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F&F Policy Meeting 
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 


Lacey Building HEADQUARTERS 
Conference Room ROA - 36 


 
May 6, 2010 


9:00 AM – NOON   
Draft Agenda 


Time Item Lead 


 
9:00 – 9:15 


Introductions 
Agenda - Review for updates 
Policy Budget Retreat – meeting notes  
 
Clean Water Act Assurances - Track milestones 


All 
 
Bernath 
 
Bernath  


9:15 – 9:30   Forest Practices Board meetings  
- April 23, 2010 Special Session 
- May 11, 2010 Regular Session   


 
Engel 
  


9:30 – 10:00  *Watershed Analysis  
- Adaptive Management Proposal: Forest Practices Board 


Request to address gaps in the current watershed analysis 
review process 


Hotvedt  


10:00 – 10:30  *Policy RMAP Work Group  
- Status Report to the FPB at the May 11th regular session 
- Approve RMAP Charter 


Bernath / 
Robinson  


10:30 – 10:45  Policy Work list  
-  Review and discuss priorities 


Bernath  


10:45 – 11:15  
 


CMER Update  
- Updates from April 27th meeting 


 
Mendoza  


11:15 – Noon  
 


2010 Legislative Session  
- Wrap Up  


All  


Noon  Adjourn   


Working 
Session  


Co-Chairs (Policy & CMER) Work Session  
- AMP Training Parking Lot Issues 
- Stillwater Report Response Matrix  


 


   


* Action Items 
 
Future Meetings for 2010:   
June 3rd, July 1st, August 5th, September 2nd, October 7th, November 4th, & December 2nd.   
All meetings are scheduled at Department of Ecology - Lacey Headquarters.  
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Charter 
Road Policy 
Work Group 


 
 
Introduction: 


Forests and Fish has four goals: 


1) To provide compliance with the Endangered Species Act for aquatic and riparian dependent 
species on non-Federal forestlands; 
2) To restore and maintain riparian habitat on non-Federal forestlands to support a harvestable supply 
of fish; 
3) To meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act for water quality on non-Federal forestlands; 
and 
4) To keep the timber industry economically viable in the state of Washington. 
 
The Forest Practices HCP shares these goals as they relate to the regulation of forest practices on 
non-Federal and non-tribal forestlands.  One of the primary focus areas for achieving these goals is 
road maintenance and abandonment planning (RMAP).  The HCP’s goal is to protect and enhance 
public resources by bringing forest roads up to current standards (or abandon roads) and correct all 
known fish passage barriers by 2016.   
 
While progress has and continues to be made towards fully achieving these goals, the economic 
down turn has substantially affected forest landowners in Washington.  Log prices hit a 40 year 
low in mid 2009, and although some improvement has occurred in the last nine months the 
economic situation remains very challenging for forest landowners.  Road improvement and fish 
passage barrier replacement work under RMAP requires a significant annual financial outlay.  
Due to low timber prices and the related low harvest rate, cash flow from timber operations is not 
adequate to maintain road improvement and fish passage barrier replacement work at the current 
level.  Many forest landowners have done a good job to date of meeting the obligation to 
complete RMAP work by 2016, and many have pursued the “worst first” approach to addressing 
the problem.  However, given the economic condition of the industry, landowners are seeking a 
schedule adjustment without reducing the legal commitment to complete road improvements 
necessary to protect and restore water quality and fish habitat.  Policy has been asked by the state 
and landowner interests to consider making a recommendation to the Forest Practices Board 
(FPB) for a schedule adjustment of the time period for completion of RMAPs, or other 
alternatives to address the economic conditions described above. 
 
Road Policy Work Group Membership: 


Stephen Bernath (ECY) co-chair 
Tom Robinson (WSAC) co-chair 
Ken Berg (USFWS)  
Darin Cramer (DNR) 
Chase Davis, (UCUT) 
Mark Doumit (WFPA) 
Pete Heide (WFPA) 
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John Mankowski (GOV) 
Miguel Perez-Gibson (Conservation Caucus) 
Bob Turner (NOAA) 
David Whipple (DFW) 
Jim Peters (NWIFC) 
Jim Hotvedt (AMPA) 
 
Jim Waldo and GTH Staff – Facilitators 
 


Staff Group Membership: 


Marty Acker (NOAA) 
Pete Heide (WFPA)  co - lead 
Mark Hicks (Ecology)  co - lead 
Nancy Sturhan (NWIFC) 
Chris Mendoza (Conservation Caucus) 
DNR & DFW will not be represented but will be available for timely review and input of 
products 


 


Purpose(s):  


Policy work group is to develop a proposal for consideration by the F&F Policy Committee.  
This proposal would be in the form of a proposed recommendation to the FPB relative to a 
possible rule change to adjust the schedule for completing RMAP work, or other alternatives to 
address the economic conditions described above, resulting in reducing the annual cost of 
compliance while ensuring that significant work continues.  The recommendation should not 
propose a change to the fundamental objective of recovering fish habitat on forestlands and 
maintaining Clean Water Act and Endangered Species Act assurances. In developing a proposal 
the Policy work group will consider existing data on RMAP progress to date; what a new 
schedule would achieve; and how a longer schedule for completion of road improvements may 
affect the four goals of FFR, progress on worst first, etc.  This analysis should describe how 
other forest practice rules will protect public resources during this period of time.  In order to be 
successful, the workgroup will need to prepare the necessary materials for this recommendation 
to go through the adaptive management process.   
 
The workgroup will strive to constructively re-engage small forestland owners. 
 


The workgroup will protect the “Washington Way” of doing business on forest road issues and 
CWA compliance, and protect and implement the HCP.  We will keep these activities separate 
from the culvert case and other legal issues in play, and avoid jeopardizing funding for USFS 
roads and culverts. 
 
Deliverables: 


1. A briefing paper describing a three pronged approach in priority order:  
 


a. Develop a proposal to address the economic conditions described above.  The 
staff group will be given direction to collect background data needed to document 







Final Draft 
May 6, 2010 


 - 3 - [1462625 v11.doc] 


progress to date (see memo:  Initial Staff Group Assignments).  The Policy 
workgroup will draft the adaptive management proposal. 


b. Pursue funding for small forest landowners (FFFPP), counties and potentially 
large landowners for fish passage improvements.  Explore the need and possibility 
of securing low interest loans for large landowners as an incentive to meet the 
RMAP timeline sooner.  


c. Under direction from the Policy workgroup, the staff group will develop and 
collect current information on small landowner road compliance and develop a 
method for assessing progress.  The Policy workgroup will analyze progress to 
date, and if necessary, develop and suggest a change in strategy to appropriate 
entities. 


