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10.05.09 Meeting Summary 
724 Columbia St NW, Olympia 

 
FOREST PRACTICES BOARD POLICY WORKING GROUP 

WASHINGTON STATE NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL 
 
 
Members Present  Also Present 
Ken Berg USFW  Lois Schwennesen  LSA Results 
Shawn Cantrell Seattle Audubon Jennifer Cook                    LSA Results 
Mark Doumit WFPA Kara Whittaker                 WFLC 
Kevin Godbout Weyerhaeuser Martha Wehling                Attorney General’s Office 
Don Halabisky Sierra Club Bruce Livingston              DNR 
Chris Lipton Longview Timber Anna Jackson                    WDFW 
Robert Meier Rayonier Cindy Mitchell                  WFPA  
Vic Musselman WFFA  John Hemplemann             Cairncross & Hemplemann 
Miguel Perez-Gibson Audubon  
Tom Robinson WSAC  
Paula Swedeen Seattle Audubon Absent  
David Whipple WDFW Chuck Turley DNR 
 
Updates 
Mark Doumit noted that the Natural Resources Cabinet report is before the House and Senate.  He 
encouraged members to read the report online (www.governor.wa.gov/priorities/reform/ 
naturalresources.asp) and help the Office of Financial Management brainstorming ideas. 
 
Pilot Thinning / Habitat Project 
Chris Lipton, Paula Swedeen, and Martha Wehling shared a jointly written appendix to CR101 proposing 
a thinning project on some Longview Timber lands on the east side.  The goal is to increase forest health 
and improve owl habitat in an economically viable way, while also providing monitoring and research 
opportunities.  After the Group asked for clarification on a few aspects of the proposal, and the overall 
rulemaking process, there was unanimous support for bringing the proposal as a standalone 
recommendation before the Forest Practice Board.  Paula Swedeen will initiate outreach with tribal 
governments. 
 
Early Action Proposal 
The Group worked to further define the framework developed at the last meeting for early, incentive-
based voluntary landowner agreements to protect and/or develop habitat near high priority occupied owl 
sites outside of Spotted Owl Special Emphasis Areas (SOSEAs).  The agreements would be designed to 
obtain more net conservation benefit than can be obtained with current protocols. There are about three 
years until the revised Federal Recovery Plan is in place, and the time to act is now.   
 
The Group discussed how it might identify high priority occupied habitat outside of SOSEAs while 
maintaining the confidentiality of specific owl locations, such as using a database.  Kevin Godbout 
suggested establishing parameters, and from those determining where the most significant areas are. The 
most significant areas would be the areas to address first, and once they are known, the landowners could 
be approached by conservation groups, government, or both to develop the details of management plans 
that reflect the conditions and goals for each site. Kevin noted it might also be possible do a 
blind/anonymous survey of landowners about how they are managing lands with regard to the spotted owl 
to help determine what tools may be most effective. While exploring how to identify such areas, Tom 
Robinson suggested a method for pertinent data to be made available for group discussion. The 
suggestion included prioritizing criteria such as proximity of the circle to Federal land, percentage of the 
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circle on Federal land, different levels of owl status, and date of last owl observation or survey record.  
Tom proposed having DFW aggregate the data in a disguised, general form on maps so that 
concentrations and high priority areas would be evident.  The Group worked with his suggestion and 
refined the parameters. 
 
Several members indicated support for this data analysis and generalized mapping process, but after a 
caucus, the forest products caucus stated it could not support a process that involved even general 
mapping.  The forest products caucus expressed their continuing concern about the confidentiality of the 
landowners, and the belief that generation of a master list of sites could be misused for regulation instead 
of incentives, and has the potential for other unintended consequences.  In short, the caucus believes that 
generating a map or a detailed data set will further reduce landowners’ incentive to protect owl sites, 
rather than promote the intended goal of this Group. 
 
Differences to be bridged between the caucuses at the next meeting include: 
 
The forest products caucus believes in acting quickly to establish voluntary agreements on a small 
number of high priority clusters with precise short-term solutions.  A landowner-driven early action effort 
would focus in fewer areas where there has been more recent activity.  The forest products caucus will not 
entertain an approach that includes all circles ever identified.  Mark Doumit repeated his suggestion that 
the Group begin its work with the list Judge Peckman used based on sightings since 2003.  This list 
contained about 38 circles, many of which are on Federal lands.  Mark proposed beginning with up to five 
sites. 
e mapping, data, and photo information.  The analysis would be updated to the present with surveys, 
although some work towards voluntary agreements could begin on known active sites before the survey 
work is completed.  Shawn Cantrell clarified that while the broad science meta-analysis is ultimately 
needed, the caucus is not proposing to deal with all 400 circles now, and did not reject the possibility of 
starting with the Peckman list if data supports that list.  The caucus agrees that 400 are too many, but the 
short list likely will be more than 10.  Paula Swedeen expressed the need to be detailed and careful about 
the prioritization process.   
 
Those government representatives present generally supported a filter of the data, even if simply by date 
of last observation or survey, as a way to meet the need to start with a small list, but prefer a review of all 
available information as a place to start. David Whipple suggested including a process to find where there 
may be habitat to salvage, as landowners’ help would be needed. Government representatives will work 
between meetings to develop strategic goals.  
 
Individual members will work between meetings to consider the stated interests of the other members of 
the Group, and Lois Schwennesen will work with Mark Doumit and Shawn Cantrell to find common 
denominators to work with.  At the next meeting October 26 and 27 the group will seek consensus on an 
approach that bridges the need to start quickly with high priority sites, the need to have a science based 
process, and the need for landowner confidentiality. 
 
Meeting Adjourned 
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