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GIVE POLITICS AND FIRE EQUAL ATTENTION
On a list of concerns of forestland owners, the risk from politics should be at
the top alongside wildfire. How and why should you be involved?

BY ROGER BEYER

WORKING WITH LEGISLATORS IN WASHINGTON STATE
What does a family forestland owner in Washington need to know about
laws and regulations in their state? What are the most effective ways to
make a difference?

BY HEATHER HANSEN

OREGON’S GRASS ROOTS ADVOCACY
The members of Oregon Small Woodlands Association have been active and
successful in influencing changes to forest policy and legislation for many
years. What are the take-aways that could work for you?

BY JIM JAMES

FARM BILL FRENZY
The 2018 Farm Bill has been in the news about the legislature’s wrangling
over the details. Read about the likely changes that will affect forestland and
you.

BY NATALIE ALEX

I WAS CALLED PROVOCATIVE... AND I LIKED IT!
Experienced forestland owners and managers most often see the forest and
the trees better than legislators. Take some tips from this active member of
Washington Farm Forestry Association.

BY PATTI PLAYFAIR

DEVELOPMENT OF POLICY AND LEGISLATION
How did we get where we are regarding federal forest policy? Over the years,
the pendulum has swung wide. What are the current trends that indicate a
more positive future may be developing?

BY DANIEL LEAVELL

WILD FOREST MANAGEMENT
“Wild” and “management” seem to be incompatible terms in the context of
forestry. But if one’s objective is to create high quality wildlife habitat with
large, long-lasting trees, then the most reliable path may not be to let nature
take its course. 

BY JOHN HENRIKSON

In the world of government, the
wheels turn very slowly. Over
time, changes in policy and legis-
lation can either wreak havoc or
enhance your forest management
plans. You might have more
influence over these changes by
following the suggestions of the
authors in this issue.
Photo courtesy: John Henrikson



ang onto your Stetsons for
another Montana legislative
session. The Montana legisla-

ture convenes the first Monday of
January in each odd-numbered year
and meets for 90 work days. The 2019
legislative session commenced on
January 7, 2019 and is scheduled to
end May 1. Between sessions, during
the even-numbered years, the senators
and representatives are busy attend-
ing various committee meetings and
discussing and planning bills to
introduce at the next session. Also,
between regular legislative sessions,
there may be an interim legislative
session. This occurred in November
2017 when Governor Bullock called a
two-day special session to resolve
budget issues.

We, at MFOA, keep our ears to
the ground both during and between
sessions, doing our best to anticipate
and prepare for positions to take on
bills important to private forest own-
ers. Some bills in the 2019 session are
predictable, as they likely will include
variations of bills which failed to
pass in the 2017 session. Other bills
start from scratch. Two such failed
bills are:

Prescribed burning without liability.
HB587 was an effort to eliminate the
liability of the “lighter of the match”
for prescribed burns that get out-of-
hand and damage nearby property.
MFOA opposed HB587 because it did
not contain any remedy for landown-
ers who might suffer losses from those
out-of-hand fires. Prescribed burning
is a good forest management tool, but
not at the expense of the neighbor
who awakens to see his forest burning
from a burn gone bad.

Access restrictions. SB262 was an
effort to restrict property owners
from installing a fence, other barrier,
or sign intended to prevent vehicular
travel by the public if the road
appeared to meet the conditions nec-
essary to qualify for a prescriptive
easement. MFOA opposed this bill as
an infringement of property rights. It

is true that a few bad apples have
purchased large tracts and then
moved to close access, which prior
ranch owners had allowed for
decades. The actions of a few bad
apples do not justify penalizing the
good owners.

When we step back and look at
the big picture, it is apparent that
much MFOA activity will involve
protecting private property rights. We
often are aligned with the well-inten-
tioned public good of proposed legis-
lation, but we differ as to who should
bear the burden. Too often the small
(often silent) private property owner
is left with undue burden in the name
of the greater public good. He or she
is no match against more vocal
organizations with paid employees.

The above examples add new
emphasis to the idiom that the devil
is in the detail. This tug of war is not
new, and these are emotional and del-
icate issues. Those supporting access,
prescribed burning and other issues
seem more vociferous than the quiet
private owners. MFOA is serving as a
voice for Montana’s private forest
owners, akin to the service of similar
owners’ associations of our good
neighbors in Idaho, Oregon and
Washington. ■

Here We Go Again!

H
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Montana

— WE ALSO BUY LAND AND STANDING TIMBER —

Please contact Byron to schedule your FREE initial consultation and walk through

HADALLER LOGGING
offering full service logging
and forestry services

• Timber cruising and appraisals

• Harvest permits

• Contract logging services on
a percentage or per mbf/ton

• Log marketing

• Reforestation

• Forestland consulting

• Road construction and
maintenance including
culverts and bridges

• Timber Management plans
for county current use
programs.

360-601-8168 Visit our informative website
byron.hinners@hadallerlogging.com www.hadallerlogging.com

Professional Forestry
Services, Inc.

Mike Jackson, CF, ACF

360-943-1470
Since 1960

100 Ruby St. S.E., Ste. B
Tumwater, WA 98501

Forest Appraisal • Management
Expert Witness • Hazardous Trees

Fax 360-943-1471
www.proforestry.com



f you own a tree farm along the
west coast, you are probably famil-
iar with the term “forest regula-

tion.” The very first Forest Practices
Act in the nation was passed in
California in 1947. In 1971, Oregon
passed its comprehensive Forest
Practices Act, followed by a major
update to California’s regulations in
1973.

Then in 1974, the State of
Washington passed its first Forest
Practices Act. The Washington forest
practices have been amended 13 times
since 1974 with major changes in
2001, 2004, 2008 and 2013. Today the

severity of forest regulation in
Washington is second only to that in
California. In the almost 16 years that
I have owned my tree farm, I have
experienced firsthand the ratcheting
up of regulation in Washington.

When I laid out my first timber
sale in 2003, the only waters of the
state that I had running through the
unit was a type Ns (seasonal) stream
that was within about 1,500 feet of
type F (fish-bearing) water. Initially,
when I laid out the unit, I did not
buffer the stream because it was less
than 4 inches wide with just a trickle
of water in May. The forest practices
forester who came out to inspect my
planned practice said that I would
have to put a 25-foot buffer on each
side of the lower one-third of that

stream and then he would approve the
application. When I laid out my last
harvest unit in 2015, a similar type Ns
stream that ran through that unit
required a 50-foot buffer for its entire
length. I can definitely say that I have
felt the effects of regulation creep over
the length of time that I have owned
my tree farm.

When the 1999 Forest and Fish
Act was passed in Washington to
enshrine into law the results of the
long negotiations of the Forest & Fish
Report of the late 1990s, it resulted in
a complete reworking of Washington’s
forest practices rules that became
effective January 1, 2001. At that time,
forest owners in Washington thought
that we had been a part of a major
negotiation that would result in regu-
lation certainty for a long time into
the future. Obviously, that has not
been the case; but I am taking a cau-
tiously optimistic view that perhaps
the upcoming series of meetings that
will soon start in Washington, to try
to reinvigorate the spirit of the origi-
nal Timber, Fish and Wildlife
Agreement and the Forest and Fish
Report, will at last result in some
form of a greater certainty that the
regulations we have now will not
materially change going into the
future. ■
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VIC MUSSELMAN

Washington

Effects of Washington
Forest Legislation
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SECOND GROWTH FOR YOUR SAVINGS
When you deposit your savings in the Washington Contract Loggers
Association Credit Union, you get a good interest rate and your deposits
enable loggers to finance needed equipment purchases. Your money stays
in the Timber Industry instead of going to Wall Street.

New Member Promo: 2.50% APY* for 11 months
Existing Member Promo: 2.75% APY* for 15 months

APY is Annual Percentage Rate. Requires $500 minimum deposit.
Rates subject to change at any time. Deposits insured by NCUA.

WWCCLLAA
CCrreeddii tt  UUnniioonn

Keep your money working in
the timber industry!

Call today to find out more
about WCLA Credit Union.

360-352-5033
www.loggers.com/cu

AKS Engineering & Forestry

fax 503-563-6152
12965 SW Herman Rd., Suite 100

Tualatin, OR 97062
email: aks@aks-eng.com

website: www.aks-eng.com
– Call Keith Jehnke or Alex Hurley –

u Surveying
u Engineering
u Logging Roads
u Timber Cruising

503-563-6151

LUSIGNAN FORESTRY, INC.
Shelton, WA

360-426-1140

Forestry consultants serving
timberland owners small and large,

private and public since 1972.

Forest Management, Timber Cruising,
Inventories and Valuations, Timber Harvest

Administration and Lump Sum Sales

E-MAIL: JFROST@LFIFOREST.COM

❖ ❖ ❖ ❖ ❖ ❖ ❖ ❖ 



daho Forest Owners’ Association
(IFOA) has always been involved
with state and federal legislation

that impacts private forest owners,
and forestry in general, in the state.
Our legislative committee monitors
most state and federal legislation.
Here are a few examples of projects
that IFOA has impacted recently.

Members were involved in rewrit-
ing and updating the Idaho Fire
Regulations by the Idaho Depart-
ment of Lands (IDL) that dealt with
everything from burning permits to
muffler specifications to water
tankers on-site during high fire dan-
ger. IFOA had a major influence on
these new fire regulations, which
should go before the legislature in
2019. IFOA members were in the
majority in attendance at the north-
ern meetings and had representation
at every round of input and testimo-
nial over a two-year period. IFOA
members made sure the new regula-
tions were doable and realistic.

IFOA monitored the Good
Neighbor Authority project in the
Idaho Panhandle National Forest at
Hanna Flats near the Priest Lake
Ranger Station (USFS). This is the
second project in Idaho in which
IDL processed a timber sale for the
USFS and is an example of state and
federal cooperation. The USFS plot-
ted the timber sale and IDL went in
and decided which areas needed what
kind of treatment and which areas
needed protection. This cooperation
allows the state to help clean up the
backlog in the national forests which

the USFS has accumulated over the
years.

In September, two officers from
IFOA traveled to Boise to appear
before the Idaho Land Board to sup-
port legislation for IDL to raise
funds for three part-time positions
for the Forest Practices Act assess-
ment-rate cap increase. These will be
foresters who are dedicated to help-
ing private forestland owners,
whether you have been at it forever
or just beginning.

On the policy side, IFOA has
established an Education Foundation
to help promote education in forestry.
Each year, IFOA provides financial
and/or volunteer support to Project
Learning Tree, the Sustainable
Forestry Teachers Tour and the Idaho
State (Youth) Forestry Contest.

IFOA is the leader and adminis-
trator of the annual Family Forest
Landowners and Managers
Conference held in Moscow, Idaho
each year in March. This coming
year it will be March 25-26. Go to
IFOA’s website for more information.
The Conference has national speak-
ers and well-known lecturers cover-
ing a wide variety of topics.

