratefully,
John Keller
Kalama, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
We are writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association and
those working on behalf of small landowners and our efforts towards
sustainable forestry. As the owners of a small tree farm, it is important to us
that we keep the management regulations regarding our farm and the trees on
it simple, practical, and most importantly, affordable.

We are particularly dismayed with the continual squabbling about stream
buffers and riparian zones. The goals of growing timber, managing clean water,
and providing homes and shelter for the wildlife should be easily compatible.
The Forests and Fish bill was passed over twenty years ago. Research and
science support the low impact harvest restrictions promised in the bill, and
yet we are still watching, waiting, and wondering. Why?
Sustainable conservation and forestry is the goal; the present system does
not promote sustainability. Look at current land use trends and note the recent
subdivisions, land sales, and applications to convert forest lands to other uses.
Small landowners do not have deep pockets to hire consultants and lawyers to
represent us in court. We need to operate under an easy to understand system
that allows us to “do it ourselves”, one owner and one tree farm at a time.
Please, stop encouraging us to sell out; allow us to keep our farms for the
future. The children and generations yet unborn of Washington will need
working forests, clean water, fish, wildlife, lumber, and a vibrant economy.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Steve and Kay Townsend
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am Nick Somero, the second generation to own the property my father and mother purchased in May
1940. 4,690 feet of Smith Creek and Elkhorn Creek, both Shoreline of the State designated waterways,
plus 155 feet of Type F stream flow through my property of 65 acres. At the present time, four
generations of my family have learned about managing natural resources, the critical role forests play in
environment, the financial rewards, and the joy and solitude of recreation provided by the rural
landscape. We have learned to respect the wildlife that inhabits the region and utilize the varied
landscape of our property. All decisions we have made in the management of our property consider the
holistic environmental system, both aquatic and terrestrial.
Late winter and early spring I had a harvest of two acres. The area was planted in April. In that
plantation, a legacy plot was established with plantings of all four generations. I planted seedlings from
the trees my father had planted next to the trees my father planted in 1972. My son, daughter, and
daughter-in-law planted seedlings from trees that I had planted in 1982 adjacent to the trees I planted.
My three grandchildren planted trees that were purchased to plant the entire harvested unit. An
exercise in generational management and ownership of the property to provide a seed for the younger
generations to continue the legacy.
I am including a map of my ownership that accentuates the issues with excessive buffers that small
forestland owners experience. As you review the map, you will understand how we manage small

harvests on the 65 acres that could be developed into 5-acre parcels, all with major stream frontage.
This type of development is totally destructive to the environmental benefits provided by 82 years of
responsible management by my family.
Small forestland owners need to have trust in the state honoring all the provisions that were provided in
the law as developed in the Forest and Fish process. Without this trust one cannot help but feel the
added threat of greater regulation exists on the horizon. This adds to the anxiety that all our
generational stewardship is for naught, and it is easier to reap the profits by subdividing and selling the
land. Once the land is subdivided and sold, all the environmental benefits of forestland is forever
destroyed.
Washington Farm Forestry Association is proposing a westside buffer template to provide equitable
buffers for the environment and the small forestland owners of Washington State. The buffers in the
proposal were developed from two studies; WFFA PI science assessment (Martin) and an independent
scientific analysis of the proposed widths commissioned by the AMP (Cramer/Teply), and completed
consistent with TFW processes, including Independent Scientific Peer Review (ISPR). The small
forestland owners of Washington State need your support of the Westside Buffer Proposal to continue
our great stewardship heritage. But much greater than that, the forestlands of Washington State need
you to approve the WFFA proposed buffer widths so the lands may continue to provide the
environmental benefits so greatly needed by our planet.
Sincerely,
Nick Somero

