
Forest Practice Biomass Workgroup 
Thursday, February 9, 2012 

Room 461, Natural Resource Building 
Olympia, Washington 

10AM – 5PM 
MEETING NOTES 

 
General Discussion 

• Bridget went over the group’s decided on process and outcomes per the charter. 
o Group agreed that this was still the most effective path forward. 
o If BMP’s are an recommendation, rule change would be required. Changes to the Board 

Manual require Board approval. New guidance would require rule changes. 
• Rachael outlined a path for moving forward to conclusions, now that our topical meetings are 

complete. A paper was distributed that contained all of the “Flagged” items and a roll-up of 
common themes that emerged from all of our topical discussion. The outcome of this discussion 
will be contained on the document circulated to the group. 

 
Discussion Topic: Wildlife, Biodiversity, and Cultural Resources 
Forest Practices WAC Discussion 
WAC 222-16-080 (h) (i) Within a SOSEA boundary (see maps in WAC 222-16-086), except as indicated in 
(h)(ii) of this subsection, harvesting, road construction, or aerial application of pesticides on suitable 
spotted owl habitat within a median home range circle that is centered within the SOSEA or on adjacent 
federal lands. 
FLAG: Will SEPA be triggered only if it’s a “harvest” and not a “salvage?”  

Is biomass a harvest or a salvage? Both because it includes harvest activities that are FP 
activities. 

FLAG: Should “salvage” be added to this section (after harvesting)?  
FLAG: Bigger issue: Definitional evaluation of “salvage” and “harvest” to avoid unintentional harvest. 
 
 
BMP’s: Biomass Collection/Retention & Unstable Slopes 
FLAG: Will shrub layer be collected in the future for utilization as biomass? 

• Management approaches. It was noted that Carey & Johnson (1995) recommendation that 15-
20% cover of course woody debris on forest floor to ensure sufficient habitat for most small 
mammals was the foundation of existing FP rules. 

• Highlight that same retention levels should not be applied everywhere. 
FLAG: Regarding retention levels: a) Retain a range of size and age classes of dead wood. b) Ensure that 
some large trees or snags are retained. c) Meet dead wood requirements for larger species in areas 
where the emphasis is not on intensive fiber production. 
FLAG: (For Definition) Ecologically sustainable forestry “perpetuating ecosystem integrity while 
continuing to provide wood and non-wood values.” 
FLAG: Definition of sustainability. 
FLAG: Site prep information where rules discuss harvest, salvage, etc. 
FLAG: Avoid damaging existing downed woody debris, especially large (18+ inches) hollow or rotten logs 
and rotten stumps during harvesting operations (including tree falling, skidding, and road and skid trail 
layout). *Special focus on decayed logs. 



FLAG: California’s Forest Practices Rules identify “biological diversity” as a consideration of forest and 
watershed planning. This is different from Washington’s rules and points to a Watershed analysis 
approach to biomass collection. 

• Noted that Minnesota’s cultural resources protocols are also applied in Washington (they are 
national standards). 

FLAG: Landscape vs. stand scale management. Complete the WDFW model that was started but not 
finished. 
FLAG: L&I rules conflict with replanting and the ability to leave snags. Leaving snags is important for 
wildlife habitat. Clumping is one potential solution. 

• Non merchantable timber can go to biomass; however, it is most important for wildlife. 
FLAG: The work-group will be sent the Biodiversity Council’s Plan. It is 
here: http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#biodiversity 
FLAG: Can biodiversity be truly applied to FP rules? 
FLAG: No rules exist for slash retention/protection for duff/litter, understory shrubs/herbs, or non-
merchantable trees. 
FLAG: Page 10 of CC document. “Potential Rule Revisions.” (to be added to Retention bucket). 

• Cultural resources are a topic that is off the table for discussion. No further action needed by 
the FPB. 

 
FLAGGED Items: 

• Will SEPA be triggered only if it’s a “harvest” and not a “salvage?”  
Is biomass a harvest or a salvage? Both because it includes harvest activities that are FP 
activities. 

• Should “salvage” be added to this section (after harvesting)?  
• Bigger issue: Definitional evaluation of “salvage” and “harvest” to avoid unintentional harvest. 
• Will shrub layer be collected in the future for utilization as biomass? 
• Regarding retention levels: a) Retain a range of size and age classes of dead wood. b) Ensure 

that some large trees or snags are retained. c) Meet dead wood requirements for larger species 
in areas where the emphasis is not on intensive fiber production. 

• (For Definition) Ecologically sustainable forestry “perpetuating ecosystem integrity while 
continuing to provide wood and non-wood values.” 

• Definition of sustainability. 
• Site prep information where rules discuss harvest, salvage, etc. 
• Avoid damaging existing downed woody debris, especially large (18+ inches) hollow or rotten 

logs and rotten stumps during harvesting operations (including tree falling, skidding, and road 
and skid trail layout). *Special focus on decayed logs. 

• California’s Forest Practices Rules identify “biological diversity” as a consideration of forest and 
watershed planning. This is different from Washington’s rules and points to a Watershed 
analysis approach to biomass collection. 

• Landscape vs. stand scale management. Complete the WDFW model that was started but not 
finished. 

• L&I rules conflict with replanting and the ability to leave snags. Leaving snags is important for 
wildlife habitat. Clumping is one potential solution. 

• The work-group will be sent the Biodiversity Council’s Plan. It is 
here: http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#biodiversity 

• Can biodiversity be truly applied to FP rules? 

http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#biodiversity
http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#biodiversity


• No rules exist for slash retention/protection for duff/litter, understory shrubs/herbs, or non-
merchantable trees. 

• Page 10 of CC document. “Potential Rule Revisions.” (to be added to Retention bucket). 
 