 


Group Process, Reporting and Support: 
o Cause information from existing data to be assembled and summarized as a basis 


for making an informed decision by the Policy Committee. 
o Follow the FFR and Adaptive Management Program ground rules. 
o Take advantage of support offered by the participating caucuses;  
o Come to decisions on a timely basis; 
o Meet with sufficient frequency to accomplish the deliverables; 
o Report to the full Policy Committee at the April, May and June meetings.  


 
Timeline: 


The timelines will be a function of the time required to assemble and summarize the information 
required to make an informed decision (probably completed by the end of April) and develop a 
proposal for consideration (probably in May).  A more detailed schedule for work assignments, 
meeting schedule, and decision schedule should be completed in April. 
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Forests & Fish Policy (FFR) Budget Retreat  
April 1, 2010 
 
In Attendance: 
Stephen Bernath,   WDOE /Policy Co‐Chair 
Todd Baldwin, Kalispel Tribe  
Darin Cramer, DNR / Forest Practices Division Manager 
Chase Davis, Upper Columbia United Tribes  
Marc Engel, DNR /Assistant Division Manager Policy & Services 
Karl Forsgaard, WFLC /Conservation  
Bob Gilrein, Spokane Tribe of Indians  
Marc Hayes, WDFW  
Pete Heide, WFPA 
Dave Herrera, Skokomish Tribe  
Mark Hicks, WDOE 
Dawn Hitchens, DNR / Forests & Fish Policy Coordinator / CMER Coordinator 
Jim Hotvedt, DNR /Adaptive Management Program Administrator 
Terry Jackson, WDFW/CMER Co‐Chair 
Amy Kurtenbach, DNR  
Chris Mendoza, Conservation Caucus / CMER Co‐Chair 
Adrian Miller, WFPA  
Dick Miller, WFFA  
Teresa Miskovic, DNR  
Mark Mobbs, Quinault Tribe 
Miguel Perez‐Gibson, Conservation Caucus (via telephone)   
Tom Robinson, Washington Association of Counties /Policy Co‐Chair 
Ash Roorbach, NWIFC, CMER staff   
Nancy Sturhan, NWIFC 
Curt Veldhuisen, Skagit River Systems Coop. (via telephone)  
David Whipple, WDFW 
 
 
Major Decisions Made at the Meeting:   
 
BACKGROUND ‐ This is an annual meeting where the work plan and the annual budget for the 
Cooperative Monitoring Evaluation and Research (CMER) committee is reviewed, discussed and 
approved  by  the  F&F  Policy  committee  to  be  submitted  to  the  Forest  Practices  Board  for 
adoption.   
 
2011 CMER Work Plan ‐ Two new sections have been added in the 2011 CMER Work Plan; the 
link to adaptive management and the project & functions table.     
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The Link to Adaptive Management section lists and describes each Rule Group Critical Question 
addressed  by  the  specific  Program.  “Knowledge  gained  or  anticipated,  identified  gaps,  and 
recommendations”  for  addressing  those  gaps  are  discussed  for  each  critical  question.    This 
section was added as a result of discussions with and guidance from Policy.     
 
The CMER Project and Functions Table  lists each project  (ordered by Rule Group) and  shows 
how they directly or indirectly address the various Forest and Fish goals and resource objectives 
listed  in  Schedule  L‐1.    This  table  addresses  one  of  the  key  recommendations  from  the 
Stillwater Sciences CMER Adaptive Management Program Review of Science.   
 
Policy requested revisions in two sections of the 2011 CMER Work Plan: 
   


1) The knowledge gained or anticipated for the DFC Target Validation Project was replaced 
with language taken directly from the abstract of the DFC Target Validation Study.   


 
2) The language was changed in the recommendations for addressing gaps, identified gaps 


and  knowledge  gained  or  anticipated  for  the  Mass  Wasting  Buffer  Integrity  and 
Windthrow Assessment Project.   


 
ACTION ITEM 1 ‐ 2011 CMER Work Plan:  F&F Policy reached consensus and approved the FY11 
CMER Work  Plan with  the  recommended  revisions  to  be  submitted  to  the  Forest  Practices 
Board for consideration and adoption at their May 11, 2010 meeting.   
 
 
2011 CMER Budget – Last year Policy prioritized and funded CMER projects  in alignment with 
the Clean Water Act (CWA) assurances.  This year CMER developed and approved the proposed 
FY11  budget  with  a  clear  understanding  that  on‐going  CWA  projects  continue  to  receive 
funding;  reinstated  Tier  1  and  Tier  2  funding  options;  and  revised  funding  for  some  of  the 
projects based on actual status.  
 
Tier 1 projects  are  those projects CMER  is  certain  to  implement  in  FY11.  Tier 2 projects  are 
those projects that CMER may initiate in FY11, but which have not yet been approved by Policy 
&  CMER,  and may  involve  considerable  scientific  or  fiscal  uncertainty.    The  following  table 
reflects FY11 budget revisions made at the March CMER meeting and discussed with Policy at 
this meeting.     
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Table ‐ FY 11 CMER Budget  
FY11 CMER Projects and Budget (*are new projects)  Tier 1 Tier 2 


Type N Rule Group  
Type N Experimental Buffer Treatment Project in Hard Rock Lithologies 726,000  
*Type N Experimental Buffer Treatment Project in Soft Rock Lithologies 100,000  
*Eastside Type N Forest Hydrology 50,000  
Buffer Integrity - Shade Effectiveness 42,000  
Type F Rule Group  
Eastern Washington Riparian Assessment Project (EWRAP) 67,000  
Eastside Type F Riparian Effectiveness Monitoring (BTO add-on) 37,000  
Bull Trout Overlay Temperature 210,000  
Solar Radiation/Effective Shade 116,000  
Hardwood Conversion Project 20,000  
Extensive Riparian Status and Trend Monitoring - Temp. Component 66,000  
Unstable Slopes Rule Group  
Mass Wasting Prescription Scale Monitoring (aka Post-Mortem) 60,000  
*Testing the Accuracy of Unstable Landform Identification  50,000 
Wetlands Rule Group  
*Wetlands Mitigation Effectiveness 157,000  
Subtotal Projects by Tier 1 and Tier 2 $1,651,000 $50,000 
Total Project (both Tier 1 and Tier 2) $1,701,000 
Project Staffing 
CMER Principal Investigator Staff 391,000 
Total Project and Staffing Costs $2,092,000 


Project Support  
Contingency Fund for Active Projects 100,000 
Adaptive Management Project Managers 187,000 
Program Administration  
AMP Administrator 105,000 
Contract Specialist 68,000 
CMER/Policy Coordinator 45,000 
CMER Website 10,000 
AMP Data Management 20,000 
Independent Science Review Panel 90,000 
Cooperative Fish and Wildlife Research Unit Dues (U of W) 16,000 
Subtotal Support and Administration $641,000 
Total FY11 Expenditures for Projects/Activities $2,733,000 


 


 
 
ACTION  ITEM 2 – 2011 CMER Budget:   F&F Policy reached consensus and approved the FY11 
CMER budget to be submitted to the Forest Practices Board for consideration and adoption at 
their May 11, 2010 meeting.    
 