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We are Henry and Jan Vollmer of Hollowarrow Farm in Deming, Whatcom County. We have lived on our
Tree Farm since 1986 and raised our family here. Our 60 acres of forest was certified in 2005 and is still
actively managed.
To us, management of the forest is taking care of our forest. Management is important in order to
maintain optimum conditions in the forest. This is what keeps the water of our two creeks and one
forested wetland running clear, which we consider our responsibility. We also consider the management
of timber to be our responsibility. The optimization of the growth of the trees in the forest is important
to all life living within, to carbon, and to the production of the raw material for the manufacture of wood
products humans depend upon.
Intuitively, in order to protect the riparian area, stream buffers don’t need to be as wide on small
harvest units such as ours, compared to large landowner harvests where the length of the stream within
the unit is proportionally greater.
As small forest landowners, we agree with the proposed smaller buffer widths of the Washington Farm
Forestry Association. Please approve these three management buffers recommended by WFFA.
Thank you for your time and patience to work this out.

Henry and Jan Vollmer
Hollowarrow Farm
Deming
Whatcom County

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Once you get to know treefarmers you will notice:
Their wonderment at a tree
their commitment to clean water
their amazement at the life cycle of a salmon
and their overall appreciation of nature's beauty.
And thank you for taking the time to think on the note below.
Dave
To the Forest Practice Board and etc.
Regarding buffers on streams.
My name is Dave Robbins and I was lucky to be born to a treefarm family on Hood Canal, and by 1970 I
was a young man and knew that this was what I wanted to do.
I watched the salmon go into steep decline during the 1970's, and I knew it had nothing to do with
logging, because even pristine rivers along Hood Canal all suffered the same fate.
The problem was simple: people got too doggon efficient at catching fish!
My advice is to set the "science" aside for now. For the last few decades everybody argues their case
with "science", and everybody seems to be able to develop their own science.
So try this: dredge up some good old common sense and think about it:
When people stopped killing whales, the whale numbers rebounded.
When we stopped killing tortoise shell turtles, they came back.
What do you think would happen if we put an 8 year moratorium on all commercial salmon fishing? We
would soon have LOTS of fish, and you all know it.
All the rules on treefarmers, big and small, has never been about the "science", it has always been
about Political Expediency. And it has been busily forcing farmers off the land, to put up houses instead.
How bad is that for fish?!?
Common sense says that a 50 foot buffer is every bit as effective at protecting the water as is 150 feet.
Especially for the smalls, who always log much smaller tracts.
Dave Robbins
301 N Lon Webb Rd
Lilliwaup

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Forest Practices Board:
My name is Brian LeTourneau, and my wife and I owned two tree farms. Both are in Pacific County and
one abuts the Fort Columbia State Park. It was a 35 acre parcel purchased in 1989 and had about 1900
feet of Chinook River frontage. It also had a well stocked 45 year old stand of Douglas-fir and was site
two or three ground. The soil maps say site three, but the growth of the trees speaks more of site two
ground. It was sold to Washington State Parks and we made a $38,000 donation to the State Parks on
the sale of the parcel in March of this year. It also had a non-fishing bearing stream that flowed across
the parcel from near the top of Scarboro Hill into the Chinook River, which is most definitely a fish bearing
stream.
Washington State Parks had long been interested in purchasing the parcel and it was sold to them in
hopes that they would expand their trail system from the top of Scarboro Hill down to the Chinook
River. Our donation was made hoping to encourage the expansion of the park's trails.
Our second farm is a 32 acre parcel that abuts Smith Creek near Raymond, Washington. There is a large
beaver pond on Smith Creek on the edge of the property. It has a well-stocked stand of mostly 29 year
Douglas-fir and is site one ground. I am a retired high school teacher and my wife works for the
Department of Ecology. We are definitely not wealthy landowners and our tree farms were not inherited.
Our remaining tree farm is important because of the oxygen it produces and the carbon it sequesters. It
is important for wild-life preservation. I am not sure how many deer and elk it helps now but the browse
problems we dealt with in the 1990's when the trees were planted were young are indicative of it being an
important wild live habitat.
My wife and I both have spent a lot of money to slash alder and thin the Douglas-fir on both parcels. We
spend both money and some time to plant our Smith Creek Tree Farm. Much more time was spend to
protect the seedling from deer and elk browse. We did most of that ourselves. We have wonderful
memories of hiking to and on our tree farms with our two daughters when they were young. I had always
wanted to be a tree farmer since the three summers I spent working as a logger for Weyerhaeuser, when
I was in college. I wasn't really interested in making money, I just want to own a tree farm and I still
greatly enjoy the green serenity of the trails I created on our Smith Creek parcel. The trees there are now
around 80 feet tall.
My wife and I have also been active in the Washington Farm Forest Association (WFFA) for around 30
years and I have taken several forestry classes. I earned college credits from both the University of
Washington (2 classes) and Washington State University classes (1 class). These efforts were
undertaken so that we might be better stewards of our forest land
Small Forest Landowners (SFLO) were promised smaller stream butters that are based on science. It is
extremely disappointing that 22 years have passed and the forest practices board has done nothing, even
though the facts and figure show that smaller buffers will work to protect fish bearing streams and to
reduce erosion. The evidence also shows that SFLO are more adversely affected by wide-stream
buffers. I am a good example of that because both of our tree farms had streams on or abutting them.
Please support the three management buffers recommendation of the (WFFA). They are fully supported
by three separate science reviews, two of which were done in the Adaptive Management
Program. Passage of these recommendations might restore some of the faith in the Forest Practices
Board and might go a long way to encourage the next generation to continue the legacy that owners like
my wife and I have created.
Thank you for taking time to read and consider our concerns. Please feel free to contact me. I live in
Olympia. I would enjoy taking you on a tour of our Smith Creek Tree Farm.

