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Simpson
Simpson Timber Company 
Redwood Division p o box ii69
ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 95521-1169 (707)822-0371 FAX (707) 822-4429

April 7, 1994

Mr. Will Stelle
Deputy Director
Office of Environmental Policy
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. Stelle:

On behalf of all of your recent Simpson visitors, I want to thank you for meeting 
with us last week in Washington. As we mentioned, we had an opportunity to meet 
earlier in the day with Don Barry and Mike Spear of Interior and Rollie Schmitten 
and Laurie Sullivan of the National Marine Fisheries Service.

We appreciated having an opportunity to discuss Simpson's habitat conservation 
plan strategies with you and, in particular, our interest in pursuing a plan for 
anadromous fish and other aquatic species of concern on our California 
timberlands, as detailed in the prospectus we left with you. A solid working 
relationship, good communications and effective coordination among Simpson and 
various federal and state agencies will be essential, if we are to be successful. As 
we discussed, clarification as to the following will be very important before we 
proceed:

-Which agency will have lead responsibility for plan and pre-listing agreement 
approval?

-How will federal agencies coordinate their internal and interagency reviews?

-Subject to approval of the measures proposed in our plan, will participating 
agencies provide pre-listing assurances to Simpson regarding the species of 
concern?

-How will the plan be approved and during what time frame?



Mr. Will Stelle Letter 
April 7, 1994 
Page 2

In addition, I want to reiterate a key point we stressed last week: It is critical that 
we proceed with an adaptive plan-one that reflects the unique characteristics of our 
resources and gives us the flexibility to continue managing our properties.
Simpson's Spotted Owl Habitat Conservation Plan is a good example of a 
successful adaptive plan based on site-specific science.

As we discussed, we have enjoyed an excellent working relationship with the Fish 
and Wildlife Service as we jointly developed the northern spotted owl HCP covering 
our California lands. We all learned a lot in that effort and we look forward to 
working cooperatively with some of the same folks, along with representatives of 
National Marine Fisheries Service.

Once again, it was a pleasure meeting with you last week. Please don't hesitate to 
call me for additional detail about our proposed conservation strategy or the key 
questions briefly recapped above. We will keep you posted on our efforts to move 
forward with the proposal we discussed with you last week.

SinceiBly^

David W. Kaney
Vice President & General Manager 

cc: Maureen Frisch
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management.And c^ngratuiatc them lor dcmonsiraung that government and pnvai^'.::' 
owncrst'^n worK together for the bcjiefit of all of us. ' .... '
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Vi'tfnr.

cc. Congrrjjsman Norm OicK'S
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mm, United States Department of the Interior
FISH AN'D WILDLIFE SKRVICE

Pacific Northwest Habitat Conservation Plan Program 
3773 Martin Way East, Building C - Suite 101 

Olympia, Washington 98501 
(206) 534-9330 FAX: (206) 534-9331

February 23, 1994

FROM
:(^C

Kathleen McGinty, Director 
White House Office on Environmental Policy 

Will Stelle, Associate Director of Natural Resources 
White House Office on Environmental Policy 

George Frampton, Assistant Secretary 
Department of the Interior 

Jim Lyons, Assistant Secretary 
Department of Agriculture 

Mollie Beattie, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Don Barry, Counselor to the Assistant Secretary 
Department of the Interior

Curt Smilch, Program Sujxirvisor

SUBJECT: NEWSPAPER COVERAGE OF IHE WA'IERSHED
CONFERENCE

I am taking the liberty of sending you copies of articles from the major newspapers 
about the Nonhwesi Watershed Restoroiion/Partnership Conference. I^t me know if 
I am duplicating a "service" you already have in place.

Congratulations to all of you. 1 have heard nothing but good things about the 
administration’s participation in the Conference. "The Feds had their act together," is 
a common statement being made.

The show of force, teamwork and intelligence was quite impressive. Keep up the 
great work.

CS:ef

Attachments
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EDITORIALS
New thinking welcome 

on species preservation
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' A FTER years of agitation and litigation, a bracing j olt of innovation
ZA might break the gridlock on attitudes and efforts to protect wildlife and 

X^fish.
' A Clinton administration team working on the Northwest forest plan 

proposes to give non-federal landowners an incentive to develop habitat 
preservation plans that cover the spectrum of threatened and endangered 
wildlife and fish, not just single species.

,The reward would be to exempt cooperative landowners’ land from future 
restrictions due to additions to the endangered-species list.

As with most innovations, this one builds on the past and carries a measure 
of risk, but it takes a creative leap over existing thinking.

The federal Endangered Species Act cannot compel landowners to create 
habitat to protect endangered species, but the law does protect critters from 
acts that would jeopardize their survival. As a result, timber companies leave 
swaths of trees standing to avoid spjotted owls.

An exemption allows for the incidental demise of, say, an individual owl, if 
sufficient habitat is preserved to support the broader population of that 
species.