IFOA also is involved in the
Forest Owners Field Day in Idaho.
The Field Day is an outdoor, all-day
event that covers hands-on topics
including noxious plants, locating
your boundaries, soil, plant identifi-
cation, small-scale logging, bugs and
diseases. IFOA is dedicated to the
forest and the land we love. ■
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DAVID A. EASLEY

Idaho IFOA
PRESIDENT: David Easley
208-437-5373, suee@ztc.net

VICE PRESIDENT: Gordon Harnasch
208-773-0274, cmmrfarm@frontier.com

SECRETARY: Marianna Groth
208-682-3091, customtel@gmail.com

TREASURER: Sandra G. Murdock
208-683-2105 • smurdock.cedarbrook@
gmail.com

EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT: Marrion E. 
Newsam Banks
PO Box 1257 • Coeur d’Alene, ID
83816-1257 • 208-755-8168 • info@
idahoforestowners.org

MFOA
All contacts: 406-586-6362 • info@
montanaforestowners.org
PRESIDENT: Mike Christianson
SECRETARY: Mark Boardman
TREASURER: Jody Christianson

OSWA
PRESIDENT: Mike Barsotti
503-859-2993 • barsotti@wvi.com

PRESIDENT ELECT: Ken Nygren
503-864-4961 • woodsmantwo@gmail.com
2nd VICE PRESIDENT: Donna Heffernan
541-786-2257 • nslope@eoni.com

2nd VICE PRESIDENT: Dick Courter
503-297-1660 • genetechs@aaahawk.com

2nd VICE PRESIDENT: Tom Nygren
503-628-5472 • tnygren@juno.com

2nd VICE PRESIDENT: Mike Barnes
503-538-5344 • mbarnes@viclink.com
TREASURER: Dallas Boge
503-357-7688 • dalboge@juno.com
PAST PRESIDENT: Rick Barnes
541-673-1208 • rbarnes@barnesinc.com
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR: Jim James
187 High Street NE, Suite 208 • Salem,
OR 97301 • 503-588-1813
jimjamesoswa@yahoo.com

WFFA
PRESIDENT: Vic Musselman
503-936-5956 • mussapfor@yahoo.com
1st VICE PRESIDENT: Duane Evans
360-266-0506 • devans@portblakely.com
2nd VICE PRESIDENT: Dick Alescio
206-406-0392 • alesr_j@yahoo.com
SECRETARY: Frank Shirley
253-884-2283 • fshirley@centurytel.net

TREASURER: Bill Scheer, Jr.
360-269-3850 • wscheer@wafarmforestry.com
1st PAST PRESIDENT: Patti Playfair
509-936-3842 • patti.playfair@gmail.com
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR: Elaine Oneil
P.O. Box 1010 • Chehalis, WA 98532 
360-388-8033 • eoneil@wafarmforestry.com
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Our Influence on
Policy and Legislation

I
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ll science comes with a bias.
This is what I heard at the
Society of American Foresters

(SAF) National Convention held in
Portland in early October. I found
this a bit unsettling, mind provoking,
challenging and exciting.

The first two general session
speakers, Peter Daugherty, Oregon
Department of Forestry state forester,
and Bob Lackey, Oregon State
University professor of fisheries,
addressed the role science plays in
forming policy and legislation and a

linkage between science and values.
Both speakers connected the scien-
tists’ values with the research being
conducted. Daugherty said, “Science
is inextricably value-based, from
choosing what is important to study
to determining what constitutes good
science.” Lackey said something very
similar.

Daugherty compared states’
approaches to regulating forest man-
agement to show how values, not sci-
ence, drive policy and legislation.
Oregon’s Forest Practices Act’s value

is the continued supply of timber,
while protecting soil, air, water, fish
and wildlife resources. Washington
linked their forest practices to the fed-
eral Endangered Species Act.
California’s forest practices are driven
by their state’s environmental protec-
tion act. Each has a different set of
values that shape policy and legisla-
tion, and the research that supports it.

It really got my attention when I
heard that values are directly linked
with science. Are the values transpar-
ent and do we agree on them? If yes,
then I assume the science aids devel-
opment of policy and legislation.

I’ve long heard that good science is
research that has been peer-reviewed.
It’s good science when the experts
agree that the conclusions of the
study are well supported by the data.
Daugherty noted that forest manage-
ment encompasses many different dis-
ciplines and the scientists are only
experts in their own discipline.
Integrating the science requires a
broader consensus, including all of us.

I think back to college; an ade-
quate, sustainable timber supply was
a national concern. Research showed
us how to meet the country’s timber
supply needs. Timber supply was the
value that lead to the research that
addressed the concern. It said noth-
ing about what the impacts would be
on wildlife, water quality or the
social needs that forests provide.

Having healthy sustainable forest
management policies and legislation
is my bias. I recognize bias in some
science that does not support my
understanding of our natural
resources, but not in the science that
I view as the path to healthy, sustain-
able forest management.

One thing is clear for me: we all
need to be at the table to shape poli-
cy and legislation. Science provides
valuable information, but the values
that underpin the research need to be
transparent. Also, my values need to
be transparent to honestly promote a
given direction; I have bias. ■

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

MIKE BARSOTTI
Oregon
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Buying Douglas-fir and Red Cedar Poles in
Western Washington, Oregon, and Idaho.

Contact a local buyer near you for more
information or you can visit us at

www.ldm.com.

Washington Resource Manager

Larry Putnam
Cell: (425) 239-4157
Office: (360) 403-8007

Oregon Resource Manager

Ben Johnson
Cell: (541) 729-2099 
Office: (541) 466-3206

Idaho Resource Manager

Aaron Henson
Cell: (280) 830-4584
Office: (208) 276-7009
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FEBRUARY
✓ Register for your association’s annual meeting or confer-
ence: IFOA, March 25-26; MFOA, April 12; WFFA, May 2-4; and
OSWA, June 20-22.They are one of the best benefits of mem-
bership—an opportunity to exchange success stories and
challenges with your fellow forestland owners.

✓ Clean out and repair your bird boxes and perches; install
new ones wherever you’ve seen recent activity. Raptors
would appreciate a handy perch adjacent to your mouse,
vole or ground squirrel activity!

✓ Assemble pertinent tax records and prepare your return. If
you are lucky enough to have an accountant or tax preparer,
take your paperwork to them early.

✓ Research integrated pest management options for inva-
sive plants or insect/disease issues on your forestland.
Pesticides are sometimes the best solution, but they’re not
the only solution. Consult with your fellow tree farmers for
treatments that have been successful.Whenever possible,
practice prevention.

✓ Where there is potential for pine engraver beetles to enter
your thinning slash, complete your precommercial thinning
early in the year so the slash has time to dry before the first
flight.

✓ Tour your proposed logging operation with your forester
and logger. Rely on their experience and good reputation to
conduct a successful operation. Develop a solid contract and
time your operation carefully.Take the responsibility to
assure that your logger has all appropriate fire equipment in
good working order.

MARCH
✓ Begin tree planting in higher elevation units this month.
Avoid planting in frosty soils and protect your bare root
seedlings from freezing. Finish well before the moisture is
gone from the soil.

✓ Complete fuel reduction projects around your structures
and in your forest. Don’t forget the outbuildings, public and
private access roads, and that precommercial thinning proj-
ect you just completed!

✓ Order seedlings for 2020 reforestation projects. Make
sure your seedlings match your site.

✓ Install seedling protection measures before the tasty
buds have opened.

✓ If you’re pruning to improve aesthetics, log value or to
remove ladder fuels, finish before sap begins to flow to
minimize bark damage and insect activity.

✓ Survey nesting sites to record activity. Keep a sharp eye
out for adults and sensitive young.

✓ Take some time to evaluate your riparian buffers and
wetlands and how they enhance the local habitat and con-
nectivity. How does your forestland contribute to the larger
watershed?

APRIL
✓ Survey winter storm damage and plan for salvage and/or
repair.

✓ Finish cutting firewood before forest fuels dry out to mini-
mize the potential for wildfire. Spreading the cut wood on
the ground will allow it to dry before collection.

✓ Plan for fire season: meet with neighbors, ask your fire pro-
tection agency for a courtesy inspection, prepare equipment,
move firewood away from your house and assure adequate
access for engines. Make sure your family members know
what to do in the event of a fire.You are an important part of
the fire prevention solution.

✓ Develop a recreation plan and get the family involved in
clearing trails and camping/fishing spots.Then take some
time to just enjoy your property.

✓ Monitor your 2018 projects and update your photo points.
Plan a tour for fellow forestland owners to share your accom-
plishments.You deserve a pat on the back from people who
know!

Down on the Tree Farm

Down on the Tree Farm is a compilation of all of the excellent tips contributed to this column by experienced volunteers over the last 16 years.
Suggestions are always welcome and may be sent to the editor at:annewithnww@gmail.com.

FOR MORE INFORMATION...
check out these favorite websites and publications:

• wdfw.wa.gov/living/projects/nestboxes

• uidaho.edu/extension/ipm (integrated pest management)

• fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb5187526.pdf

(pine engraver)

• catalog.extension.oregonstate.edu/em9184 (fuel reduction)

• knowyourforest.org/learning-library/logging-and-selling-timber

• timbertax.org

• forestseedlingnetwork.com/media/15903/Selecting_and_Buying_
Quality_Seedlings.pdf

• watersgeo.epa.gov/mywaterway/

• ext.wsu.edu/documents/StormDamage.pdf

• uidaho.edu/-/media/UIdaho-Responsive/Files/cnr/cfnsr/Plant-Your-
Seedlings-Right.pdf



By ROGER BEYER

he summer is
behind us and
winter is settling

in, so hopefully the
issue on the top of
woodland owners’
minds can shift from
fire to other topics; I hope the upcom-
ing legislative session is on your list.
As forestland owners we have a life-
time invested in our forests and not
participating in the political arena can
be very costly. Politics and fire are the
two things I know of that can destroy
a lifetime of work almost immediately.
Landowners typically do all they can
to protect themselves from fire and at
the same time completely ignore the
other immediate threat we all face.

The political arena requires
involvement at all levels: federal, state,
county and local. While my experi-
ence has been focused on the state
level in Oregon, each level can be
important depending on how your
state regulates the use of forestland.
This article will point out differences
and how to best influence the out-
comes. The process I outline for the
state legislature will work equally well,
if not better, with a local government
board or commission. Local elected
officials have few constituents, so they
are more attentive to each.

The decisions made in Washington,
D.C. affect us all, though not neces-
sarily equally. How state government

interacts with federal government can
have big differences on the results of
federal laws. The most recent example
of that is the tax reform act passed by
Congress in late 2017. This law limit-
ed the deductibility of state and local
taxes (SALT) on federal tax returns to
$10,000. This affects all tax filers in
the U.S., but how state and local gov-
ernments collect taxes can greatly
change the impact to people. Income
and property taxes are typically
deducted to a greater extent than sales
taxes. All four states have nearly equal
property tax rates but Oregon and
Montana residents, having income tax
and no sales tax, will be impacted in a
greater manner than Idaho residents
with all three forms of tax, or
Washington residents with no income
tax and higher sales tax and therefore
least impacted by the change (see
Table 1). This example demonstrates
how forestland owners in different
states might react differently to pro-
posed changes at the federal level
while at the same time remaining dili-
gent to what is happening at the state
and local levels.

Influencing policy changes at the
federal level by individuals is quite

daunting. Also, it is important to
remember, federal regulations are
going to be about large broad issues,
such as taxes, clean air, clean water or
fire on federal land. Forest manage-
ment issues are normally handled at
the state or local level. Contacting
Congress, or even a local member of
Congress, can require a person to
jump through many hoops. In my
experience, organizations have the
best chance of influencing what hap-
pens in Washington, D.C. In Oregon,
OSWA has connections with the Tree
Farm Program, American Forest
Foundation and National Woodland
Owners to help shape national forest-
land policy. If you aren’t sure about
your state organization and its con-
nections, I suggest contacting them to
find out how they help in D.C. This is
one of the many reasons to join a
forestry organization and get
involved.