Sincerely,
Brian LeTourneau

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I am writing as a small forest landowner to express my support for the three management buffers
recommended by the WFFA.
We own 80 acres of land near Centralia, WA which has been in our family for four generations. It is
proudly certified by the American Tree Farm System. Our timberland is an integral part of our
family. We camp and picnic there. Our campfire ring invites conversation deep into the night. It has
even hosted a friend’s wedding.
We share this land with elk, deer and a family of bear cubs. We love our wildlife and take pride in
providing them a happy home. Our land is also bisected by a Type F fish bearing creek. While this is a
beautiful backdrop for our family recreation, it is a significant burden when someday my children decide
to harvest our timber.
Our family harvests timber only once in our lifetimes; we are not interested in short term 40-year
rotations like many industrial landowners. We base our management decisions on the best available
science and our love of the land. Since we only get one chance per lifetime, it is important for us to get
it right – both financially and for our wildlife and land.
As family forest owners, we care deeply about the environment and have done our part to support
Forests & Fish these last 22 years. Please honor the intent of Forests & Fish with your vote by
supporting template prescriptions deemed equal in overall effectiveness by multiple science reviewers
within a process that was agreed upon by consensus.
Thank you for your time,
Jonathan Stoffer
Tumwater, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
My name is Tom Atkins and myself and my father Dick Atkins manage Atkins Tree Farm LLC which
consists of 875 acres of forestland in the proximity of Copalis Crossing which is located in Grays Harbor.
We have owned most of the units for over 30 years and our goal in ownership is to responsibly manage
the land providing a good economic return for the LLC without sacrificing good stewardship of the land.
Of the 875 acres 143 are either wetland or roads leaving 732 acres of forest land. Under the Forest and
Fish legislation which was passed with the promise of special alternative harvest regulations for our
smaller lower impact harvests, 127 acres are locked up in RMZs. This represents over 17% of our
forestland which is a considerable take of our personal property. I do understand that we qualify for

