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5.26.09 Meeting Summary 
 Weyerhaeuser Building, 33663 Weyerhaeuser Way S, Federal Way, WA 

 
FOREST PRACTICES BOARD POLICY WORKING GROUP 

WASHINGTON STATE NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL 
 

 
Members Present  Absent 
Ken Berg USFWS  Chris Lipton Longview Timber 
Shawn Cantrell Seattle Audubon 
Mark Doumit WFPA Also Present 
Kevin Godbout Weyerhaeuser Lois Schwennesen Facilitator 
Don Halabisky Sierra Club Martha Wehling AGO 
Robert Meier Rayonier  Cindy Mitchell WFPA 
Vic Musselman WFFA  Kara Whittaker WFLC 
Miguel Perez-Gibson Audubon Jennifer Cook Schwennesen & Assoc. 
Tom Robinson WSAC  
Paula Swedeen Seattle Audubon  
Chuck Turley DNR  
David Whipple WDFA  
 
 
This is a summary of the twelfth meeting of the Forest Practices Board’s Policy Working Group 
(Group).  
 
Member Updates 
Brian Murphy, a private citizen, has been in contact with several members of the Group inquiring 
about possible solutions to northern spotted owl related issues on his property.  The members 
explored the possibility of using his situation as a test case for possible recommendations, but in 
the end determined that the specific circumstances of this property precluded it from being a good 
candidate.  He has been advised to follow the progress of the Forest Practices Board (FPB). 
 
Chuck Turley relayed that the Board has been made aware that there would be no need to revise 
the Charter.  Lois Schwennesen noted that the letter from Mark Doumit and Shawn Cantrell to 
Commissioner Goldmark and Lenny Young about concerns regarding the DNR staffing levels 
and participation in the Group was also provided to the FPB members. 
 
Goals of the Policy Working Group 
Lois Schwennesen asked the group to review and further refine the April 29 summary of goals 
that strategic contributions of nonfederal lands would be intended to accomplish:  

1.  Protect existing sites and birds 
2.  Protect existing non occupied habitat – safe harbor, incentive based 
3.  Improve habitat situation  
 a. Existing (WFFA can agree if outright purchase) 
 b. Grow more with safe harbor 
4.  Barred owl control 
5.  Experiments and adaptive management projects 

 
Lois noted that there are differences in perspective on what requires greatest focus (population vs. 
habitat).  Vic Musselman stated that the list doesn’t capture the magnitude and scope of the 
problem. Chuck Turley reviewed the Charter’s goal: “…to recommend measures that will result 
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in strategic contributions from non-federal lands in Washington to the broader goal of 
conservation of a viable population of the Northern Spotted Owl.”  He noted that there are many 
things to recommend that could do that, and some of them are habitat based. 
 
Tom Robinson agreed that there are a number of ways to accomplish the goal, and many different 
perspectives on what is best.  Protecting unoccupied habitat my not be his priority, but all could 
agree that is does have value, and if there’s a willing buyer and willing seller, it should stay on 
the table.  Some portion of it may help the population.   
 
Mark Doumit noted that while his primary focus is supporting living populations of northern 
spotted owls, he is not against having incentives for unoccupied habitat to aid adjacent owls.  His 
concern is that once something is labeled, it becomes regulatory.   
 
Kevin Godbout stated that because of the Group’s diverse perspective and opinions, we can’t 
come up with just one approach, and will need a very general approach to cover everybody’s 
interests.   
 
Lois Schwennesen summarized that the Group is not likely to have a breakthrough on one more 
precise common goal, but there is agreement on the Charter’s goal.  The differences revolve 
around priorities and whether there needs to be a single or primary driver. 
 
Private Sector Acquisition and Divestiture 
The Group welcomed John Davis, Acquisition Manager of the Hancock Natural Resource Group, 
and Steve Ketz, Director of the Western Timberland Portfolio for Weyerhaeuser.  They offered 
their experience, insight, and knowledge in the realm of dealing with forest land sales and 
acquisition.  During the discussion, they shared the parameters involved in 1031 tax credits, 
including mandated timelines, land vs. buildings procedures and limitations, and methods of 
assessing total value.  The methodology and administration of NRCA eligible lands were also 
discussed.  
 
John Davis and Steve Ketz both noted that due to the parameters of their responsibilities, they 
would be more responsive to an approaching conservation group presenting a list of specific 
parcels of interest for acquisition, than a list of criteria.  They also expressed that properties under 
conservation easements were looked at much more critically than non-encumbered properties.  
They clarified that "conservation easement" is a broad label applied to a collection of individually 
negotiated agreements, each with specific terms, although the majority involve development 
rights.   
 
John Davis spoke about the sensitive land sale program – properties which have high 
conservation values (cultural, habitat, etc).  He will arrange a sale of the property if it still serves 
the investors interests (ex: Hancock sold Snoqualmie forest development rights to King County).  
The effect of conservation easements on liquidity is varied – need to get fair value, or allow the 
sale of property to adjust at sell time and drop market value.  The value equation has to work 
from beginning to end. 
 
Steve Ketz spoke in detail about 1031 exchanges, the most effective tool for managing his 
portfolio.  It is possible to swap land for buildings, but not other way around.   
Within 45 days of sale, another property for exchange must be identified and the IRS notified of 
this nomination, then there is 135 more days available to complete the transaction.  If the process 
is not successful, tax is levied at 38% - no second chances. 
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State Acquisition and Conservation Programs 
Craig Calhoun, from DNR’s Office of Conservation Land Acquisition, joined in discussions 
about state acquisition and conservation programs.  He reviewed the main sources of funds that 
the State has access to: Section 6 (approximately $5 million, not all for forest lands), WWRP 
($50-$70 million, split between habitat and recreation), forest legacy funds through USFS 
conservation easements, and other smaller sources.   
 
Kevin Godbout asked if there could be value in a secondary market for ecosystem services or 
brokering for tax credits.  The panelists weren't aware of such an existing market, but thought it 
would be a promising development.  Paula Swedeen pointed out that this kind of market cannot 
develop in a vacuum, and that perhaps the Group could be a forerunner of getting such a market 
established.   
 
The Group discussed that a "big tent" approach to looking at funding programs was likely to be 
more successful more focused attempts.  The need for an organization that was dedicated to the 
northern spotted owl was also talked about.  Kevin Godbout suggested a recommendation to the 
FPB to form a "Forest Incentives Board" which could consider northern spotted owl conservation 
as the first priority among many.  Kevin Godbout, Miguel Perez-Gibson, and Tom Robinson 
agreed to form a subgroup to discuss the incentives board concept and potential funding sources 
in more detail and report back to the Group at a future meeting. 
 
Regulatory Streamlining 
Ken Berg, Chuck Turley and David Whipple got together after the last meeting to develop in 
more depth an April 29 proposal to streamline the regulatory process for landowners dealing with 
northern spotted owl encumbered properties.  The April 29 regulatory streamlining outline 
included: 

• WA pilot project (federal process as “floor”)       
• Programmatic Section 10 permit 
• Science-based with collective review/transparency;  includes Barred Owl control 
• Safe harbor/Endangered Species Act coverage 
• State/Federal takes legal risk (Rule change needed?) 

 
The three members of the government caucus asked for more clarity from the other Group 
members about what the product should look like and accomplish.  Members shared their 
differing perspectives on what they would be looking for out of the process and what the goal 
was.  After much discussion, it did not appear useful to develop a streamlining strategy in the 
abstract.  Instead, willing landowners with specific issues, land attributes, and business models 
would need to participate in specific discussions about streamlining needs relevant to their 
situations.   
 
Meeting Adjourned 
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