 
 
 








Forests and Fish Policy Work list
Ongoing Draft


May 6, 2010


Priority* Project/Issue Coordinator Task Status Outcome Origination Date Due Date


#1 Adequate Funding of the Adaptive Management Program Co-Chairs Explore options for sustainable funding of the AMP Ongoing Sustainable Funding Jan-09 Jan-10


#2 Clean Water Act Assurances Bernath Achieve Milestones - set up steps for tracking & monitoring Ongoing Review July-09
Dependent upon 


Milestones


#3 Adaptive Management Strategic Plan   Co-Chairs
Implement Strategic Plan                                                                             
Process adjustments & performance review Ongoing Updates October-08 Ongoing


#4 Watershed Analysis Co-Chairs 


Develop schedule for responding to FPB proposal; Explore alternative 
responses to FPB issues and proposals; Revise rules and/or guidance. 
and  Schedule the Adaptive Management Program's proposal initiation 
process Revised rules and/or guidance April 23, 2010


#5 RMAP Work Group Co-Chairs Explore issues and course of actions
Develop Charter and Course of 


Action February-10


#6 Type Np/NS Engel
Develop an action plan to determine whether there is a better alternative 
to identify PIPs in the field as the basis for protecting Type N waters.  Pending Action Plan August-08 TBD


#7 Type F/N Break Engel
Develop an action plan for moving from the interim rule to the permanent 
rule.  Pending Action Plan March-07 TBD


Other F&F Policy Caucus Members Bernath/Robinson
Determine who Policy members are for each caucus; key Policy 
members will participate in the Principals outline & conversation. Ongoing Discussion April-08 TBD


Other Wetlands Bernath
Determine a course of action based on recommendations provided in 
Update to Policy. Ongoing Develop a Course of action August-08 TBD


Other CMER Project - Soft Rock Study Mendoza/Jackson Present a Soft Rock Scoping Document Pending Update November-08 November-09


Other Extensive Monitoring - Fish Passage Bernath/Robinson
Review how to proceed with extensiveness monitoring related to Fish 
passage Pending Develop a Course of action August-09 August-10


Other Groundwater Recharge Dieu Report on scoping documents Pending Discussion August-08 TBD


Other Fixed Width LLO - long term Bernath
To investigate a proposal to simplify RMZ rules for Type S & F streams, 
and to reduce overall cost of implementation for both landowners & DNR Pending Action Plan August-09 TBD


* See last sheet for list of all Policy Priorities




































Jim Hotvedt, Adaptive Management Administrator 
April 23, 2010 
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filtering, protecting unstable slopes, and preventing the routing of sediment 
to streams.4


• The performance target related to mass wasting sediment delivered to streams:  “… 
no increase over natural background rates from harvest on a landscape scale on high 
risk sites.”
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The Board will have a higher level of confidence that the rules related to watershed analysis mass 
wasting prescriptions will contribute to these goals if the rules are revised to ensure that entities 
with interest in maintaining watershed analysis prescriptions be responsible for doing reviews and 
updates when necessary. Additionally, DNR should have the authority to supplement mass wasting 
prescriptions if necessary, prior to and during reviews, or discontinue prescriptions if reviews are 
not completed in a timely manner. 


 
5. Available literature, data and other information supporting the proposal. 


 
Information on watershed analysis is available as follows: 
• The statute authorizing Forest Practices Board to develop the watershed analysis system is in 


RCW 76.09.040(1)(e). 
• The watershed analysis rules are in chapter 222-22 WAC. 
• Board Manual Section 11 contains the “Standard Methodology for Conducting Watershed 


Analysis.” The modules within the manual can be viewed at 
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/ResearchScience/Topics/WatershedAnalysis/Pages/fp_watershed_analy
sis_manual.aspx. The module pertinent to this proposal initiation request is in Appendix A, 
Mass Wasting. 


• All approved watershed analyses can be downloaded from 
http://fortress.wa.gov/dnr/forestpractices/wsasmt.cgi?wsaval=acme. 


• Attached letters dated April 16, 2010 and April 23, 2010 from the Services and DNR. 
 


The Forest Practices Board convened a committee of four Board members to inform the Board on 
policy and resource issues for unstable slopes, and the continued use of watershed analysis 
prescriptions and the Class IV-special exemption. The meeting minutes and materials supporting 
this committee’s work can downloaded at 
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/OtherInteragencyInformation/Pages/bc_wsa_agen
das_minutes.aspx  
 


Timeline 
The Board requests progress reports from the Adaptive Management Program Administrator at 
upcoming regular Board meetings, and a petition for rule making from Policy as soon as possible. 


                                                             
4 Forests and Fish Report, Schedule L1. http://www.dnr.wa.gov/Publications/fp_am_ffrschedulel1.pdf  
5 Ibid. 
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Chapter 222-22 WAC 


WATERSHED ANALYSIS 


 


WACs in this chapter were in effect 7/2001 except some have been amended since 7/2001. The 


effective dates of the amended WACs are shown after the WAC headings. 


 


WAC 


222-22-010  Policy. ...................................................................................................................... 22-1 


222-22-020  Watershed administrative units. ................................................................................. 22-2 


222-22-030  Qualification of watershed resource analysts, specialists, and field managers.............. 22-3 


222-22-040  Watershed prioritization ............................................................................................ 22-3 


222-22-045  Cultural resources. .................................................................................................... 22-4 


222-22-050  Level 1 watershed resource assessment. .................................................................... 22-4 


222-22-060  Level 2 watershed resource assessment. .................................................................... 22-7 


222-22-070  Prescription and management strategies. ................................................................... 22-8 


222-22-075  Monitoring. ............................................................................................................ 22-10 


222-22-076  Restoration. ............................................................................................................ 22-10 


222-22-080  Approval of watershed analysis. .............................................................................. 22-10 


222-22-090  Use and review of watershed analysis. ..................................................................... 22-10 


222-22-100  Application review prior to watershed analysis. ....................................................... 22-12 


 


Note: Rules marked with an asterisk (*) pertain to water quality protection and have been adopted 


or amended by the Forest Practices Board with agreement from the Department of Ecology 


per WAC 222-12-010. 


WAC 222-22-010  Policy. [Effective 7/1/05] 


*(1) Public resources may be adversely affected by the interaction of two or more forest practices. The 


purpose of this rule is to address these cumulative effects of forest practices on the public 


resources of fish, water, and capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions.  