50% compensation under the FREP program, but 100% from the mill is better and pays upon delivery. In
addition since we operate under a 40 year rotation and the easement is for 50 years, this land is
permanently lost for future forest production and would not qualify for FREP for the next harvest which
represents a 100% loss of compensation in future stumpage for timber in the RMZ.
Cutting right up to the bank is bad stewardship, but the 100 foot plus buffers(depending on site) is
excessive and has been proven multiple times by science-based surveys that buffers of 75,50 and 25
feet(depending on stream type and width)would protect the resources just as well as the current wider
buffers. Often times land in the outer 50 feet of these buffers is excellent site well suited for growing
trees. Another benefit to narrowing the buffers is less money needs to be paid on FREP easements
which would allow the state to get closer paying the units currently backlogged for funding.
We all want to do the right thing for the land, but excessive regulations is not the answer. When Forest
and Fish was passed 22 years ago we were promised that the buffer width would be addressed for
SFLOs. We were asked to prove reduced width buffers would work and have provided sound science
backing our recommendations. Please approve the three management buffers recommended by WFFA
which are fully supported by three separate science reviews. Your decisions should be based on actual
science rather than political science.
Thank you for listening to my concerns and I hope to have your support in backing the WFFA
recommendations. Our family cares about the land and hopes to be in the stewardship role for future
generations. Its a lot easier to keep managing the land and providing the economic and ecological public
benefits if the rules are a little more reasonable.
Sincerely,
Tom Atkins
Atkins Tree Farm LLC

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
I own a 20 acre forest in Pierce County on the Key Peninsula. I have owned this property since 2017
but have walked this forest and adjacent parcels for over 50 years. I purchased the parcel (a
financial reach for sure) so that I could restore the forest for future generations. I also wanted to
support wildlife habitat. I am in partnership with an adjacent parcel owner in our shared goals and our
parcels are near a conservancy property. That means over 175 acres will be protected from misuse and
exploitation.
I am hands on with this project in eradication of invasives and restocking the parcel with drought
resistant species. I am a certified tree farmer and through the WSU extension programs I am steward of
this property. The Key Peninsula in recent years has been aggressively logged. The remaining Western
Red Cedars are dying. We have lost Hemlock to drought as well. It is imperative that small forest owners
are supported in our expertise and goals of stewarding resilient forest stands.
For years now there has been unnecessary wrangling between our Forest and Fish representatives
and the State. The AMP has confirmed the Science and yet year after year there is push back on our

requests to adopt new template prescriptions. I ask that you honor the AMP "equal in overall
effectiveness" science and the regulatory commitments to SFLOs.
For over 30 years I worked as an RN. Most recently as a hospice nurse. Science has always guided my
professional life. I am truly perplexed why science is not driving decisions in this instance. Please,
demonstrate to the many small forest owners in WA that the AMP Science will be respected.
Thank you for your time and consideration,
Sincerely,
Martha Konicek
Longbranch, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the board;
My name is Kenneth Stremler. I live in Lynden, WA and have for 79 years less military time away.
I am a small forest landowner and have purchased 190 @ on the Canadian border near Blaine, WA.
The property was logged by an out of state logging company in stages some 6 to 12 or more years
ago. Reforestation was partly done by them and finished by me 3 years ago. A portion of the site was
not logged because of a lot of Cottonwood and I’m sure because of a set-back for a small drainage (nonfish bearing) stream that dries up each summer. It flows into Canada. The Douglas-fir have amazing
growth but at 79 years old I will never see a harvest. I enjoy forestry as do my 3 daughters and husbands
and grandkids. The property is in a family LLC and will be all theirs someday.
I am concerned that the buffer plans submitted by the WFFA would be considered by the board to
benefit small forestry land owners for future generations. I encourage you to approve the 75’, 50’ and
25’ buffers as they have requested.
Thank you for considering this no nonsense request and for your time.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Stremler
Lynden,WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Chairman Smith:
WFFA asked that I offer my thoughts on proposed rule changes and I am glad to do so.
I was immersed in forest practices rule-making activities beginning in 1975, almost fifty years ago. Since
then, the rules have become immeasurably complicated and discouraged landowners from keeping their
forestlands. At the same time, development inexorably marched its way through our private forests
while we quibbled over increasingly arcane rules.
You, the Forest Practices Board, have it within your power to adopt new rules that simplify the job of
harvesting timber on non-industrial forestland while protecting the affected lands and waters. One
extremely important result of this change will be to influence the landowner to harvest his or her
timber, replant the land and keep it as forest for at least another generation.