In each individual state, the legisla-
ture sets the policies for all but the
federal forests. Oregon also has vari-
ous boards and commissions that
implement the laws, with the Board of
Forestry being the most important.
Other states may or may not have
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Give Politics and Fire Equal Attention
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SOURCE: GOVERNMENT FINANCE OFFICERS ASSOCIATION

Tom Hanson
Tom.Hanson@ArborInfo.com

206 300 9711
www.arborinfo.com

Providing information about trees and forests

Connecting Forest Landowners with
Seedlings, Services and Contractors

DISCOVER Our Interactive Website
www.forestseedlingnetwork.com

BUY/SELL SEEDLINGS • FIND VENDOR SERVICES & CONTRACTORS • VALUABLE RESOURCES

State and Local Tax Deductions by State for 2015

Total Tax Tax Filers Claiming % Claiming Total $ Amount Average 
State Filers SALT Deduction SALT Deduction Claimed SALT ($)

Deduction 

Idaho 702,130 195,730 28% 1.6 billion 8,862

Montana 489,500 140,620 29% 1.3 billion 9,357

Oregon 1,825,180 649,830 36% 7.4 billion 12,616

Washington 3,342,771 1,003,843 30% 6.9 billion 7,402

Table 1. 



boards and commissions, but the
respective executive branch or agency
would be charged with implementing
any laws or statutes. In Oregon, we
have a law that limits local govern-
ment’s ability to regulate forestland.
In some cases, this is being chal-
lenged, so county elections may
become more important. As for now,
the state legislature is where the rub-
ber meets the road and where citizen
involvement really takes center stage.
The following information about state
legislators could be equally applied to
these local elections if they are impor-
tant in your state.

All four Northwest states have as
their model a citizen legislature.
Washington and Oregon have gradu-
ally been moving away from a citizen
legislature, while Idaho and Montana
continue in that tradition. Either way,
the senators and especially representa-
tives represent fewer people and are
normally accessible to their con-
stituents. Table 2 shows the popula-
tion of house and senate districts in
each state. The relatively low popula-
tion in these districts makes elected
state officials much more accessible
than U.S. Congressmen and, in many
cases, even more accessible than elect-
ed county officials.

There are two very distinct cycles in
the life of a state legislator. With a
two- or four-year term and a varying
length of legislative session, they are
always either campaigning or law-
making and in either mode you can
be an asset for them. For purposes of
this article I will focus on the cam-
paigning cycle. This is when you really
matter to them most and when you as
a citizen can have the biggest impact.

The only thing I will say about the
lawmaking cycle is to explain why the
campaign cycle is so important. Every
lawmaker that I have worked with has
a hierarchy of who gets access to
them. It typically goes something like
this: family, friends, constituents and
finally lobbyists. If you aren’t family,
then next best is to be considered a
friend. These elected officials can’t be
experts on all topics and very typically

not at all in forestry. This means most
of the time they have an open mind
and welcome the chance to meet with
experts (you) on issues that you really
care about. Always remember, it is
much more difficult to tell a friend
something they don’t want to hear
than it is a stranger, even if the friend
isn’t a constituent.

Now back to the campaign cycle.
Folks, they need your help, your
money and your vote. Lawmakers
typically hold town halls or campaign
events in the communities they repre-

sent. These are golden opportunities
to meet a candidate for the first time
if you haven’t already done so. In my
experience a large gathering in a local
area will have 15-20 people in atten-
dance, and many times up to half will
be media or staff. This means you
could spend a lot of time with the
person who will be making important
decisions about your forest in the
future. This is your chance to get to
know each other. After that, if you
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Legislative Districts by State

Total 2018 Number of House Population  Number of Population 
State Population Districts per District Senate Districts per District 

Idaho 1,753,860 70 25,055 35 50,110

Montana 1,062,330 100 10,623 50 21,247

Oregon 4,199,563 60 69,993 30 139,985

Washington 7,530,552 98 76,842 49 153,685

Table 2. 



agree with their philosophy and want
to support them, volunteer to help the
campaign with both time and money.
The money is important, but the
sweat equity in a campaign is how you
move to the friend category.

Personally, I try to schedule a day,
or part of a day, with my candidate of
choice for senator or representative
and help them with field sign loca-
tions. Many times, we landowners
have good locations for signs or we
know people who do. By spending a
part of a day with my local represen-
tative and introducing them to others
who can help, I have moved myself
up the hierarchy from lobbyist, past
constituent and into the friend catego-
ry. I also will support them with a per-
sonal check, in at least of the amount
of the Oregon tax credit. Both are
important, but the personal time
given to help them is what moves a
person up the line the quickest.

I recommend that your state associ-
ation work to create a database of

members who have made personal
connections with lawmakers. This way,
when an important issue emerges, you
have a head start identifying the key
contacts needed. In Oregon, we have
just begun to use this approach and
have had success by identifying
OSWA members who have made these
personal connections and asking them
to contact legislators when needed. In
2017, we asked some friends of a key
senator on the Environment
Committee to contact him about a bill
in front of the committee. The bill
would have imposed additional
requirements on landowners who
wanted to aerial spray their property. I
cannot say specifically whether that is
why the bill did not pass out of com-
mittee, but I know it helped the sena-
tor make up his mind to have some
constituents who are friends talk to
him about it. I can’t say it works all
the time, but it has been successful
many times. I do know we have a
greater chance of getting the desired

outcome by having a friend or con-
stituent contact a lawmaker when an
important vote is coming up.

Friends, as you read this, the elec-
tion is just behind us and I hope that
you took the opportunity to get to
know your legislators. As they go to
their respective state capitols and
begin deliberating on bills that affect
your forestland, make sure to let them
know how you feel about the issues.
Remember, most of them are not
experts on forest policy and they can
really use your input. ■

ROGER BEYER is the president of RW
Beyer Enterprises, Inc., a firm that
specializes in representing natural
resource-based industries in Oregon.
He is a 4th generation Oregonian who
grew up on a tree farm in Clackamas
County and continues today as an
OSWA member. Roger served nearly
12 years in the Oregon Senate and
House of Representatives. He served
on the Natural Resources Committee
in each session, was Senate Republican
Leader, Deputy Senate Republican
Leader and Chairman of House and
Senate Business Committees. Roger
and his wife, Barbara, both graduates
of Oregon State University, have five
adult children and four grandchildren.
Roger can be reached at: roger@
rwbeyer.com.
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By HEATHER HANSEN

ashington
has 49
legislative

districts; each elects a
senator and two
representatives, so
each citizen is
represented by three legislators.
Senators serve four-year terms and
representatives serve two-year terms.

The Washington state legislature
meets every year. In odd-numbered
years, following an election, the
legislature meets for 105 days and
crafts a new biennial budget. In even-
numbered years, the legislature meets
for 60 days and adopts a supplemen-
tal budget. Either session can be
extended with 30-day special sessions
if needed. The regular session begins
the second Monday in January each
year. In 2019, that will be January 14.

At the beginning of each legislative
session, legislators introduce bills.
Once a bill is introduced, legislative
leaders decide which committee will
hear it. This is usually determined by
the subject matter. In the House, bills
relating to forestry go to the
Agriculture and Natural Resources
Committee. In the Senate, they go to
the Committee on Agriculture, Water,
Natural Resources and Parks. Bills
that require money to implement
must also go to a fiscal committee. In
the House, the fiscal committee is
Appropriations. In the Senate, it is
Ways and Means.

The legislative committee structure
is set by the majority party. At the
beginning of each legislative session,
majority party leaders decide which
committees they want to have and
how many members will be on each
committee. Usually, the structure
stays similar, but at times natural
resources has been in a committee of
its own rather than combined with
other topics. The majority party

always determines committee chairs
and holds the majority of seats on
every committee. Thus, the majority
party controls the agenda and deter-
mines which bills will and will not
move.

Frequently, legislators wind up on
a committee where they have no
background in the subject matter.
This is more common with new legis-
lators. Staff may also be assigned to a
committee where they have limited
expertise. It is important for landown-
ers to engage in work sessions, testi-
mony and letter-writing to help
broaden the perspective of new legis-
lators and staff.

Committee meetings are two hours
long. Committees hold three kinds of
meetings: (1) work sessions, where
presentations are given; (2) public
hearings, where people testify on bills;
and (3) executive sessions, where the
committee votes on bills. Two or more
types of meetings can occur during
the same two-hour slot.

Anyone can sign up to testify at a
public hearing. If too many people
sign up, there may not be enough time
for everyone to speak. Committee
chairs may limit each speaker to two
or three minutes.

At the beginning of the session,
both houses agree on cutoff dates.
There is a cutoff for bills to be voted

out of committee and a cutoff for
bills to pass the floor. If a bill has not
moved by the cutoff date, it is consid-
ered dead.

If the bill makes it through all the
steps in the chamber in which it was
introduced (first house), it goes to the
other chamber (second house) and
goes through the same steps there.
Bills can be amended in committee or
on the floor. If a bill is amended in
the second house, it must go back to
the first house for concurrence.

After a bill passes both houses of
the legislature, it still must be signed
by the Governor. The Governor may
sign it, veto part of it or veto all of it.
Once the Governor signs a bill, it is
law.

Influencing the legislature
Any legislator may introduce a bill

on any subject. If one or more con-
stituents approach a legislator with an
idea, the legislator may agree to have
a bill drafted and introduced.

Legislators can’t help you if they
don’t know who you are or what you
need. Tree farmers are a small minori-
ty of the population. Washington
state is becoming increasingly urban.
Fewer and fewer legislators under-
stand rural issues. If landowners don’t
come to the capital to tell their story,
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it won’t be heard.
To be effective at influencing legis-

lators, it’s best to develop a relation-
ship with them before the legislative
session begins. Get to know all three
of your legislators and their staff. A
good way to do this is to attend
events where they are speaking or
invite them to forestry meetings or
tours. A legislator’s Legislative
Assistant (LA) manages his or her
calendar. Legislators are very busy
and some LAs are very protective of
their time. The better relationship you
have with the LA, the more likely you
are to get an appointment. Always be
honest about where you live and what
you want to talk about. Staff can also
be very helpful at guiding you to the
best approach to communicate with a
legislator.

Do your homework. In recent years,
Washington has had a democratic
majority in the House and a republi-
can majority in the Senate. As a result
of the 2018 election, the Democrats
will have the majority in both the
House and Senate in 2019-2020, so it
is almost always a good idea to try to
work with both parties. Frequently,
legislators from opposing parties will
work together and compromise to get
a bill passed.

Every legislator’s bio is online on
the Washington legislature’s website
and on his or her campaign website.
Search for them by name. Reading
their bio will tell you about their fami-
ly, work experiences and interests.
Finding something you have in com-
mon is a great way to build a relation-
ship. Several small tree farmers serve

in the Washington legislature.
It’s also important to research your

issue. Know who might oppose it and
why. How much will it cost?
Legislators do not like to be blind-
sided, so the more thorough your
research, the more willing they will be
to take up your issue. Prepare a one-
page sheet about your issue to give to
your legislators.

You may think you have the per-
fect idea, but sometimes compromise
is necessary. Frequently, a good strate-
gy is to agree to accept part of what
you want, then come back the next
year and ask for the next part.

Make contact. Always treat legisla-
tors and staff with respect even if they
do not agree with you. Serving as a
legislator is a stressful job. They must
deal with a wide variety of people and
issues. Listen to the legislator’s view-
point. Offer to provide additional
information. If the legislator asks for
more information, be sure to follow
up. Ask your owners’ association staff
if you need assistance.