  (2) Cultural resources may also be adversely affected by the interaction of two or more forest 


practices. The purpose of this rule is also to achieve management and protection of these cultural 


resources by fostering cooperative relationships and agreements between landowners and tribes. 


  (3) The long-term objective of this rule is to protect and restore these public and cultural resources 


and the productive capacity of fish habitat adversely affected by forest practices while maintaining 


a viable forest products industry. For public resources, the board intends that this be 


accomplished through prescriptions designed to protect and allow the recovery of fish, water, and 


capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions, through enforcement against 


noncompliance of the forest practice rules in this Title 222 WAC, and through voluntary 


mitigation measures. For cultural resources, with the exception of sites registered on the 


department of archaeology and historic preservation's archaeological and historic sites data base 


and all resources that require mandatory protection under chapters 27.44 and 27.53 RCW, the 


board intends that this be accomplished through voluntary management strategies. This system 


also allows for monitoring, subsequent watershed analysis, and adaptive management. 
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*(4) Adaptive management in a watershed analysis process requires advances in technology and 


cooperation among resource managers. The board finds that it is appropriate to promulgate rules 


to address certain cumulative effects by means of the watershed analysis system, while 


recognizing the pioneering nature of this system and the need to monitor its success in predicting 


and preventing adverse change to fish, water, and capital improvements of the state and its 


political subdivisions. The board supports the use of voluntary, cooperative approaches to address 


impacts to cultural resources. If voluntary approaches are shown to be ineffective, the board may 


find it appropriate to seek additional protection to prevent adverse impacts to cultural resources. 


*(5) Many factors other than forest practices can have a significant effect on the condition of fish, 


water, capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions, and cultural resources. 


Nonforest practice contributions to cumulative effects should be addressed by the appropriate 


jurisdictional authorities. When a watershed analysis identifies a potential adverse effect on fish, 


water, capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions, or cultural resources from 


activities that are not regulated under chapter 76.09 RCW, the department should notify any 


governmental agency or Indian tribe having jurisdiction over those activities. 


*(6) The rules in this chapter set forth a system for identifying the probability of change and the 


likelihood of this change adversely affecting specific characteristics of fish, water, and capital 


improvements of the state or its political subdivisions, and for using forest management 


prescriptions to avoid or minimize significant adverse effects from forest practices. In addition, 


the rules in this chapter set forth a system for identifying the likelihood of adverse change 


affecting cultural resources and for developing voluntary management strategies to avoid or 


minimize significant adverse impacts to cultural resources. The rules in this chapter are in addition 


to, and do not take the place of, the other forest practices rules in this Title 222 WAC or laws for 


the protection of cultural resources including chapters 27.44 and 27.53 RCW. 


*(7) These rules are intended to be applied and should be construed in such a manner as to minimize 


the delay associated with the review of individual forest practices applications and notifications by 


increasing the predictability of the process and the appropriate management response. 


 


WAC 222-22-020  Watershed administrative units. [Effective 12/22/08] 


*(1) For purposes of this chapter, the state is divided into areas known as watershed administrative 


units (WAUs). The department shall, in cooperation with the departments of ecology, fish and 


wildlife, affected Indian tribes, local government entities, forest land owners, and the public, 


define WAUs throughout the state. The department shall identify WAUs on a map. 


*(2) WAUs should generally be between 10,000 to 50,000 acres in size and should be discrete 


hydrologic units. The board recognizes, however, that identified watershed processes and 


potential effects on resource characteristics differ, and require different spatial scales of analysis, 


and the department's determination of the WAUs should recognize these differences. The board 


further recognizes that mixed land uses will affect the ability of a watershed analysis to predict 


probabilities and identify causation as required under this chapter, and the department's conduct 


and approval of a watershed analysis under this chapter shall take this effect into account. 


*(3) The department is directed to conduct periodic reviews of the WAUs adopted under this chapter 


to determine whether revisions are needed to more efficiently assess potential cumulative effects. 


The department shall consult with the departments of ecology, fish and wildlife, affected Indian 


tribes, forest land owners, local government entities, and the public. From time to time and as 


appropriate, the department shall make recommendations to the board regarding revision of 


watershed administrative units. 
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WAC 222-22-030  Qualification of watershed resource analysts, specialists, and field managers.  


*(1) The department shall set the minimum qualifications for analysts participating in level 1 


assessments conducted under WAC 222-22-050, for specialists participating in level 2 


assessments conducted under WAC 222-22-060, and for field managers participating in 


recommendation of prescriptions under WAC 222-22-070. The minimum qualifications shall be 


specific for the disciplines needed to participate in level 1 and level 2 assessments and in the 


recommendations of prescriptions, and shall include, at a minimum, formal education in the 


relevant discipline and field experience. Minimum qualifications for analysts participating in level 


2 assessments should typically include a graduate degree in the relevant discipline. 


*(2) The department shall coordinate with relevant state and federal agencies, affected Indian tribes, 


forest land owners, local government entities, and the public to seek and utilize available qualified 


expertise to participate in watershed analysis. 


*(3) Qualified analysts, specialists, and field managers shall, while and only for the purpose of 


conducting a watershed analysis or monitoring in a WAU, be duly authorized representatives of 


the department for the purposes of RCW 76.09.150. 


*(4) An individual may qualify in more than one science or management skill. Qualification under 


subsection (1) of this section shall be effective for 5 years. When a qualification expires, a person 


requesting requalification shall meet the criteria in effect at the time of requalification. 


*(5) The department shall provide and coordinate training for, maintain a register of, and monitor the 


performance of qualified analysts, specialists, and field managers by region. The department shall 


disqualify analysts, specialists, and field managers who fail to meet the levels of performance 


required by the qualification standards. 


WAC 222-22-040  Watershed prioritization.   


(1) The department shall determine, by region, the order in which it will analyze WAUs. The 


department shall cooperate with the departments of ecology, fish and wildlife, affected Indian 


tribes, forest land owners, and the public in setting priorities. In setting priorities or reprioritizing 


WAUs, the department shall consider the availability of participation and assistance that may be 


provided by affected Indian tribes and local government entities. 


*(2)  Except as set forth in subsection (3) of this section, the department shall undertake a watershed 


analysis on each WAU, in the order established under subsection (1) of this section. 