Development has devoured vast areas of our forests over the years. This rule change will not halt the
march, but it will make a difference. Please adopt the changes. I'm tired of watching our forests become
parking lots.
Sincerely
Bob Dick
Shelton, WA 98584

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
We support the WFFA buffer proposal.
We have the Nyborg Family Forest. We live on our 20 acre tree farm in Pierce County
and have 76 more acres in Pacific County. We have passionately and
diligently managed our tree farms to focus on our tree's health as well as trying to
help keep our environment healthier for us and generations to come.
Before moving onto our tree farm, we lived and worked in King County. We worked in
the congested Seattle area, and looked forward to coming to our forested getaway on
the weekends. After long work weeks, we were tired and stressed from our everyday
lives. We would arrive at the tree farm to work for a few hours, and would end up
feeling invigorated and recharged for the next week. The oxygen boost from working
among the trees gave us an amazing joy and a sense of well being. It just encouraged
us to work harder, to plant, remove weeds and noxious plants to nurture the trees to
grow.
Forests are important for all of our health and well being. We have trees on our
Pacific County property that are thousands of years old. We are in awe every time we
see them and are honored to own them and protect them for the future as much as
possible. They help keep the air and water cleaner. They take carbon out of the air
through carbon sequestration.
Please support us as Family Farm Foresters! Please approve the three management
buffers recommended by the WFFA, that are fully supported by three separate
science based reviews. Two of them were done in the adaptive management
program.
Thank you for your time and we hope you will support small family forest owners so
we can continue to provide the best possible land use for all the benefit by keeping
our land forested for many, many generations to come.
Sincerely,
Ron & Julie Nyborg
McKenna, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
I am writing to you in support of the WFFA forest buffer proposal. I recently purchased a plot of
forest and agricultural land in Cle Elum that has been held and protected by extended family for
60 years. I bought it with the express purpose of protecting it from development and improving
it's utility as wildlife habitat and for private recreation.
My first action as a landowner was to consult with the state's fire management folks and begin
thinning the overgrown forests to reduce our, and our neighbors', exposure to wildfire. We are
currently thinning and replanting 85 acres. I was confused as to why the overgrown and mostly
dead section of land closest to our house wasn't being thinned, to be told it was within a
stream buffer zone and had to stay. I was quite dismayed, as that section of land, left
untouched, puts the house and our exit path at risk.
I wholeheartedly believe that as stewards of our small forests, we need to wisely protect the
streams running through them. However, if scientific research, such as that conducted by the
WFFA, shows us that we could improve the balance between use (or safety in my case) and
stream protection, I ask that you vote to support the revised buffer standards.
Thank you for continuing to work with the leadership in the WFFA, and I ask that you support
the efforts being made by family forest owners to protect and maintain Washington State's
forested lands.
Sincerely,
Rosemary Dunkle
Bellevue, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Chairperson Smith and board members,
Small forestland families in rural Clark County, such as myself, have lived for nearly 23 years with an
onerous one-size-fits-all timber cutting buffer regulation.
At your upcoming Nov. 10 meeting, you and your board can clarify, adjust, and improve this simplistic
timberland management rule. Such an adjustment would benefit the environment, helpslow timberland
conversion to other uses, support rural economies as well as small timber landowners, the stewards of
thousands of acres of forest property in Western Washington.
I am writing to ask your help. Please approve the scienced-based proposal from the Washington Farm
Forestry Association that would allow three buffer zones as determined by stream-width.