You can contact legislators in sev-
eral ways. Call their office and make
an appointment for a visit. Be pre-
pared to give your address and
explain what you would like to dis-
cuss. Be aware that legislator’s sched-
ules are often booked weeks in
advance. 

Most legislators conduct town hall
meetings several times a year in their
district or you can express your views
through the mail. Make your letter
brief, to the point and clear. Be polite.
Include your mailing address and
phone number so the legislator’s staff
can respond. Like letters, e-mails
should be brief, to the point, clear and
formal. Include your name and mail-
ing address, as well as your e-mail
address.

Call the toll-free Legislative
Hotline at 800-562-6000 to leave a
message on any issue. This is the least
effective method, but if many people
call on the same topic, it can be pow-
erful.

Citizens’ initiatives
Twenty-six states, primarily in the

West, allow citizens to draft laws and
submit them to the ballot for a vote of
the people. Citizens’ initiatives are
very common in Oregon and
Colorado with numerous proposals
making it to the ballot nearly every
year. In Washington, they generally
occur less frequently. In 2018, we had
four citizens’ initiatives on the ballot.
The one with the greatest potential to
affect forestland owners failed. I-1631
would have created a tax on carbon.

Citizens’ groups that draft initia-
tives frequently do not have the
expertise to craft language that con-
forms to existing law. As a result, it is
common for initiatives to face litiga-
tion. If an initiative passes, it goes
into law as written, unless stopped by
a successful lawsuit. The legislature
cannot amend an initiative for two
years after it passes unless two-thirds
of the legislators vote for the change.
After the two-year waiting period, the
legislature can amend it. However,
since legislators must be reelected by
the same voters who vote on initia-
tives, many legislators are very hesi-
tant to change an initiative.

Implementing laws: RCWs and WACs
RCW stands for Revised Code of

Washington. RCWs are laws passed
by the state legislature or by a vote of
the people (the legislative branch of
government). WAC stands for
Washington Administrative Code.
These are rules that are written by
agencies (the executive branch of gov-
ernment) to enact RCWs. Every WAC
must be authorized by an RCW.
RCWs generally apply to the entire
population. WACs govern the actions
of one specific state agency.

Regulating forestry: DNR and the
Forest Practices Board

The Forest Practices Board is an
independent state agency chaired by
the Commissioner of Public Lands or
her designee. The Forest Practices
Board was established in 1974 and
has thirteen members, eight of whom
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are appointed by the governor. The
Board is responsible for adopting
rules that set standards for timber
harvests, precommercial thinning,
road construction and more. The rules
it adopts are implemented and
enforced by the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR). The
Board also manages the Forest
Practices Adaptive Management pro-
gram, which is supposed to provide
science-based recommendations and
technical information to help the
Board determine how to modify rules
written as part of the Forests and
Fish Report to protect aquatic
resources.

The Forest Practices Board holds
public meetings quarterly with time
for public comment scheduled at
every meeting. Comments may also
be sent via email or postal mail.
Forest Practices Board meetings pro-
vide a window into the thought
process of the regulatory agency and
other groups who comment. Meeting
minutes are posted on the Board’s
website. Attending meetings and read-
ing the minutes will help you learn
more about the regulatory process
and how it affects small timberland
owners. Speaking at meetings and get-
ting to know board members outside
of meetings helps them understand
the unique issues small forestland
owners face.

The Washington Department of
Natural Resources has a Small Forest
Landowner Office, dedicated to pro-
viding family forest owners with tech-
nical and financial assistance to
enhance fish and wildlife habitat,
reduce fuels, increase recreation
opportunities, improve forest health,
produce revenue and more. Staffing in
the office has changed significantly
over the years. The level of funding
affects the office’s ability to assist
landowners.

Other regulatory agencies
While DNR is the primary agency

regulating forestry, others can be
involved as well. The Department of
Agriculture is the lead agency for pes-

ticide regulation. The Department of
Fish and Wildlife oversees all things
relating to fish, bears, elk and other
creatures. The Department of Ecology
regulates almost everything relating to
water. The Department of Labor and
Industries oversees worker safety.

Small forestland owner success
Success in legislation is not always

highly visible. In recent years, we have
worked in coalitions with agricultural
and business organizations to stop
carbon tax bills and a capital gains
tax. We have headed off additional
regulation on herbicide use. We were
successful with a bill to help stream-
line burning permits, but now we
must continue to work on its imple-
mentation. We worked with The
Nature Conservancy on a bill to sup-
port prescribed burning. Identifying
and building coalitions with other
groups who have similar interests can
be an effective way to get things
accomplished.

The more landowners who get to
know their legislators and regulatory
agencies, the stronger the entire
landowner community will be.
Legislators must juggle everything
from education to transportation to
mental health issues and more; find-
ing the time to help small forestland

owners won’t happen unless we step
up and let them know who we are and
what we need.

How to find your Washington
legislators

From the legislative homepage
(http://apps.leg.wa.gov/DistrictFinder)
you can find out who your legislators
are and learn more about them. Find
the roster with all their contact infor-
mation here: http://app.leg.wa.gov/
Rosters/Members. ■

HEATHER HANSEN has operated her
own government relations firm special-
izing in natural resource issues since
1997. Heather earned both bachelor’s
and master’s degrees from Washington
State University and served on the fac-
ulties of Utah State University and
the University of Arizona as a county
extension agent. She is an alumnus of
the Washington Agriculture and
Forestry Leadership Program and
serves on the Board of the William D.
Ruckelshaus Center for public policy.
She has received awards for grassroots
organizing, promoting agriculture and
excellence in legislative and govern-
ment affairs from various state and
national organizations. Heather can
be reached at: 360-480-5567 or
hhansen@wafarmforestry.com.
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By JIM JAMES

n Oregon, the
legislature meets
every year.

Historically, the
legislature met only
in odd years. In 2010,
an initiative petition
presented by the legislature was
passed to have a session each year—a
long session of no more than 160
days in odd years and a short session
of no more than 35 days in even
years. The short session was intended
to fix any unforeseen issues the legisla-
ture passed the previous year or deal
with unforeseen state economic issues. 

Common themes in every session
are government spending, whether
new taxes will be needed to fund the
government and new regulations to
change practices and procedures used
by Oregonians. Those changes can be
positive or negative to Oregon’s family
forest owners.

Oregon has an urban/rural divide.
A common activity in each legislative
session is that some legislators,
typically urban legislators who are
unfamiliar with natural resource
industries, attempt to add new regu-
lations or taxes on natural resources
that could in theory free up general
fund dollars they feel would benefit
their urban constituents. So, during
the legislative sessions, “If you are
not at the table you are on the table.”
Having respected representation in
the capitol, with an effective lobbyist
and collaboration with other natural
resource organizations, is critically
important to Oregon’s family forest
owners. Such representation is one of
the many benefits of being a member
of the Oregon Small Woodlands
Association and the other natural
resource organizations that we col-
laborate with and share a common
interest.

Representing family forest owner

interests in the legislature is a team
effort. All OSWA members are auto-
matically invited to be a member of
OSWA’s Governmental Advisory
Committee (GAC). The GAC is a
grass roots effort that advises the
OSWA board on a list of legislative
priorities that must be approved by
the board. These priorities guide
OSWA’s leadership and lobbyist as
they focus on each legislative session.
Conference calls, arranged by OSWA’s
leadership and lobbyist, take place fre-
quently before and during each ses-
sion to monitor legislative activities
and encourage OSWA member partic-
ipation when needed. Before and dur-
ing sessions, OSWA meets and collab-
orates with all our other natural
resource partners and work together
on common themes.

All this is done to be prepared to
promote legislation that would benefit
family forest owners or to fight leg-
islative proposals that would be detri-
mental to family forest owners. The
GAC can activate members to reach
out to their legislators to inform them
on topics or come to Salem to testify
on an issue if necessary. OSWA lead-
ership and our lobbyist are responsi-
ble to know when member action is
needed and coordinate messages and
actions. In odd years, in partnership
with Associated Oregon Loggers and
Society of American Foresters,
OSWA holds a “Day at the Capitol.”
It has included meetings with legisla-
tors, displays in the capitol and
observing the legislature at work in
hearings and floor debates. A key to
successful grass roots efforts is to be
fully engaged with allies and keep the
membership informed and ready to be
engaged when needed.

OSWA opposed HB2859
In Oregon, there are many special

tax assessments beyond the forestry
and agricultural communities. During
the 2017 legislative session, House Bill

2859 was introduced that would sun-
set all existing special tax assessments
and require landowners or others
wishing to continue to receive special
tax assessments to reintroduce legisla-
tion to show why it is necessary. As
background, during the 1970s, the
Oregon legislature passed land zoning
laws for Oregon’s rural areas as either
forestland or agricultural lands.
Restrictions were put on dwellings
and special tax structures were set up
to protect small forestland and agri-
cultural landowners from unfair taxes
because of the restricted uses of their
property. Other special assessments
like equipment and fuel taxes were
designed to encourage landowners to
manage their properties as forests or
for farm use. Passage of HB2859
would have created a huge uncertain-
ty to small forest and agricultural
landowners with the potential to cre-
ate a tax structure that would pre-
clude them from being able to keep
their properties or have a profitable
forestry or farm business.

A hearing for HB2859 was set in
early March 2017 at the House rev-
enue committee. The chairman of the
committee had introduced the bill.
Through the GAC, a call to action
was sent out to OSWA members and
members of the agricultural commu-
nity. Over 100 natural resource com-
munity individuals showed up at the
Capitol for the hearing. Eleven
OSWA members testified including
our lobbyist, Roger Beyer. There was
also testimony from members of
other natural resource organizations.
Testifiers included forest owners, cat-
tle and sheep ranchers, farmers, nurs-
erymen, filbert growers, grass seed
farmers, berry growers and others. We
showed up in force to show unity with
a combined voice for natural
resources. The testimony clearly
demonstrated how important the
existing special tax assessments are in
meeting their original intent in allow-
ing forest owners to grow and harvest
trees and farmers to grow and pro-
duce agricultural crops and livestock.

At the end of the hearing, the
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chairman suggested to the committee
that changes in the natural resource
special tax assessments in HB2859
should be removed from the bill. The
entire committee agreed, and the
chairman declared we had made our
point and won the debate. This was
unprecedented. Typically, committee
decisions are not made during a hear-
ing but in work sessions when testi-
mony is not allowed unless the com-
mittee requests it. This was a great
example of the undeniable power of
grass roots advocacy. The outcome
was helped in advance by natural
resource lobbyists who reached out to
all the members of the committee
about the bill. Some committee mem-
bers became allies prior to the hear-
ing, but not the chairman until after
the testimony was over.

OSWA supported HB2615
In 2012, an OSWA member in

Lincoln County had truffles stolen
from his forestland. The thief used
destructive means to remove the truf-
fles. Tree roots were uncovered and
left uncovered. The sheriff’s deputy
was notified, and the culprit was
apprehended. However, the district
attorney declined to prosecute the
thief. Oregon’s trespass laws put the
burden of notification on the
landowner and truffles were not, at
that time, recognized in law as a sec-
ondary forest product having value,
like firewood, boughs or mushrooms.
Bottom line, the attorney did not
think he could prove a crime was
committed under the current state
law. The case was dropped.

OSWA became aware of the issue
early in the 2013 legislative session.
After review with the GAC and
board, OSWA’s leadership created a
Truffle Bill, HB2615, and found a
willing representative to introduce the
bill for OSWA. It would make truffles
a special forest product.