*(3)  The owner or owners of ten percent or more of the nonfederal forest land acreage in a WAU may 


notify the department in writing that the owner or owners intend to conduct a level 1 assessment, 


level 2 assessment, or both, and the prescription recommendation process on the WAU under this 


chapter at their own expense. The notice shall identify the teams proposed to conduct the 


watershed analysis, which shall be comprised of individuals qualified by the department pursuant 


to WAC 222-22-030. The department shall promptly notify any owner or owners sending notice 


under this subsection if any member of the designated teams is not so qualified. Within 30 days of 


delivering a notice to the department under this subsection, the forest land owner or owners shall 


begin the level 1 assessment under WAC 222-22-050 or, at its option, the level 2 assessment 


under WAC 222-22-060. An approved forest land owner team shall, while and only for the 


purposes of conducting a watershed analysis in a WAU, be a duly authorized representative of the 


department for the purposes of RCW 76.09.150. The board encourages forest land owners 


conducting assessments under this chapter to include available, qualified expertise from state and 


federal agencies, affected Indian tribes, forest land owners, local government entities, and the 


public. 


*(4) Before beginning an analysis in a WAU, the department or the forest land owner conducting the 


analysis shall provide reasonable notice, including notice by regular United States mail where 
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names and addresses have been provided to the department, to all forest land owners in the WAU, 


and to affected Indian tribes. The department or the forest land owner shall provide reasonable 


notice to the public and to state, federal, and local government entities, by, among other things, 


posting the notice conspicuously in the office of the departmental region containing the WAU. 


The notice shall be in a form designated by the department and give notice that an analysis is 


being conducted, by whose team, the time period of the analysis, and the dates and locations in 


which the draft analysis will be available for review and comment. 


WAC 222-22-045  Cultural resources.  [Effective 7/1/05] 


(1) Any watershed analysis initiated after July 1, 2005, is not complete unless the analysis includes 


a completed cultural resource module.  Cultural resources module completeness is detailed in 


Appendix II of the module and includes affected tribe(s) participation, appropriate team 


qualification, required maps and forms, assessment of tribal and nontribal cultural resources, 


peer review of assessment, management strategies based on causal mechanism reports from 


synthesis, and agreement on the management strategies by affected tribes, landowners and land 


managers on the field managers team and, where applicable, the department of archaeology 


and historic preservation. 


(2) When conducting watershed analysis revisions pursuant to WAC 222-22-090(4), the cultural 


resources module is not required if the watershed analysis was approved by the department 


prior to the date in subsection (1) of this section. However, the board encourages use of the 


cultural resources module upon such review. 


(3) The department does not review or approve cultural resources management strategies because 


their implementation is voluntary. The department of archaeology and historic preservation 


must be consulted and agree on all management strategies involving sites registered on the 


department of archaeology and historic preservation's archaeological and historic sites data 


base and all resources that require mandatory protection under chapters 27.44 and 27.53 


RCW. 


(4) The cultural resources module may be conducted as a stand-alone method separate from a 


watershed analysis to identify, protect, and manage cultural resources. When used as a stand-


alone methodology: 


(a) Selected components of the methodology may be used as the participants deem 


necessary or the module may be used in its entirety. 


(b) The methodology may be used at a variety of geographic scales and may be initiated by 


tribes, land managers or landowners. Landowner or land manager initiation is not 


limited by the minimum ownership threshold requirements in this chapter. Nothing in 


this rule grants any person or organization initiating the cultural resources module as a 


stand-alone method any right of entry onto private property. 


 (c) Watershed analysis notice requirements to the department do not apply. 


(d) Participants are encouraged to engage people that meet the minimum qualifications to 


conduct the module as set by this chapter. 


(e) In order for a stand-alone module to be incorporated into a watershed analysis, the 


module must have been conducted in accordance with the requirements of this chapter. 


WAC 222-22-050  Level 1 watershed resource assessment. [Effective 12/22/08] 


*(1) To begin a watershed resource analysis on a WAU, the department shall assemble a level 1 


assessment team consisting of analysts qualified under WAC 222-22-030(1). A forest land owner 


or owners acting under WAC 222-22-040(3) may assemble a level 1 assessment team consisting 
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of analysts qualified under WAC 222-22-030(1) or, at its option, may begin the analysis under 


WAC 222-22-060. Each level 1 team shall include persons qualified in the disciplines indicated as 


necessary in the methodology, and should generally include a person or persons qualified in the 


following: 


(a)  Forestry; 


(b)  Forest hydrology; 


(c)  Forest soil science or geology; 


(d)  Fisheries science;  


(e)  Geomorphology; 


(f) Cultural anthropology; and 


(g) Archaeology. 


Any owner, and any cooperating group of owners, of ten percent or more of the nonfederal forest 


land acreage in the WAU and any affected Indian tribe shall be entitled to include one qualified 


individual to participate on the team at its own expense. The cultural resources module must 


include the participation of the affected Indian tribe(s). See board manual section 11, J. Cultural 


Resources Module, Introduction, 1) Using this methodology in formal watershed analysis. 


*(2)  The level 1 team shall perform an inventory of the WAU utilizing the methodology, indices of 


resource condition, and checklists set forth in the manual in accordance with the following: 


(a)  The team shall survey the WAU for fish, water, and capital improvements of the state or its 


political subdivisions, and conduct an assessment for cultural resources.  


(b) The team shall display the location of these resources on a map of the WAU, except mapping 


of tribal cultural resources sites must be approved by the affected tribe.  The location of 


archaeological sites shall be on a separate map that will be exempt from public disclosure per 


RCW 42.56.300. 


(c) For public resources (fish, water, and capital improvements of the state or its political 


subdivisions): 


 (i) The team shall determine the current condition of the resource characteristics of these 


resources, shall classify their condition as "good," "fair," or "poor," and shall display 


this information on the map of the WAU. The criteria used to determine current 


resource conditions shall include indices of resource condition, in addition to such other 


criteria as may be included in the manual. The indices will include two levels, which will 


distinguish between good, fair, and poor conditions. 


 (ii)  The team shall assess the likelihood that identified watershed processes in a given 


physical location will be adversely changed by one forest practice or by cumulative 


effects and that, as a result, a material amount of water, wood, sediment, or energy 


(e.g., affecting temperature) will be delivered to fish, water, or capital improvements of 


the state or its political subdivisions. (This process is referred to in this chapter as 


"adverse change and deliverability.") (For example, the team will address the likelihood 


that road construction will result in mass wasting and a slide that will in turn reach a 


stream.) The team shall rate this likelihood of adverse change and deliverability as 


"high," "medium," "low," or "indeterminate." Those likelihoods rated high, medium, or 


indeterminate shall be displayed on the map of the WAU. 