On my 20-acre forested property in north Clark County, an unnamed spring-fed stream that is never
more than eight-feet wide in the winter, shrinks to a trickle in summer months. A timber buffer of 25feet would continue to ensure ground water stream protection but give me more flexibility in managing
the 100-year-old timber growing (and falling over) along its banks.
Eight years ago, the Forest Practices Board accepted for review and recommendation a science-based
proposal from the Washington Farm Forestry Association that would allow for buffer regulations
determined by stream-width utilizing prescriptions for 75-feet, 50-feet, and 25-feet. The science
supporting these adjustments has been reviewed by independent experts who support the
“effectiveness” of the tiered buffer proposal.
The Forest Practices Board can settle the debate regarding private property buffers. Many view the 75foot rule as an arbitrary, unwarranted and unvoted tax that is particularly abusive of small property
owners. Approval of a tiered approach to stream buffers on privately owned timber property in
Western Washington would go a long way to restore faith in fair and impartial state land
management oversight. Many among my neighbors are legacy forestland owners with a 100-year family
history of careful, prudent, and even loving forest property management. They are asking for your help.
Thank you for your unbiased, science-based consideration of this proposal.
Julia L. Anderson
Woodland, Wash.

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Dear Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Twenty-two years ago, my husband began a Forest Stewardship Plan in Cowlitz County
through the Department of Natural Resources. The plan was to use this timber as an
investment. Our property includes 82 acres of forestland with Abernathy Creek running
through it. With an additional 22 acres in ag classification, our property enjoys a
wonderful diverse landscape.
We have been members of the WFFA for many years and have benefited greatly from
their guidance and encouragement. We agree with the recommendations of the WFFA
for the three management buffers. We urge you to support us and all small family forest
owners by approving this position.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Very truly yours,

Robert and Sandra Davis
Longview, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board,
We are supporting the WFFA buffer proposal. We understand this will provide
equal protection for all wildlife and the environment. We raise both cattle and
timber and the timber is a needed supplement to the income we derive from the
cattle.
We have managed this timber ground for one hundred years and have a variety of
wildlife on it, including elk, deer, bear, coyote, cougar and much more. We value
the environment we provide quite highly.
It is time to honor the Forest and Fish Report that was passed twenty three years
ago that give the SFLO what was promised to them.
Sincerely,
Robert P. and R. Jane Rose
Rose Ranch
South Bend, WA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
To Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Forest Practices Board:
We own 10 acres of forest in Kittitas County and are members of the Washington Farm Forestry
Association (WFFA). As we’ve become stewards of this land, we’ve taken the time to learn about
responsible forest management and sustainable practices. We support the WFFA buffer proposal
because it is good for wildlife and clean water, is ecologically sound, backed by science, fair to small
forest owners, and the culmination of decades of cooperative work with state agencies.
Small private forest owners are important partners in creating a sustainable environment. We don’t
have the clout or financial resources of big business, but collectively our forests contribute to habitat,
clean water, carbon sequestration, and the beauty of our state. We worry about the ability for small
forest owners to keep the land for future generations. Every bit of forest counts!
Please support the three management buffers recommended by the WFFA. They were created in good
faith by forests owners who have been working cooperatively with state agencies to develop these
proposals for over a decade. The buffers are good for the environment. The allowances for smaller
forests are backed by three scientific reviews. They are good for the future of keeping Washington
green, as it creates more opportunity to maintain forests rather than turning the land into subdivisions
or commercial development. They are a template for how government and private small businesses can
work together to create win-win policy.

Thank you for hearing our concerns. We hope we can count on you to support small forest owners and
science-backed policy for the benefit of our State’s forests and residents.
Respectfully,
Michael and Anita Boser
Maple Valley, WA

