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Forest Practice Biomass Workgroup 
Thursday, June 30, 2011 

Natural Resource Building, Room 461 
Olympia, Washington 

 
Purpose: 

 Approve the 2011/12 Timeline/Strategy and Charter for the work-group’s process. 

 Summary of how Washington’s Forest Practice Rules apply to the harvest of forest biomass.  
 

Agenda 
Time Topic Resources 

1-1:10 Welcome.  Review Agenda. None 

 
Attendees:  
Bridget Moran, DNR    Marc Engel, DNR 
Darin Cramer, DNR    Rachael Jamison, DNR 
Craig Partridge, DNR    David Whipple, WDFW 
Bill Hermann, Hermann Bros.   George Cave, Port Townsend Paper 
Chris Mendoza, Cons. Caucus   Marty Acker, NOAA 
Peter Heide, WFPA    Dick Miller, WFFA 
Kara Whittaker, WFLC    Mark Hicks, Ecology 
Peter Goldman, WFLC    Miguel Perez-Gibson, Cons. Caucus 
 
Bridget welcomed the group. 

 Notes from last meeting will be sent out for review by next Friday, July 8, 2011. 

 DNR has a webpage for this group. It is located at: 
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/ResearchScience/Topics/OtherConservationInformation/Pages/em_forest_practi
ces_biomass_work_group.aspx 

 Commissioner Goldmark delegated Bridget Moran to chair the Forest Practices Board. 

 Spotted Owl Recovery Plan released on June 30, 2011 
 

1:10-1:40 Group Charter Review and Final Approval 
 

Document: Final Draft of Charter 

 
The group suggested minor changes to the draft charter that was presented at the meeting. A copy of the Group 
Charter with the proposed changes is included in this notes packet. 
 
Bridget and Darin indicated that references to the UW/DNR Forest Biomass Supply study were not included in the 
charter as suggested. They indicated that effort was independent of this group and would remain that way. DNR 
will continue to inform interested parties on progress of the UW study and opportunities for public input. 
 
Please review the FINAL DRAFT of the Group Charter and send any final revisions/changes/suggestions to Rachael 
Jamison no later than COB Friday, July 22, 2011. If you do not provide comments by this date, it will be assumed 
that you approve the document as written. 
 

1:40-2:30 2011/12 Timeline and Strategy Review and Final 
Approval  

Document:  Final Draft of Timeline 
and Strategy 

 
Bridget reviewed the Timeline & Strategy that reflected modifications suggested in the last meeting. The group 
agreed that the document looked good, as written. It was also agreed that the document was a ‘living document’ 

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/ResearchScience/Topics/OtherConservationInformation/Pages/em_forest_practices_biomass_work_group.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/ResearchScience/Topics/OtherConservationInformation/Pages/em_forest_practices_biomass_work_group.aspx
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and could be modified as the process moved forward, if need be. 
 

2:30-2:40 Introduction of Forest Practice Rule Overview 

 Intent of discussion 

 Dialogue requested 

None 

 
Bridget indicated that the nature of this discussion would be on the content of the rules, not on whether the rules 
were sufficient or whether they needed to be changed. She asked that the focus of discussion be on interpretation 
or questions related to how a particular rule was applied on the ground. She indicated that the more qualitative 
aspects of the discussion would come in future meetings. 
 

2:40-4:30 Overview: Washington Forest Practice Rules Document: How Washington’s Forest 
Practices Rules Apply to Biomass 
Harvest 

 
Marc Engel prepared a 20-page summary of the Forest Practice Rules that are most likely applicable to forest 
biomass harvest. Questions that arose, clarifications that were provided are included in the attached document, 
“FP Overview_June 30 Handout_MEETING NOTES.”  
 
The following bulleted items are what the group wanted to revisit at a later time: 

 Review the “Definitions” section of the rule. 

 Chapter 222-30 WAC: Clarification on whether “incidental vegetation” was biomass or not. 

 Clarification on whether biomass collection is “harvest” or “salvage”. 

 Are “leave trees” and “snags” defined in the rules? They are different and it was suggested that 
definitional clarity might be needed. 

 WAC 222-30-021 (Type Np and Ns Waters): It was noted that the rules requiring mitigation for 10% soil 
disturbance aren’t clearly applicable to biomass. What if someone wrote into their plan that they were 
going to disturb 10% of the soil and just mitigate for it later (instead of avoiding the disturbance in the 
outset)? 

 What is the definition of “harvest” in the rules? Should this definition be evaluated to more clearly include 
what is intended with forest biomass collection? 

 Biomass removal is not included in definition of “skidder.” 

 WAC 222-30-090: Noted that it is a forest practice to allow a site to be left bare of material if it is called 
“site prep.” No retention is necessary if you call your activity “site prep.” Could there be attempts to 
categorize biomass removal as ‘site prep’? 

 WAC 222-34-040: Not applicable to anything other than “site prep.” Indicated that this is an area of 
potential rule revision at a later date. 

 The  FP rules  establish minimum standards for harvest, not necessarily on retention.  This group is 
reviewing the harvest of smaller forest materials in relation to the current forest practices standards for 
the protection of public resources. 

 
The definition rule in WAC 222-16-010 has been added to the FP Overview, attached. 

 

4:30-5 Next Meeting: June 28, 2011, Olympic Peninsula 
Final Comments/Thoughts 
Adjourn 

None 

 

 Information on the July 28, 2011 tours will be forthcoming. Please block out the entire day for this. 

 Rachael will have meeting materials to the group no later than 1 week prior to each upcoming meeting. 
 

 