 (iii)  For each instance of high, medium, or indeterminate likelihood of adverse change and 


deliverability identified under (c) (ii) of this subsection, the team shall assess the 


vulnerability of potentially affected resource characteristics. Criteria for resource 


vulnerability shall include indices of resource condition as described in (c) (i) of this 


subsection and quantitative means to assess the likelihood of material adverse effects to 
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resource characteristics caused by forest practices. (For example, the team will assess 


the potential damage that increased sediment caused by a slide reaching a stream will 


cause to salmon spawning habitat that is already in fair or poor condition.) The team 


shall rate this vulnerability "high," "medium," "low," or "indeterminate" and shall 


display those vulnerabilities on the map of the WAU. If there are no other criteria in the 


manual to assess vulnerability at the time of the assessment, current resource condition 


shall be used, with good condition equivalent to low vulnerability, fair condition 


equivalent to medium vulnerability, and poor condition equivalent to high vulnerability. 


 (iv)  The team shall identify as areas of resource sensitivity, as provided in table 1 of this 


section, the locations in which a management response is required under WAC 222-22-


070(3) because, as a result of one forest practice or of cumulative effects, there is a 


combination of a high, medium, or indeterminate likelihood of adverse change and 


deliverability under (c) (ii) of this subsection and a low, medium, high, or indeterminate 


vulnerability of resource characteristics under (c) (iii) of this subsection: 


 


Table 1 


 


 Areas of Resource Sensitivity and Management Response 


 


  Likelihood of Adverse Change and Deliverability 


 


 


  
 Low Medium 


High 


 


 


 


Low 
Standard 


rules 


Standard 


Rules 


Response: 


Prevent or avoid 


 


 


Vulnerability 


Medium 
Standard 


rules 


Response: 


Minimize 


Response: 


Prevent or avoid 


 


 


  


High 
Standard 


rules 


Response: 


Prevent or 


avoid 


Response: 


Prevent or avoid 


 


 


       


 


The team shall display the areas of resource sensitivity on the map of the WAU. 


 (v) The decision criteria used to determine low, medium, and high likelihood of adverse 


change and deliverability shall be as set forth in the manual. A low designation 


generally means there is minimal likelihood that there will be adverse change and 


deliverability. A medium designation generally means there is a significant likelihood 


that there will be adverse change and deliverability. A high designation generally means 


that adverse change and deliverability is more likely than not with a reasonable degree 


of confidence. Any areas identified as indeterminate in the level 1 assessment shall be 


classified for the purposes of the level 1 assessment as medium until a level 2 


assessment is done on the WAU under WAC 222-22-060, during which the 


uncertainties shall be resolved. 


(d) For cultural resources, the team shall follow the methodology outlined in the cultural 
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resources module to determine the risk call for cultural resources based upon resource 


vulnerability and resource importance. 


(e) The team shall prepare a causal mechanism report regarding the relationships of each process 


identified in (c) and (d) of this subsection. The report shall demonstrate that the team's 


determinations were made in accordance with the manual. If, in the course of conducting a 


level 1 assessment, the team identifies areas in which voluntary corrective action will 


significantly reduce the likelihood of material, adverse effects to the condition of a resource 


characteristic, the team shall include this information in the report, and the department shall 


convey this information to the applicable land owner. 


*(3) Within 21 days of mailing notice under WAC 222-22-040(4), the level 1 team shall submit to the 


department its draft level 1 assessment, which shall consist of the map of the WAU marked as set 


forth in this section and the causal mechanism report proposed under subsection (2)(e) of this 


section. If the level 1 team is unable to agree as to one or more resource sensitivities or potential 


resource sensitivities, or the causal mechanism report, alternative designations and an explanation 


therefor shall be included in the draft assessment. Where the draft level 1 assessment delivered to 


the department contains alternative designations, the department shall within 21 days of the 


receipt of the draft level 1 assessment make its best determination and approve that option which 


it concludes most accurately reflects the proper application of the methodologies, indices of 


resource condition, and checklists set forth in the manual. 


*(4)  If the level 1 assessment contains any areas in which the likelihood of adverse change and 


deliverability or resource vulnerability are identified as indeterminate under this section or if the 


level 1 methodology recommends it, the department shall assemble a level 2 assessment team 


under WAC 222-22-060 to resolve the uncertainties in the assessment, unless a forest land owner 


acting under WAC 222-22-040(3) has conducted a level 2 assessment on the WAU. 


*(5)  Pending the completion of the level 2 assessment, if any, on the WAU, the department shall select 


interim prescriptions using the process and standards described in WAC 222-22-070 (1), (2), and 


(3) and 222-22-080(3) and shall apply them to applications and notifications as provided in WAC 


222-22-090 (1) and (2). Before submitting recommended interim prescriptions to the department, 


the field managers' team under WAC 222-22-070(1) shall review the recommended prescriptions 


with available representatives of the jurisdictional management authorities of the fish, water, 


capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions, and cultural resources in the WAU, 


including, but not limited to, the departments of fish and wildlife, ecology, and affected Indian 


tribes. 


 


WAC 222-22-060  Level 2 watershed resource assessment. [Effective 7/1/05] 


*(1)  The department, or forest land owner acting under WAC 222-22-040(3), may assemble a level 2 


assessment team either, in the case of a forest land owner, to begin a watershed analysis or to 


review the level 1 assessment on a WAU. The level 2 team shall consist of specialists qualified 


under WAC 222-22-030(1). Each level 2 team shall include persons qualified in the disciplines 


indicated as necessary in the methodology, and should generally include a person or persons 


qualified in the following: 


(a)  Forestry; 


(b)  Forest hydrology; 


(c)  Forest soil science or geology; 


(d)  Fisheries science;  


(e)  Geomorphology; 


(f) Cultural anthropology; and 
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(g) Archaeology. 


Any owner, and any cooperating group of owners, of ten percent or more of the nonfederal forest land 


acreage in the WAU and any affected Indian tribe shall be entitled to designate one qualified member 


of the team at its own expense. The cultural resources module must include the participation of the 


affected Indian tribe(s). See board manual section 11, J. Cultural Resources Module, Introduction, 1) 


Using this methodology in formal watershed analysis. 


*(2)  The level 2 team shall perform an assessment of the WAU utilizing the methodology, indices of 


resource condition, and checklist set forth in the manual in accordance with the following: 


(a)  If a level 1 assessment has not been conducted under WAC 222-22-050, the assessment team 


shall complete the tasks required under WAC 222-22-050(2), except that the level 2 team 


shall not rate any likelihood of adverse change and deliverability or resource vulnerability as 


indeterminate. 


(b)  If the level 2 team has been assembled to review a level 1 assessment, the level 2 team shall, 


notwithstanding its optional review of all or part of the level 1 assessment, review each 


likelihood of adverse change and deliverability and resource vulnerability rated as 


indeterminate and shall revise each indeterminate rating to low, medium, or high and shall 


revise the map of the WAU accordingly. 