Oregon law requires anyone trans-
porting special forest products on any
county or state highway to have with
them signed, written permission from
the landowner where the product

originated. Without such written
authority it is assumed the special for-
est product is stolen. During the
process, HB2615 was amended to
allow the Board of Forestry to add
products to the list of special forest
products, avoiding the need for the
legislature to be in session or to have
time to address a change of the spe-
cial forest products list.

Promoting the bill was not a hard
sell. OSWA reached out to a few local
truffle clubs who generally agreed
with the concepts in the bill. OSWA
members and the county sheriff’s
deputy, who was disappointed when
his arrest was not prosecuted, testified
at the hearing. The committee chair
coordinated the hearing to take place
the same day as OSWA’s Day at the
Capitol to allow members to experi-
ence the hearing. There was no one
testifying in opposition.

Once passed by the legislature,
HB2615 was signed into law by the
Governor and became effective imme-

diately. OSWA is not aware of any
member who has had a problem with
truffle theft since 2013. This grass
roots effort included OSWA’s GAC,
members of the truffle-gathering
community and the Lincoln County
Sheriff’s department.  ■

JIM JAMES is the executive director of
Oregon Small Woodlands Association
(2010-present). He is an American
Tree Farm System inspector and in
2011 became the administrator of the
Oregon Tree Farm System. Jim
earned his bachelor’s degree in forest
engineering from Oregon State
University and is a member of the
Society of American Foresters. He
worked for Willamette Industries, Inc.
from 1972-2002, was general manager
for Western Timber and Logging and
director of sustainable forestry for
Weyerhaeuser from 2002 until 2008.
Jim can be reached at: 503-588-1813
or jimjamesoswa@yahoo.com.
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By NATALIE ALEX

n Washington,
D.C., 2018 was a
very eventful year.

A wildfire funding fix
was passed and for
the first time in 22
years Congress was
successful in getting a spending bill on
the president’s desk. On top of all
that, it was an election year, leaving
congressional schedules with more
events than hours in the day. Despite
the busy agendas, the largest issue
impacting family forest owners in
2018 was the Farm Bill.

The Farm Bill, renewed every 5
years, governs an array of vital
forestry and conservation programs
that farmers, ranchers and family for-
est owners use daily. Programs such as
the Environmental Quality Incentives
Program (EQIP), the Conservation

Stewardship Program (CSP) and the
Conservation Reserve Program (CRP)
provide financial resources for
landowners to implement activities
and connect landowners with a pro-
fessional for on-the-ground, technical
assistance. These resources are essen-
tial for landowners to overcome finan-
cial barriers and other challenges that
inhibit their ability to actively steward
their land. 

The Chrismans are one of many

families who rely on Farm Bill conser-
vation programs to keep their woods
healthy. The Chrismans have owned
property in northwest Montana since
the 1950s. Their favorite family mem-
ories are embedded among the tall
stately lodgepole pines, engrossed in
the exotic wildlife and glowing moun-
tain peaks. About 20 years after
obtaining their property, the moun-
tain pine beetle attacked all the old
pine in the area, destroying acres of
lodgepole pine. The Chrismans
weren’t the only landowners affected;
many others were left devastated, with
the overwhelming chore of cleaning
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An itchy bear on the Chrismans Montana property.
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up the affected trees.
Many landowners, including the

Chrismans, decided they wanted to
restore the land with lodgepole pine.
The newly planted saplings grew in
very thick and the stands became
overcrowded with smaller trees. Not
only did this increase fire risk, but it
also threatened safe, resilient wildlife
habitat. The stands needed to be
thinned for the smaller trees to grow,
both reducing the fire hazard and
restoring wildlife habitat. Unfortu-
nately, with no local forest markets
to turn to, thinning proves to be too
costly for landowners.

The Chrismans expressed their
concerns to a Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS) profes-
sional, and with their American Tree
Farm System forest management plan
the Chrismans were able to enroll in
the Environmental Quality Incentives
program (EQIP), treating 20 acres
over 7 years. The EQIP funding
allowed the family to thin their
woods, which alleviated the wildfire
hazard and restored deer, elk and
moose habitat, restoring many of the
Chrismans favorite woodland crea-
tures. 

Many other landowners in the
Northwest have benefited from EQIP
funding for hazardous fuel removal,
tree planting and stand improvement
activities. The Defrees are another
example, utilizing EQIP assistance to
restore and manage their woods. The
Defrees’ 2,000-acre property has been
in their family for six generations.
Wildfire and disease outbreak are reg-
ular threats to the Defrees, as they’ve
encountered some of the worst forest
fires in history. In the mid-1980s the
Huckleberry fire burned 10,000 acres
in northeast Oregon, including 500
acres of the Defrees Ranch. Every
ponderosa pine, western larch,
Douglas-fir, white fir and black pine
tree was destroyed, leaving the
Defrees and neighboring landowners
devastated. 

Shortly after, the Defrees explored
options to prevent future wildfires and
spent years replanting and preparing

their land for regeneration. With an
NRCS professional they created a
management plan that allowed them
to maintain defensible fire lanes
throughout their property, so if a fire
were to spark, the thinned vegetation
in the area would create a break. With
the help of EQIP dollars, they can
remove hazardous fuels from their
property and keep their streams well-
vegetated to prevent erosion and pro-
tect the ground’s natural filtration sys-
tem in case fire strikes.

For over 30 years, the Farm Bill
has provided technical, planning and

financial assistance to family forest
owners like the Chrismans and
Defrees. They have helped continue
family legacy, bring communities
together and fight some of the most
pressing conservation challenges
landowners face. So where does this
influential piece of legislation stand
now?

As of early November, the 2014
Farm Bill expired and progress on
new legislation has stalled until after
midterm elections. By the time you
come across this article, the bill may
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The Defrees Ranch has several generations of active forest managers and advocates.
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By PATTI PLAYFAIR

ver the years
I have been
asked why I

participate in politics.
I didn’t always... I
was just as happy
to let someone else
worry about that stuff. But I was
raised with the values of patriotism,
civics and personal responsibility.
Those values were amplified when I
watched my dad and WFFA fight to
protect the rights of family forestland
owners, as well as advocate for actual
forestry in the “Forest and Fish”
negotiations. From that long, hard
fight I learned that if I don’t speak up
for my side, it is likely that no one else
will. Besides, who would know our
interests better than us? As the popu-
lar saying goes, “If you are not at the
table, you are on the menu.” Let’s just
say, I’m not fond of being on the
menu.

This is especially important in the
arena of public policy, which is
intended to proffer tangible solutions
to conflicting ideas for the public ben-
efit. Often, public policy is written by
inexperienced legislators, groups har-

boring opposing views and naive staff,
all of whom have nothing to lose.
This was exactly opposite to us, who
had so very much to lose in the 1999
Forest and Fish law, which has had
long-lasting, harmful consequences
for family forestland owners. After
watching the Forest and Fish negotia-
tions, and then witnessing its ineffec-
tual and expensive implementation, I
am very passionate about engaging in
public policy, rather than politics. The
devil is always in the details of public
policy, not necessarily politics or posi-
tions.

An early experience in engagement
was a team assignment in my Ag
Forestry public policy group. We were
asked to develop a public policy
around a self-selected topic and pres-
ent it to a panel of judges. My team’s

topic was evaluating the effect of an
initiative that was passed by
Washington state voters. I-937 was
intended to expand renewable energy
sources in Washington, but specifical-
ly excluded hydropower and existing
energy generated by woody biomass.
The title of our presentation was
“Washington State Energy Policy:
Expanding Renewable Energy
Production.” Our overall point was
that all forms of renewable energy
sources should have been encouraged,
not just solar and wind power (which
were heavily subsidized). We explored
two energy sources using biomass—
forest residuals and agricultural bio-
mass, including manure. It was a seri-
ous topic with wide-ranging implica-
tions for all communities, including
counties whose sole source of energy

Ag Forestry Class 32 Public Policy presentations. Patti (left) and her teammates
preparing to present “Expanding Renewable Energy Production.” 
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production is hydropower. In the end,
one of my classmates declared my
team the winner because my team-
mate Troy Lenssen got his legislator
to sponsor a bill that would improve
the permitting process for dairy
anaerobic digestors. So, working in
the public policy arena can improve
our own businesses or livelihoods.

More recently, I was invited to
speak to an audience of politically
active northeast Washington citizens
about the everyday realities for family
forestland owners, relative to public
policy. I could not pass up this oppor-
tunity because this was an audience
that I felt needed to hear my story.
My aim was to expand their basic
understanding of the nexus of policy,
current regulations and the subse-
quent impacts to family forestland
owners.

The theme for this forum was
“Cattle, Wolves and Timber Man-
agement in Northeast Washington.”
The potentially charged nature of
the discussion, along with the cur-
rent, very polarized political environ-
ment, could have turned this forum
into a hostage situation. To our good
fortune, it was a decent lesson in civili-
ty, without any fisticuffs. On the flip
side, it had its share of established
politics and positions, as opposed to
policy.

The panelists included me and
another forestry professional (also a
WFFA member) to talk about forest
management issues. One lonely cattle-
man was there to talk about wolves...
a very hot-button issue in northeast
Washington. Each of us was asked a

series of questions from the modera-
tor, followed by interaction with the
audience members. Originally, when
the moderator asked me to partici-
pate, he didn’t realize that we had
already met a few years before. He
had been a presenter at the public pol-
icy seminar of my Ag Forestry class in
2011. These past associations made
me believe we had a connection to
build on, so I felt comfortable answer-
ing his questions with my usual frank-
ness, just like talking with an old
friend. The questions ranged from
forest practices to the hurdles created
by current regulations affecting family
forestland owners. At one point, I
gave my assessment of the sorry state
of eastern Washington’s forest health,
directly related to a lack of cohesive
management strategy and the practice
of fire exclusion over the last 100+
years. I expressed my remedy of accel-
erated management and the impor-
tance of returning fire back to the
fire-dependent ecosystem of eastern
Washington. At this point the moder-
ator responded by saying, “Now,
Patti, you are being quite provoca-
tive.” At the time I was surprised at
his response. The charge of “provoca-
tive” seemed like a personal rebuke.

The juxtaposition of my policy rec-

ommendation of active forest man-
agement and his judgment that I was
being controversial struck me immedi-
ately. I was sharing my knowledge of
local forest ecology to inform policy,
not taking a position for political rea-
sons. What I realize in hindsight was
that he and perhaps some of the audi-
ence members already had their posi-
tions fixed, based on their political
ideology. So, although the judgment
against me was that I was offering a
provocative opinion, my assessment
was one of sound public policy based
on what I know; which is why, in the
end I liked being called provocative. I
doubt I changed many minds that
afternoon, but I am satisfied that I
spoke up for my side with civility.