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and Members of the Board:
Please support the WFFA buffer proposal! As a steward of 21 acres of Lewis county land,
14 of which is working forest, containing an active stream and riparian zone, I am highly
committed to protecting the environment that is in my care. All of our family and friends live
in urban Washington and consider our land as an oasis to get away from the city to
recharge with nature. My hope is to leave an active and productive landscape to my
grandchildren and generations to come. My great great grandparents settled Lake Leland,
WA in the 1890’s, I learned to swim at Leland and spent summers walking in the woods and
camping in the old log cabin. However, all of the family lands were lost to my generation
and our children due to regulatory and economic pressures. I endeavor to be a better
steward of my land but I need your help to accomplish my dream.
It is critical that regulation in not “one size fits all”, while I understand the need to have large
scale regulation on a state wide scale, the resources do not exist to monitor and understand
the land on an meter by meter basis. However, as a small forest land owner, I walk every
foot of my land, know what animals are living where and have the ability to assess and
facilitate management that maintains the economic stability of our land and minimize the
environmental impact. After all, the fish that breed in my stream maybe the ones that my
brother and I fish for off the coast.
The WFFA buffer proposal will give us the ability to care for and maintain our land in a
financial environment that is more and more challenging on a daily basis.
Please support the WFFA buffer proposal to allow those of us who live and breathe on our
land to manage it in the scope that is needed and appropriate.
Sincerely,
Brian Halbert, Boistfort

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chairperson Smith and members of the Forest Practices Board
I am writing in support of the Washington Farm Forestry Association (WFFA) proposal
that is before you regarding stream buffers While I am not a forest landowner myself, I
am a forester, and am Vice President of the local chapter of the Washington Farm
Forestry Association. I am also on the Board of a forestry non-profit in Klickitat County,
and have written forest plans and otherwise helped small forest landowners for years.
For some years now, WFFA has worked on alternative harvest restrictions to those
currently required per Forests and Fish, alternatives that are scientifically sound,
relatively low in impact, and easier for small owners to implement. I encourage you to
strongly consider these options, which may help to keep many acres in forestry, and
help dedicated small forest landowners to continue to operate.
The folks I work with have a real passion for their land. They put in a lot of "sweat
equity", and show great pride in the projects they accomplish. I can assure you
these individuals and families manage their lands as well or better than just about any
other landowner. Please give them a bit of help!
Thanks for your consideration,
Respectfully,
James White
Trout Lake, WA 98650
Chapter Vice President, Mt. Adams Chapter, WFFA
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

flume creek has it's headwaters on our property.
the proposed sflo buffer width template has science behind it, and protections to fish and wildlife, as
well as air and stream quality, are equal to or better than the current buffer widths, and provides for
improved economic value to small forest landowners.
please support the sflo buffer width template to replace the current rules.
thank you,
steve thalberg

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
Madam Chair and members of the Board:

My name is Victor Musselman. I own a tree farm in Pacific County that has 3,550 feet of type F
waters running through it which means I cannot harvest approximately 16 acres under current
forest practices. I was an observer in the negotiation’s that took place in 1998 and 1999 that
ultimately led to the passing of the Forest and Fish Act by the 1999 Legislature.
I had high hopes as time passed that the WA Forest Practices Board would take up the
considerations allowed small forest owners by this legislation to mitigate its impact by approving
a template that would give us the use of smaller low impact rmz buffers for smaller
harvests. Since 2015, the Washington Farm Forestry Association, on behalf of all small forest
owners in WA, has proposed and been supporting just such a template based on sound scientific
theory that has been received and treated like a political “football” throughout the AMP
process. Some caucuses have been consistently passing this football, ignoring the science behind
the WFFA proposal. They refused to even sign the agreement that led to the Forest and Fish Act
in the first place. WFFA did sign the agreement and had been trying to play by the rules! If the
AMP process is unable, or unwilling, to support the regulatory commitments made to small
forest owners 23 years ago, then why should any forest owner continue to hope that the AMP
process works?
You have helped small forest owners over time by passing rules allowing alternate harvest plans,
such as the Overstocked Stand Template and other actions and services. But, no action has been
taken to date to implement the most important help we small forest owners need, adoption of a
template that will allow lower impact rmz buffers for smaller harvests. Please help the small
forest owners of Washington get the relief promised us, under the Forests and Fish Act passed 23
years ago, by adopting such a template when it comes before you at the November 2022 Forest
Practices Board Meeting.
Thank you for reading this email and your past support for the small forest owners of WA! I
would welcome the opportunity to discuss the points I have made at any time.
Best Regards,
Victor Musselman