*(3) Within 60 days of mailing notice under WAC 222-22-040(4) where a watershed analysis begins 


with a level 2 assessment or within 60 days of beginning a level 2 assessment after completion of 


a level 1 assessment, the level 2 team shall submit to the department its draft level 2 assessment, 


which shall consist of the map of the WAU and the causal mechanism report. 


*(4) The level 2 team shall endeavor to produce a consensus report. If the level 2 team is unable to 


agree as to one or more areas of resource sensitivity or the casual mechanism report, alternative 


designations and an explanation therefor shall be included in the draft assessment. Where the draft 


level 2 assessment delivered to the department contains alternative designations or reports, the 


department shall within 30 days of the receipt of the draft level 2 assessment make its best 


determination and approve that option which it concludes most accurately reflects the proper 


application of the methodologies, indices of resource condition, and checklists set forth in the 


manual. 


WAC 222-22-070  Prescription and management strategies. [Effective 7/1/05] 


*(1) For each WAU for which a watershed analysis is undertaken, the department, or forest land 


owner acting under WAC 222-22-040(3), shall assemble a team of field managers qualified under 


WAC 222-22-030(1). The team shall include persons qualified in the disciplines indicated as 


necessary in watershed analysis methods, and shall generally include a person or persons qualified 


in the following: 


(a)  Forest resource management; 


(b)  Forest harvest and road systems engineering; 


(c)  Forest hydrology;  


(d)  Fisheries science or management; 


(e) Cultural anthropology and/or archaeology, depending on the cultural resources identified in 


the assessment. 


Any owner, and any cooperating group of owners, of ten percent or more of the nonfederal forest land 


acreage in the WAU and any affected Indian tribe shall be entitled to include one qualified individual to 


participate on the team at its own expense. The cultural resources module must include the 


participation of the affected Indian tribe(s). See board manual section 11, J. Cultural Resources 


Module, Introduction, 1) Using this methodology in formal watershed analysis. 
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*(2) Each forest land owner in a WAU shall have the right to submit to the department or the forest 


land owner conducting the watershed analysis prescriptions for areas of resource sensitivity on its 


land. If these prescriptions are received within the time period described in subsection (4) of this 


section, they shall be considered for inclusion in the watershed analysis. 


*(3) For each identified area of resource sensitivity, the field managers team shall, in consultation with 


the level 1 and level 2 teams, if any, select and recommend to the department prescriptions. These 


prescriptions shall be reasonably designed to minimize, or to prevent or avoid, as set forth in table 


1 in WAC 222-22-050 (2)(c)(iv), the likelihood of adverse change and deliverability that has the 


potential to cause a material, adverse effect to resource characteristics in accordance with the 


following: 


(a)  The prescriptions shall be designed to provide forest land owners and operators with as much 


flexibility as is reasonably possible while addressing the area of resource sensitivity. The 


prescriptions should, where appropriate, include, but not be limited to, plans for road 


abandonment, orphaned roads, and road maintenance and plans for applying prescriptions to 


recognized land features identified in the WAU as areas of resource sensitivity but not fully 


mapped; 


(b)  Restoration opportunities may be included as voluntary prescriptions where appropriate; 


(c)  Each set of prescriptions shall provide for an option for an alternate plan under WAC 222-12-


040, which the applicant shows meets or exceeds the protection provided by the other 


prescriptions approved for a given area of resource sensitivity; 


(d)  The rules of forest practices and cumulative effects under this chapter shall not require 


mitigation for activities or events not regulated under chapter 76.09 RCW. Any hazardous 


condition subject to forest practices identified in a watershed analysis requiring corrective 


action shall be referred to the department for consideration under RCW 76.09.300 et seq.; and 


(e)  The forests and fish riparian permanent rules, when effective, supersede all existing watershed 


analysis riparian prescriptions with the exception of riparian management zones for exempt 


20-acre parcels, when watershed analysis prescriptions were in effect before January 1, 1999. 


(See WAC 222-30-021, 222-30-022, and 222-30-023.) No new riparian prescriptions will be 


written after completion of the riparian management zone assessment report during a 


watershed analysis. 


*(4) For each identified cultural resource area of resource sensitivity, the field managers team shall 


develop cultural resources management strategies in consultation with the assessment team and 


affected tribe(s). 


(a) If a management strategy involves a site registered on the department of archaeology and 


historic preservation's archaeological and historic sites data base, data recovery at an 


archaeological site, or any resource that requires mandatory protection under chapters 27.44 


and 27.53 RCW, the field managers team shall submit the management strategy to the 


department of archaeology and historic preservation for agreement. 


(b) The management strategies should be reasonably designed to protect or allow the recovery of 


resources by measures that minimize or prevent or avoid risks identified in the assessment. 


(c)  Management strategies resulting from conducting a cultural resources module are voluntary, 


not mandatory prescriptions, whether the module is conducted as part of a watershed analysis 


or as a stand-alone method separate from watershed analysis.  However, the mandatory 


protections of resources under chapters 27.44 and 27.53 RCW still apply. 


  (5) The field managers team shall submit the recommended prescriptions, monitoring 


recommendations and cultural resources management strategies to the department within 30 days 


of the submission to the department of the level 2 assessment under WAC 222-22-060 or within 
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21 days of the submission to the department of the level 1 assessment under WAC 222-22-050. 


 


WAC 222-22-075  Monitoring. *In connection with any watershed analysis that is not a revision 


(WAC 222-22-090(4)), the monitoring module will be required to be completed but implementation of 


monitoring recommendations would be voluntary unless otherwise required by existing laws and rules, 


or required by an HCP implementation agreement. Implementation of the monitoring 


recommendations will be encouraged when needed as part of the statewide effectiveness monitoring 


program. 


 


WAC 222-22-076  *Restoration. Restoration opportunities will also be identified based on the 


watershed resource assessment. Implementation of restoration opportunities will be voluntary. 


 


WAC 222-22-080  *Approval of watershed analysis. [Effective 7/1/05] 


(1)  Upon receipt of the recommended prescriptions and management strategies resulting from a level 


2 assessment under WAC 222-22-060 or a level 1 assessment under WAC 222-22-050 where a 


level 2 assessment will not be conducted, the department shall select prescriptions. The 


department shall circulate the draft watershed analysis to the departments of ecology, fish and 


wildlife, affected Indian tribes, local government entities, forest land owners in the WAU, and the 


public for review and comment. The prescriptions recommended by the field managers' team shall 


be given substantial weight. Within thirty days of receipt of the prescriptions and management 


strategies, the department shall review comments, revise the watershed analysis as appropriate, 


and approve or disapprove the watershed analysis for the WAU. 