My advice for staying off the
menu... stay engaged at the public
policy table. ■

PATTI PLAYFAIR is a 4th generation
family forest owner in eastern Washing-
ton, a 3rd generation Washington Farm
Forestry Association member and the
second Playfair to be president of
WFFA by following her father, Bob,
into WFFA leadership. She enjoys
snowshoeing, traveling and above all
else... forests. Patti can be reached at:
patti.playfair@gmail.com.
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By DANIEL LEAVELL

s a master’s
student in the
College of

Forestry at Oregon
State University
(OSU) in 1989, I had
the awareness-
inducing pleasure of taking a forest
policy class from Dr. Steven Daniels.
Dr. Daniels is currently a Professor of
Community Resource and Economic
Development and University Exten-
sion specialist at Utah State University.
In 1989, he was an Assistant Professor
of Forest Economics and Forest Policy
at OSU and taught a policy class that
was very meaningful to me—a career
employee with the Forest Service since
1973 and on leave of absence to pur-
sue a master’s degree. The class cen-

tered on federal policy, with focus on
the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and the National Forest
Management Act (NFMA). It includ-
ed history and development of NEPA
and NFMA during the 1960s and
1970s, as well as details of ancillary
rules, regulations and directives. Dr.
Daniels was uniquely qualified to
instruct this class, in part by being the
son of a Bitterroot and Lolo National
Forest Supervisor, Orville L. Daniels.

Working on a national forest and a
remote northeast Oregon ranger dis-
trict from 1980 to 1989, my experience
as a forester and silviculturist during
that time was to implement the forest
management concepts, rules and poli-
cies as indicated in NFMA: to focus
management on the multiple use and
sustained yield of the timber resource.
As a mandatory wildland firefighter,

my other job was to extinguish any
fire that occurred on the district and
other lands by 10:00 a.m. the next
day. Forest and fire management poli-
cies were clear: intensive, even-age sil-
viculture and immediate fire suppres-
sion were the rule.

In 1973, a court case on the
Monongahela National Forest object-
ing to clearcutting eventually led to
Congress passing the original NFMA
(1976) to provide rules and regula-
tions on size and placement of
clearcuts on the national forests.
NFMA made forest plans the basis
for regulating harvests and required
public input in decision-making.
Conflicts in forest management
occurred throughout the 1980s.
Reconciling needs for wildlife, soils,
water and aesthetics was increasingly
at odds with intensive timber manage-
ment. External appeals to NEPA doc-
uments burdened an already cumber-
some process. Throughout the 1980s,
internal, interdisciplinary meetings on
the district were very contentious.
External environmental appeals fur-
ther stymied management. Norm
Johnson, Professor at OSU, wrote in a
Forest Service publication (GTR-688
06-524 [2006] Sustainable forestry in
theory and practice: recent advances in
inventory and monitoring, statistics and
modeling, information and knowledge
management, and policy science):
“First, and foremost, was the notion
of an approaching timber famine that
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could be prevented only by adopting
the scientific approach to manage-
ment that they advocated. Second,
foresters assumed that sustained-yield
timber production was compatible
with, and supportive of, other forest
values. Third, foresters believed that
the sustained yield model would pro-
vide for economic and social sustain-
ability through the provision of regu-
lar, constant timber volume.”

As professional foresters and fire-
fighters, we did the best we could with
what we had and with the best inten-
tions throughout the 1970s and 1980s,
but the period ended with a realiza-
tion that something wasn’t right.
Limitations to harvesting were
becoming more restrictive and in
greater conflict with resources other
than timber. Throughout the 1990s,
public land management agencies
struggled for an identity and for a
resource management focus. The
2000s reflected the continued struggle
of how to reconcile economic, ecolog-
ic and social needs, wants and desires.
The NFMA rulebook changed over
time to reflect this.

The 1982 NFMA addressed and
directed economic concerns and con-
cepts be applied to forest manage-
ment. The 2000 version of NFMA
regulations focused on ecological
principles with management for biodi-
versity, function and process as guid-
ing concepts. The 2005 version of
NFMA regulations and directives
emphasized the social concepts of col-
laboration and desired future condi-
tions.

Federal forest management slowed
dramatically throughout the 1990s
and into the early- to mid-2000s with
lawsuits, regional planning and the
conflicts in trying to reconcile eco-
nomics, ecology and social considera-
tions. Fire management also tried to
adapt over this time with past empha-
sis on intense suppression strategies
shifting to fire management from an
ecologically and socially acceptable
and adaptive perspective.

Change is inevitable and one of
two great constants in our lives and in

this universe. To survive and grow, we
need to adjust and adapt to change.
Climate has changed since the 1970s.
It’s now warmer and drier, we have
less snow and fires start earlier, end
later, burn hotter and burn over more
acres. Management over public lands
has changed. Selective harvesting and
underburning in the 1930s and 1940s
evolved to intensive, even-age man-
agement and pile burning in the 1960s
through 1980s, and to no manage-
ment and intense fire suppression in
the 1990s and early- to mid-2000s.
People, society, culture and politics
have changed. Populations have dra-
matically increased, more people have
moved from urban areas to the forest,
rural economies have crashed and
there are more demands than ever on
recreation resources.

The consequences of not adjusting
and adapting with these changes are
all too obvious: we see massive bio-
mass buildup resulting in an over-

abundance of dead fuel from stressed
and dying trees, thus endangering
native biodiversity, negatively altering
ecosystem integrity and jeopardizing
overall forest health. Rural towns con-
tinue to decline socially and economi-
cally—young people and businesses
continue to move away. Thousands of
homes are burning in wildfires that
spread throughout forested and non-
forested lands both in the Eastern and
Western U.S. Billions of dollars are
required to pay for the damage.
Firefighters are placed in increasingly
dangerous and high-risk conditions.
Lives are lost, health deteriorates and
risks are escalating.

Orville Daniels gave a talk in 1995
at a symposium organized to address
the conflicts of natural resources and
environmental issues. His presenta-
tion, “Integrating Resource Manage-
ment on the Lolo National Forest”
was very prescient for the period. At a
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have passed or it could still be in its
final stages of lawmaking. What I can
report is the conservation progress
achieved thus far.

Both chambers have increased the
total enrollment acreage for CRP,
ensuring more acres are dedicated to
restoring marginal agricultural land.
Additionally, funding for CRP incen-
tive payments for management of
existing pine stands, including thin-
ning and prescribed burning, was
maintained in both versions proposed
by the House and Senate. This will
promote forest management and
encourage additional forest practices
to prevent future wildfire and disease
outbreak.

Further progress includes sustained
funding at current levels for the
Regional Conservation Partnership
program (RCPP) and Conservation
Innovation Grants (CIG). This will
allow RCPP partnerships to continue

working with landowners to improve
the quality of their land by engaging
in invasive plant control, prescribed
burning, tree/shrub plantings, early
successional forest habitat manage-
ment, brush pile creation and others.
Maintaining funding for CIG grants
will support the development and
research for improved and innovative
conservation approaches to enhance
land restoration and management.

In concert with the comprehensive
wildfire funding fix that Congress
approved in spring 2018, both House
and Senate Agriculture committees
have worked to further address chal-
lenges to forest health by increasing
the funding for landscape-scale
restoration and cross-boundary haz-
ardous fuels projects. This enables
landscape-scale projects to be per-
formed across multiple ownerships,
including state, private, rural and
urban forests. Additionally, it inte-
grates other U.S. Forest Service pro-
grams to address large-scale issues
such as wildfire risk reduction and

watershed protection.
Support for wood product mar-

kets was strongly expressed as well.
The committee ensured check-off
program authority was maintained
and wood products are not disadvan-
taged in federal procurement—which
means more potential market oppor-
tunities and more potential revenue
for landowners. Previously, the
Environmental Protection Agency’s
purchasing discriminated against
American Tree Farm System™ certi-
fied lumber, disadvantaging more
than 73,000 landowners.

As a leading convener of the Forest
in the Farm Bill Coalition, the
American Forest Foundation (AFF)
has been monitoring and advocating
on more than 40 different policy
issues that affect forests. The collective
voice of the Coalition has clearly
made a difference in improving policy
provisions for forest owners and forest
products.

Our advocacy leaders have been
vital in helping us to influence this
process. Through their emails, letters,
phone calls and visits to their
Congressional members we have been
able to maintain strong support for
conservation programs, improve wood
products markets and achieve many
of the policy and funding improve-
ments outlined above. By sharing
their stories, like the Chrismans and
Defrees, Congressional members see
more clearly how critical these conser-
vation programs are to manage pri-
vately owned forests.

Lamar and Felicia Dewberry are
two of our many advocacy leaders
who invited their Congressman to
visit their Tree Farm. The Dewberrys
own 800 acres in Lineville, Alabama
for timber production, recreation,
wildlife and aesthetics. They rely on
CSP and EQIP to manage their native
longleaf pine sites and restore habitat
for species such as bobwhite quail.
Bobwhite quail numbers have
declined due to the loss of longleaf
pine. That is why it is vital for conser-
vation programs such as CSP and
EQIP to continue providing financial
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assistance to landowners to manage
and restore longleaf pine for hundreds
of species, including bobwhite quail,
that rely on this habitat for survival.

When the Dewberrys discovered
the House bill merged CSP and EQIP
they reached out to us for help in
arranging a Tree Farm visit for their
Congressman and House Farm Bill
conference committee member, Mike
Rogers. They wanted to express their
concerns regarding the merger and
ensure CSP would be addressed
appropriately if the merger is agreed
upon in the final bill. In the fall of
2018, Congressman Rogers visited the

Dewberry Tree Farm and witnessed
first-hand the improvement and
impact CSP and EQIP have had on
the forest. Congressman Rogers was
very attentive and appreciative of the
Dewberrys for taking the time to
show him how Farm Bill conservation
programs keep the community’s water
safe and pure, how it affects jobs in
the area and how it protects wildlife
habitat.

Interested in becoming a forest
advocate like the Chrismans, Defrees
and Dewberrys? To find out more
about the AFF Advocacy Leaders
program and be part of the conversa-
tion around forest policy issues that
affect you as a landowner, in addition
to staying  up-to-date on forest poli-
cy issues, visit: www.forestfounda-
tion.org/policy-advocacy-tools-
resources. ■

NATALIE ALEX joined the AFF team in
spring 2018 as the coordinator of
Policy and Conservation. She assists
with legislative tracking, general policy
items, logistics and support for conser-
vation projects. Prior to joining AFF,
Alex worked for public and private
sector organizations, including the
Forest Resources Association, where
she focused on promoting the public
policy interests of the forest products

community. She also assisted the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service with conser-
vation outreach programs for a variety
of Michigan’s federally listed threat-
ened and endangered species. Alex
graduated from Michigan State
University with a B.S. in Fisheries and
Wildlife and currently lives in
Washington, D.C. Natalie can be
reached at: 202-765-3739 or nalex@
forestfoundation.org.
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Lamar Dewberry (right) tours his forest
with Congressman Mike Rogers.
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By JOHN HENRIKSON

here is a com-
mon perception
among those

who do not live and
work in the forest,
that untouched
wilderness is the ideal
state and human intervention is to be
avoided if possible. At the same time,
the state of Washington has designed
its forest practices regulations to cre-
ate Desired Future Conditions (DFC)
in riparian and wetland buffers, indi-
cating some type of active manage-
ment toward that goal. DFC would
mimic the pre-harvest “wildness” of
the past with trees at least 140 years
old.

Most landowners stop managing
their riparian buffers once they are
prohibited from harvesting in them,
leaving nature to take its course
towards DFC, or more likely some-
thing else. If the trees in the buffer are

hardwoods or densely-packed conifer
they will not survive long enough to
be part of any DFC. Wouldn’t it be
faster and cheaper to remove those
trees and start fresh with the species
and spacing that would reliably result
in DFC?

On our Oakville property, we

noticed that significant portions of
forest beyond the mandated buffers
were left outside the harvest boundary
due to associated terrain and access
issues that rendered economic recov-
ery impossible. With such a large por-
tion of our landscape stranded out-
side the realm of effective timber pro-
duction, what would our long-term
management look like? What is the
strategy for creating optimum condi-
tions on any forest parcel that is not
permitted or suitable for timber pro-
duction?