*(2) The department should notify any governmental agency or Indian tribe having jurisdiction over 


activities which are not regulated under chapter 76.09 RCW but which are identified in the draft 


analysis as having a potential for an adverse impact on identified fish, water, capital improvements 


of the state or its political subdivisions, and cultural resources. 


*(3) The department shall approve the draft watershed analysis unless it finds: 


(a)  For any level 1 assessment or level 2 assessment, that: 


(i)  The team failed in a material respect to apply the methodology, indices of resource 


condition, or checklists set forth in the manual; or 


 (ii)  A team meeting the criteria promulgated by the department and using the defined 


methodologies, indices of resource conditions, and checklists set forth in the manual 


could not reasonably have come to the conclusions identified in the draft level 1 or level 


2 assessment; and 


(b)  For the prescriptions, that they will not accomplish the purposes and policies of this chapter 


and of the Forest Practices Act, chapter 76.09 RCW. 


(c)  In making its findings under this subsection, the department shall take into account its ability 


to revise assessments under WAC 222-22-090(3). 


*(4) If the department does not approve the draft watershed analysis, it shall set forth in writing a 


detailed explanation of the reasons for its disapproval. 


(5)  All watershed analyses must be reviewed under SEPA on a nonproject basis. SEPA review may 


take place concurrently with the public review in subsection (1) of this section. (See WAC 222-


10-035.) 


(6) The department will not review or approve cultural resource management strategies because their 


implementation is voluntary. 


WAC 222-22-090  Use and review of watershed analysis. [Effective 7/1/05] 
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*(1) Where a watershed analysis has been completed for a WAU under this chapter: 


(a)  Any landowner within the WAU may apply for a multiyear permit to conduct forest practices 


according to the watershed analysis prescriptions. This permit is not renewable if a five-year 


review is found necessary by the department and has not been completed. 


(b)  Nonmultiyear forest practices applications and notifications submitted to the department shall 


indicate whether an area of resource sensitivity will be affected and, if so, which prescription 


the operator, timber owner, or forest land owner shall use in conducting the forest practice in 


the area of resource sensitivity; 


(c)  The department shall assist operators, timber owners, and forest land owners in obtaining 


governmental permits required for the prescription (see WAC 222-50-020 and 222-50-030); 


(d)  The department shall confirm that the prescription selected under (b) of this subsection was 


one of the prescriptions approved for the area of resource sensitivity under WAC 222-22-080 


and shall require the use of the prescription; and 


(e)  The department shall not further condition forest practices applications and notifications in an 


area of resource sensitivity in a WAU where the applicant will use a prescription contained in 


the watershed analysis nor shall the department further condition forest practices applications 


and notifications outside an area of resource sensitivity in a WAU, except for reasons other 


than the watershed processes and fish, water, and capital improvements of the state or its 


political subdivisions analyzed in the watershed analysis in the WAU, and except to correct 


mapping errors, misidentification of soils, landforms, vegetation, or stream features, or other 


similar factual errors. 


*(2) Pending completion of a watershed analysis for a WAU, the department shall process forest 


practices notifications and applications in accordance with the other chapters of this title, except 


that applications and notifications received for forest practices on a WAU after the date notice is 


mailed under WAC 222-22-040(4) commencing a watershed analysis on the WAU shall be 


conditioned to require compliance with interim, draft, and final prescriptions, as available. 


  Processing and approval of applications and notifications shall not be delayed by reason of review, 


approval, or appeal of a watershed analysis. 


*(3) The board encourages cooperative and voluntary monitoring. Evaluation of resource conditions 


may be conducted by qualified specialists, analysts, and field managers as determined under WAC 


222-22-030. Subsequent watershed analysis and monitoring recommendations in response to 


areas where recovery is not occurring shall be conducted in accordance with this chapter. 


*(4) Where the condition of resource characteristics in a WAU are fair or poor, the department shall 


evaluate the effectiveness of the prescriptions applied under this chapter to the WAU in providing 


for the protection and recovery of the resource characteristic. If the department finds that the 


prescriptions are not providing for such protection and recovery over a period of 3 years, the 


department shall repeat the watershed analysis in the WAU. Aside from the foregoing, once a 


watershed analysis is completed on a WAU, it shall be revised in whole or in part upon the earliest 


of the following to occur: 


(a)  Five years after the date the watershed analysis is final, if necessary; 


(b)  The occurrence of a natural disaster having a material adverse effect on the resource 


characteristics of the WAU; 


(c)  Deterioration in the condition of a resource characteristic in the WAU measured over a 12-


month period or no improvement in a resource characteristic in fair or poor condition in the 


WAU measured over a 12-month period unless the department determines, in cooperation 


with the departments of ecology, fish and wildlife, affected Indian tribes, forest land owners, 


and the public, that a longer period is reasonably necessary to allow the prescriptions selected 
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to produce improvement; or 


(d)  The request of an owner of forest land in the WAU, which wishes to conduct a watershed 


analysis at its own expense. 


Revision of an approved watershed analysis shall be conducted in accordance with the processes, 


methods, and standards set forth in this chapter, except that the revised watershed analysis shall 


be conducted only on the areas affected in the case of revisions under (b) or (c) of this subsection, 


and may be conducted on areas smaller than the entire WAU in the case of revisions under (a) and 


(d) of this subsection. The areas on which the watershed analysis revision is to be conducted shall 


be determined by the department and clearly delineated on a map before beginning the assessment 


revision. Forest practices shall be conditioned under the current watershed analysis pending the 


completion of any revisions. 


WAC 222-22-100  Application review prior to watershed analysis. *The watershed analysis 


system established in this chapter is a principal methodology for assessing the effects on fish, water, 


and capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions of two or more forest practices. 


Recognizing that it will not be possible to achieve state-wide implementation of the analysis process 


for all WAUs for some time, the board hereby establishes certain interim regulatory measures pending 


watershed analysis on a given WAU. These measures are designed to ensure use of the best available 


analysis techniques and existing authorities to protect fish, water, and capital improvements of the 


state or its political subdivisions. 


*(1)  The department shall continue to use its implementation and enforcement authority to prevent 


damage to fish, water, and capital improvements of the state or its political subdivisions. See 


chapter 222-46 WAC. 


*(2)  The department shall condition the size of clearcut harvest applications in the significant rain-on-


snow zone where the department determines, using local evidence, that peak flows have resulted 


in material damages to public resources. The department may prepare conditioning guidelines to 


assess and condition applications located in a significant rain-on-snow zone. 


(a)  Each year not later than August 31, the department shall provide a summary report of actions 


taken under rain-on-snow conditioning or conditioning guidelines to the appropriate board 


committee. 


(b)  Such conditioning authority shall expire upon completion of watershed analysis in a WAU. 


(c)  Nothing in this section shall require a watershed analysis to develop harvest size 


recommendations. 
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