In 2012, I acquired a 40-acre parcel
on Willapa Bay in Naselle that came
with a conservation easement allow-
ing for forestry practices within Forest
Stewardship Council (FSC) certifica-
tion guidelines. This property was
unattractive to most potential buyers
due to its challenging terrain, ease-
ment constraints and a large salmon-
bearing creek running through the
middle of it, so I was able to pick it
up for less than $1,000 per acre—a
minimal investment for experimenting
with wild forest management.

Approximately half of the property
had been harvested 5 years earlier,
with patchy clearcuts of red alder
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Huge cedar stumps and downed logs indicate the potential productivity of this site with
continued wild forest management. Nick Henrikson (left) and Richard Henrikson
(right).
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spread throughout. While the previous
owner was harvesting in December
2007, an epic windstorm, with winds
exceeding 100
mph, laid to waste
many of the
remaining trees,
leaving a nasty
tangle of blow-
down and harvest
debris. No
replanting was
done, but the for-
est quickly regen-
erated with a
dense thicket of
hemlock, alder
and Sitka spruce.

New growth of
trees and brush,
plus debris from
harvesting and
storms, made the
parcel inaccessi-
ble, so the first
several years were
spent opening the
existing skid
roads and creat-
ing a new trail
system. The now
10-year-old forest
is starting to close
its canopy and
thinning has com-
menced on the regeneration of more
than 10,000 stems per acre. The rest of
the parcel has scattered stands of 40-
to 80-year-old trees, plus a legacy of
ancient cedar stumps and massive old
logs throughout.

The prime attraction is Clearwater
Creek, which cascades abruptly down
from the headland during its quarter-
mile trek through the parcel to tide-
water at its western edge. Hundreds of
chum salmon tirelessly work their way
up through the logjams and waterfalls
to spawn in the uplands. Ironically,
this prime salmon habitat is on a tra-
jectory towards an undesired future
condition, as the decadent alder left in
the riparian buffer slowly fades away
and salmonberry and other brush
species take over. The DFC conifers

that will last hundreds of years are
being cultivated just outside the buffer
in the recent clearcut.

This points to the most remarkable
conclusion I have gleaned so far from
this wild forest management experi-
ment: unless your existing trees are of
exceptional quality with good form
and spacing, then it is better to start
over from scratch. If the 80/20 rule
were to be applied to this situation, it
would say that the first 20 years of
stand management accounts for 80
percent of a successful outcome for
DFC.

Natural regeneration works great if
the site produces desired trees instead
of brush. Otherwise, manual refor-
estation with the target species is nec-
essary. Thin early and often, especially
with shade-intolerant species like
alder and Douglas-fir. Red alder is
particularly responsive to early man-
agement, and recent research indicates
that in 10 to 15 years further interven-
tion may not have much utility.
Although alder is not a long-lived
species like the conifers favored for
DFC, they provide valuable riparian
function with their leaf litter, summer
shade and off-season sunshine.

As the trees get older and more
crowded, the normal thinning regime
kicks in. The two main differences
between thinning for commercial tim-
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Desired Future Condition is difficult to achieve without effective
riparian buffer management. In this case, the alder-dominated
buffer is collapsing due to senescence and windthrow, being
replaced by brush instead of suitable trees for DFC. 
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ber harvest versus DFC involves
intensity and selection. Thinning for
DFC should be more aggressive to
create a higher live crown-to-height
ratio. This will produce larger limbs as
the trees trend towards being more
open-grown, a divergence from timber
production which seeks to maintain
small and receding limbs. Also, thin-
ning for DFC means selecting for
species diversity, another divergence
from commercial timber manage-
ment.

At some point, the thinning
process will produce marketable logs
and, in the case of DFC manage-
ment, could theoretically continue
indefinitely, especially with salvage
logging due to inevitable natural dis-
turbances over long time frames. This
is certainly not as cost-effective as
growing trees like a crop to be regular-
ly harvested, but any opportunity to
capture income while creating DFC is
critical to entice landowners. Creating
timber easements so other state or pri-
vate entities can invest in the standing
timber would help fill the financial
gap created by deferring harvest while
growing older trees. This could work
hand-in-hand with any carbon
offset/credit program that seeks to
maximize carbon density on the land-
scape.

I approached wild forest manage-
ment with a combination of curiosity
and a desire to find the optimum
condition for every part of the land-
scape. If it can’t produce income
effectively, then what wildlife or eco-
logical benefit is it capable of? Figure
out what that is and then proceed to
develop it with the same care and
effort as producing a marketable
crop. ■

JOHN HENRIKSON is the manager and
co-owner of Wild Thyme Farm in
Washington, that includes a mixed for-
est and farm landscape in Oakville and
a conservation parcel on Willapa Bay.
Wild Thyme Farm specializes in agro-
forestry, riparian habitat restoration
and value-added lumber production.
For more information, visit wildthyme-
farm.com. John is currently chair of
DNR’s Small Forest Landowner Office
advisory committee and co-chair of
Washington’s Tree Farm program.
John can be reached at: 360-701-7656
or john@wildlogic.com.

FORESTLAND FOR SALE in
OREGON & WASHINGTON

We market forestland properties in western Oregon and Washington.

Check www.WorldForestInvestment.com for the latest properties
available under “Forestland for Sale” tab.

If you have a forestland property that you have considered selling,
we offer free consultation and will come look at your land.

If you are settling an estate, let us do the job of getting you the best price.

With 40 years of experience in forestry work, we can offer solutions from a
practical forestry and financial standpoint.

Licensed Broker in Oregon and Washington. Professional Forester.

Mark.Willhite@juno.com

503-695-6419
Forester/Broker

After eight years, natural regeneration has fully captured the site. Thinning to favor good
form and species diversity is the next step towards creating Desired Future Condition.
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Few of life’s activities can beat a walk through a forest. When
you can break away from work, take some time to search for
unique cultural resources on your property, then include pro-
tection measures in your management plan.

Cultural resources are evidence of past human activity. These
nonrenewable resources often yield unique information about
past societies and environments and provide answers for mod-
ern-day social and conservation problems.

Included in the category of cultural resources are: Native
American villages, pit houses, cairns (stacked rocks), pic-
tographs, projectile points, stone tools and trees with stripped
bark. You might find other prehistoric and historic artifacts such
as: pioneer homes; old roads or railroad grades; human burial
sites; ceramics, cans, bottles or metal; logging, mining and rail-
road camps; or earthworks, such as a battlefield entrenchment
or prehistoric canal.

Historical artifacts can be found just about anywhere, but
some of the more common locations are: ridgelines and sad-
dles; flat areas near streams; natural openings in the forest; near
springs or old wells; or in mineral extraction sites. You might
even be able to see old sites, like roads, springs and railroad
grades, in aerial photography or with your drone. Permanently
mark or record the boundaries with the help of a GPS and map-
ping so they are identifiable for future treatments. If the bound-
aries of the archaeological site are not clearly defined, it will be
difficult to implement protection measures, because you will
not know how large an area to avoid. You may need a cultural
resource specialist to help you define the site boundaries.

Once you’ve identified and recorded your special sites, you
may need to consult your state department of natural
resources, local historical and archaeological societies and local
tribal governments to help you identify what you have and how
best to preserve it. You will find more useful tips online at My
Land Plan: mylandplan.org/content/your-special-sites-resource-
guide.

Do some research of laws pertaining to archeological, cultur-
al and historic sites in your area. Federal, state and some local
laws protect these sites from disturbance, destruction or
removal. Any project that involves federal property, federal
funding or federal licensing or permitting is subject to review
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. This
Act requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their
activities and programs on historic properties.

For example, the Natural Resource Conservation Service is
specifically required to consider how the cultural resources in a
project area may be impacted by the proposed conservation
measures. With the landowner’s permission, a cultural resource

survey and inventory may be conducted. A cultural resource
specialist will research existing records, consult with the state or
tribal historic preservation office and may visit the site to look
for artifacts and areas that are traditionally important to local
cultures. Usually, if there are sites that need to be protected, the
practice can be designed to avoid impacts to the cultural
resource or an alternate practice may be proposed. The invento-
ry is confidential, and the landowner retains ownership of found
objects, except for sacred or culturally important tribal objects.

Without planning and careful treatment, timber harvests and
other standard practices can easily disturb or destroy your
woodland’s special sites. But being careful doesn’t have to take
a lot of time or expense. The most direct way to prevent dam-
age to an archaeological site is to change the boundaries of
your harvest or treatment area: flag it, place a buffer around it
and avoid it. Try to control erosion and soil disturbance there as
much as possible. Other protection measures in your plan
might include: limit ground disturbance by using existing land-
ings, roads and skidtrails; keep heavy equipment off the site; fell
and skid trees away from the site; cut and lift trees out of the
site with full-suspension logging systems; or use ground equip-
ment on snow and frozen ground. If the site is linear, like a rail-
road grade or a trail, use existing crossings and consider mini-
mizing the number of times you cross.

Make sure to review your special sites map and protection
plan with your timber buyer, logger, forester and any other pro-
fessional assisting you with forest management activities.
During and after treatments, make sure your special sites are
properly protected. Consider establishing photo points so you
can take before and after photos to record your protection
efforts. If artifacts are found during your activity, stop working in
the area and contact a cultural resource professional.

All it takes to protect your special places is a little pro-active
planning. Your extra effort is time well-spent—it’s an investment
in your legacy and a gift to future generations.

The Understory

For more information, please visit:

• nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb
1082980.pdf

• history.idaho.gov/location/shpo/

• nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/mt/technical/ecoscience/ 
cultural/ (Montana)

• oregon.gov/ODF/Documents/AboutODF/Cultural
ResoucesFactSheet.pdf

• dnr.wa.gov/Publications/fp_fpi_culturalresources.pdf 
(Washington)



TreeSmarts: Answers to Your Tax
Planning Questions appears every other
issue in Northwest Woodlands. The
column is edited by John P. Johnston, a
partner, CPA, and CMA with Bancroft
Buckley Johnston & Serres LLP in
Seattle, Washington. He is a member of
the AICPA, IMA and WSCPA.
Questions can be emailed directly to
John at jjohnston@bbjsllp.com.

The 2017 Tax Reform Act, also
known as the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act
(TCJA), makes changes for both busi-
nesses and individuals that are some
of the most substantial in over 30
years. Here is a summary of the more
important changes for businesses.

Reduced corporate tax rates.
Under pre-TCJA law, corporations
were taxed using graduated tax rates
ranging from 15 to 35 percent.

Beginning with 2018, a flat tax rate
of 21 percent applies to all corpora-
tions. Corporations having taxable
income over $50,000 generally bene-
fit from the new tax rate. The
Alternative Minimum Tax (AMT)
for corporations has been eliminat-
ed, and any unused minimum tax
may be used to offset regular tax lia-
bility for any year.

Qualified business income (QBI)
deduction for pass-through entities.
Owners of partnerships, S-corpora-
tions, sole proprietorships and LLCs
will receive a temporary deduction
through 2025 of up to 20 percent of
qualified income. The deduction is
subject to several limitations and
qualifications based on income and
type of business. No limits apply to
taxpayers whose adjusted taxable
income falls below $315,000 for mar-

ried taxpayers filing a joint return,
or $157,500 for all other taxpayers.
Additionally, in an effort to encour-
age businesses to hire workers and
invest in capital expenditures, the
deduction is limited to the greater of
50 percent of the business’ W-2
wages, including wages paid to you,
or 25 percent of the W-2 wages paid
plus 2.5 percent of the unadjusted
basis of all depreciable property
used in the business and on hand at
year end. The unadjusted basis pre-
cludes any depreciation taken.
Capital gains and losses are excluded
from qualified business income. This
expanded QBI also replaces the
Domestic Production Activities
Deduction (section 199), most often
claimed by manufacturers.

Like-kind exchanges. Like-kind
exchange treatment no longer
applies to personal or intangible
property, machinery, equipment or
vehicles. Property held for sale does
not qualify. However, exchanges for
real property, whether improved or
unimproved, continues to qualify for
favorable like-kind exchange treat-
ment.

Opportunity zones and capital
gains tax benefits. Opportunity zones
are designed to spur long-term eco-
nomic development in low-income
communities by providing tax bene-
fits to investors. Taxpayers can rein-
vest capital gains from existing invest-
ments into Qualified Opportunity
Funds or Zones and defer capital
gains tax on the original sale. For
reinvestments held longer than 5
years, there is a 10-percent exclusion
of the deferred gain. If held more
than 7 years, the 10-percent exclusion
increases to 15 percent. If held for at
least 10 years, the original gain is
eliminated. More guidance on this
new tax benefit is expected from the
IRS soon.

Reduced corporate dividends-
received deduction. For tax years
beginning in 2018, the 70-percent
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Purchasing sawlogs and timber

at the following locations:

Olympia, WA 360-596-4232

Longview, WA 360-431-8667

Springfield, OR 541-729-3922



dividends-received deduction is
reduced to 50 percent and the 80-per-
cent dividends-received deduction is
reduced to 65 percent.

Business interest deductions become
limited. Previously, business interest
was fully deductible, subject to some
exceptions. The TCJA generally limits
deductible interest expense of large
businesses to 30 percent of adjusted
taxable income (ATI) for S-corpora-
tions, partnerships and LLCs treated
as partnerships for tax purposes. For
taxable years 2018 through 2021, ATI
is calculated by adding back deduc-
tions for depreciation, amortization
and depletion, but these items are no
longer added back in calculating ATI
beginning 2022. Businesses having
annual average gross receipts of $25
million or less for the three preceding
years are exempt from the new limita-
tion. Because it may be increasingly
difficult to deduct business interest
beyond 2021, your business may bene-
fit from thoughtful planning.

New depreciation and expensing
rules. If your business uses a significant
amount of equipment or qualified
business property, be aware you can
immediately expense more under the
new law. Under section 179, you can
write off 100 percent of the cost of
qualified purchases up to $1 million,
with increased investment limitations
to $2.5 million. Additionally, a 100-
percent bonus depreciation now
applies to the purchase of used proper-
ty. Passenger vehicle depreciation limits
are more favorable under TCJA.
Farmers and ranchers will benefit from
these depreciation deduction changes.

Meals and entertainment.
Entertainment expenses, including

amusement and recreation activities,
such as sporting events and golf or
athletic club memberships, are no
longer deductible. Meals purchased
separately remain 50-percent
deductible with further guidance
pending.

In addition to the business impacts
discussed here, the sweeping reform
affects individuals, trusts and estates as
well. It may be prudent to reach out to
your tax professional to find out how

these complex changes will impact you
and your business to avoid unexpected
surprises or penalties. ■
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Certified Public
Accountants

1501 4th Avenue 
Suite 2880
Seattle, WA
98101-1631
www.bbjsllp.com

206.682.4840

Disclaimer: To ensure compliance with
requirements imposed by the IRS, any tax
advice contained in this communication
was not intended or written to be used,
and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i)
avoiding tax-related penalties that may be
imposed on the taxpayer under the
Internal Revenue Code or applicable state
or local tax law, or (ii) promoting, market-
ing or recommending to another party any
tax-related matter(s) addressed herein.

Send in Your Tax Question
Do you have a question that relates to

accounting, business, or tax planning? If
so, send it to tax expert John Johnston
(jjohnston@bbjsllp.com) and he will
answer it in the next scheduled column.



DEAR TREEMAN, I grow ponderosa
pine in southcentral Washington with
15-18 inches of precipitation a year.
Several years ago, the wheat farmer
farming my field disked it; a few
months later, the field eroded, leaving
me with a trench that is up to 8 inch-
es deep. The trench is about 150
yards long and now my trees are
planted around it. Since planting, I’ve
been filling the trench with rotted
straw and lawn clippings. Now I have
a lot of wood chips. So, I’m using my
tractor and further filling the trench.
What can I do to help the chips rot
and become good soil? —Pine grower

DEAR PINE, As you opine on the state
of your pine, a thought of mine may
possibly lead to an increased efficacy
of the efforts by thine. In short, aban-
don the efforts of transforming wood
chips to “good soil.” Make do with
what nature has provided.

Wood chips of any kind are slow
decomposers largely due to the fact
they are rich in lignin, tannins and
other decomposition-resistant com-
pounds. In short, decomposition of
your wood chips requires heat, mois-
ture and time. A symbiotic relation-
ship likely exists between your efforts
to compost straw and lawn clippings
to improve soil quality but leave your
chips out of the equation (your
trench).

In your neck-of-the-woods, or
more apropos, wheat fields, the latter
are the rascally renegades and pri-

mary culprits of
carbon dioxide
emissions. Your
efforts to acceler-
ate wood fiber to
soil merely adds to
the carbon footprint.

The mulching process utilizes
available nitrogen and, some con-
tend, cause nutrient deficiencies in
plants; but there are also studies that
demonstrate wood mulch increases
nutrient levels in soils and/or associ-
ated plants. The affected nitrogen
deficiency exists at the mulch/soil
interface, inhibiting germination of
competing plants and having no
influence on established plant roots
Your use of straw and lawn clippings
ameliorates the nitrogen issue.

Another benefit of many wood
mulches involves the concept of
allelopathy, the suppression of
growth of a plant by a toxin released
from a nearby plant of the same or
different species. Suppression of
competing vegetation means more
available moisture for your trees, and
in your case, water is in short supply
so apply whatever management
techniques best utilize it.

Your trench is working as a long,
skinny compost bin, so keep it up.
Transfer the decomposed material
around your trees, then apply the
wood chips to aid in further breaking
down the material, but more impor-
tantly retaining available moisture.
Spread them at least a couple feet

from the base of your trees. Start with
native soil, add compost and top it
off with the wood chips. A place for
everything and everything in its
place. —Treeman

DEAR TREEMAN, I have a permanent
easement to access my property.
There are others who have the same
easement to get to their property: we
share the same road. One of them
says that, because he has a dwelling
and has spent more money on road
maintenance (he uses the road far
more than the rest of us), he has the
right to tell us how fast we can drive
and how much money we should be
spending on the road. I think he’s full
of it but thought you might have
some insight. —Carl

DEAR CARL, Good call: he’s full of it.
Property lines and roads can be
major issues of contention. I read
your easement and there are no stip-
ulations regarding road maintenance.
The document is over 50 years old
and many of these older easements
contain no requirements other than
to grant permission by a landowner
to the owner of a different parcel to
access their land.

If the easement contains no lan-
guage related to maintenance, the
default rule is that the dominant
estate owner (the person who was
granted the easement) is required to
“adequately maintain” the easement
at no cost to the subservient estate
owner (the easement grantor). In
terms of fiscal obligations, funds are
determined by the level of usage. If
one party traverses the road three
times more than another party, they
pay three times as much. Keep in
mind this is a general rule but is rea-
sonably accurate.

As far as multiple dominant estate
owners, one believing they have
greater legal authority over another
merely because of increased usage
and/or expenditures, then they’re bark-
ing up the wrong tree/road.You’re all
equal partners, and a little give-and-
take by all involved parties will prove
beneficial both in terms of goodwill
and the pocketbook. —Treeman

Tips From The Treeman
▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲

Steve Bowers
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time of overall conflict in the 1990s,
he related a story about a legal
appeal by a group of private
landowners to stop management and
development of a ski area on the
Lolo National Forest. They gave
technical concerns about various
aspects of the development, but only
after meeting with them in a private
home, Orville found out the real rea-
son for the appeal was that the
landowners felt the Forest Service
was rude to them at a public meeting;
they felt attacked then and responded
by appealing the project. After apol-

ogizing and trying to seek common
ground, they ultimately withdrew the
lawsuit. He said, “We found common
ground and the facility is operating
today. We had to take into considera-
tion feelings, beliefs, values and social
fabric. What did we do? We admitted
mistakes, opened the issue for more
discussion, met with concerned indi-
viduals and compromised. We made
some minor adjustments in the ski-
trail design but nothing substantial.”
Of course, not all conflicts are dealt
with as easily as this. However, in
1995, that was a start.

In 2014, I had the privilege of
joining an effort in southcentral
Oregon. A group of professional fed-
eral, state and private land managers
joined an already established 501c (3)
non-profit called the Klamath-Lake
Forest Health Partnership (KLFHP).
Initiated in the early 1990s, KLFHP
follows Orville Daniel’s lead of estab-
lishing the common ground of
sound, science-based forest and land-
scape management and overcoming
barriers by working together. The
group’s success in managing forests
across boundaries on public and pri-
vate land to make a positive differ-
ence on the ground is recorded in a
published document, “Planning and
Implementing Cross-boundary,
Landscape-scale Restoration and
Wildfire Risk Reduction Projects.”
(catalog.extension.oregonstate.edu/pn
w707).

Professor Daniels taught me
(intentional or not) that policy and
legislation may not be the best way
to work out differences and problems
and may not be the best thing to
resolve conflict when dealing with the
rapid pace of change in resource
management. In fact, more restric-
tions mean less flexibility to adapt
and adjust. Perhaps the other lesson
learned is that we needed to go
through the conflicts of the past
decades to work together coopera-
tively and to emphasize common
ground to solve our problems and to
meet economic, ecologic and social
needs. The success in southcentral

Oregon may not have been possible
without this.

Policy and legislation would be
better developed to enable concerned
and capable resource management
professionals to adjust and adapt
within supportive organizations to
break barriers, work outside fixed
and antiquated position descriptions
and have financial and political sup-
port. This will promote landscape
efforts that truly meet the intentions
of the National Cohesive Wildland
Fire Management Strategy objectives
of: 1. Restoring and maintaining
resilient landscapes; 2. Creating fire-
adapted communities; and 3. Safe
and effective wildfire response, as
KLFHP is doing successfully. These
efforts should be legislatively funded
and policy-supported as standard
operating procedures—not as com-
petitive and anomalous test cases.

We have come a long way, but
more positive change is needed. ■

DANIEL LEAVELL earned his bachelor’s
and master’s degrees in forestry/forest
science from Oregon State University
and his doctorate in landscape and dis-
turbance ecology from the University
of Montana. While working for the
Forest Service over a span of 37 years,
he was agency administrator, resource
advisor, BAER team participant and
certified silviculturist in Region 6.
Daniel is currently assistant professor
of practice and Extension forest/fire
science agent, Oregon State
University, College of Forestry
Extension assigned to Klamath and
Lake Counties since 2014. Prior to
this position, he was a private forest
and natural resource consultant and
fire chief for a northwest Montana fire
district. Daniel was also a wildland
firefighter for 34 years and volunteered
for two years as a firefighter/EMT for
a Klamath County Fire District.
Daniel can be reached at 541-883-
7131 or Daniel.Leavell@oregon-
state.edu.
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