The exemption does not get much use. Producing plans s?ecies-by-spedes 
is'eumbersome and expensive, and still fewer property owners want to nsk 
getting their land locked up as habitat for some yet-to-be-identified 
endangered species. This has contributed to unprecedented harvests on 
private land.

' This proposal, one of many aired last week at a regional conference on 
watered restoration, goes to the heart of tensions that cloud the 
reauthorization of the Endangered Species Act by Congress. Environmental­
ists want to revise the act from a bureaucratic footrace with extinction to a 

. habitatwide approach that keeps fragile species out of danger. Private propert 
interests resent the act’s iron-dad bias toward preservation over ownership 
prerogatives and economic impacts — favoring owls, murrclct or coho over 
people.

The proposed incentive recognizes both the economic value of land and the 
benefit of linking up contiguous property for meaningful preservation.

Before the incentive for habitat plans becomes real it faces a host of 
political, legal and scientific challenges. Writing the agreement to allow for re­
opening discussions in the face of new information will be most delicate.

federal government has no choice but to be innovative. With 800 
spedes listed and thousands more in offidal limbo, the government does not 
have the time and money to continue business as usual.

New thinking is needed and welcome.
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spirit 

hailed
Cooperation calleLg.. 
critical to saving ?® 

region’s wildlife
By Rob Taylor
P'l Reportef

TACOMA - PowerfVil federal; 
officials yesterday hailed the'i 
Northwest for launching a nSw 
era of cooperation to protect fis1i; • 
and wildlife alter a decade’Tof, 
conflict, but added a cracial
else.'

Rep. George Miller, chairman 
of the House Interior Committee 
and Mollie Beattie, director of i. 
U-§. Fish and Wildlife ServiceT'K 
both called this region a likely ^', 
model for others for how to prO:,;' 
tect natural resources. ,

Their comments highlighted a ; 
two-day conference full of opt^ - 
mistic assessments that the revr. 
gion's timber wars were endingi'-S/ 
But some skeptics questioned that 
premise, and Miller warned that If 
the conflicts continue, federal Ti: 
nancial help will soon dry up.

If the region moves toWhrd ;; 
consensus solutions, Miller sald/W 
Congress will “want to help an'd V' 
will use you as a model of guC-^(' 
cess." But If battles over timber^;; , 
lands continue, he said, federdi^. 
aid will quickly end. i;' ’'

“Congress will walk away from V.‘ 
you and there will be nothing yduV*;-; 
delegation can do for you," Miller'^ 
said.

Cooperation and partnerships ? 
were leading themes of the coh-’-vs' 
ference, organized by Hep. Norin''^': 
Dicks, D-Wash., to discuss how to^-" 
Spend about $70 million that the;;; 
federal government has ear-

LOGGING, Page C3 ^

Seattle Post-Intelligencer, Friday, February 18, 1994 C3 ir. 
---------------------------------^^^

Logging: Real change doubted ISi!
■Rtf'From Page Cl

ntarked for restoring watersheds 
damaged by logging and road- 
building.

That aid is part of more than 
$300 million slated for the region 
this year in President Clinton's 
Northwest forest package.

Some at the conference were 
skeptical that the timber Industry 
is entering a new, more sensitive 
era. Bonnie Phillips-Howard of 
the Pilchuk Audubon Society and 
Western Ancient Forest Campaign 
said that despite much talk, “peo­
ple aren’t changing their prac­
tices," And Jim Owens, executive 
director of the forest campaign, 
reserved the right to go to court to 
propel change.

On the optimistic side, Beattie 
predicted that state, private and 
federal landowners will cooperate 
in weaving a fabric of fish and 
wildlife habitat protection across 
the landscape.

Beattie called the conference 
“indeed a watershed event ’ when 
“everything starts flowing . . . 
away from the courts and toward 
sustainable economics,"

She said cooperation is imper­
ative. “We know we can't buy and 
regulate our way to sustainable 
ecosystems,” she said.

Federal officials here talked 
of a potent new incentive for 
private cooperation: a federal 
guarantee that if private owners 
draw up acceptable land manage­
ment plans, they would be im­
mune from additional federal spe- 
cics'protection mandates.

A-
# 

%

That would resolve a quandary 
faced by Murray-Pacific Co., 
which wrote Washington's first 
private spotted-owl protection 
plan only to face new logging 
restrictions to protect the mar­
bled murrelet,

Weyerhaeuser Co. announced 
this week it has agreed to write a 
plan to preserve many species on 
about 100,000 acres of its land in 
southwest Washington. The tini- . 
ber giant expects that when feder- 
al officials approve the plan, they 
will agree not to demand more 
concessions at a later date. That 
would give the company regula­
tory stability that it has long 
sought.

Curt Smitch, former director 
of the Washington Department of 
Wildlife, said the administration 
supports the concept and the 
Interior Department’s lawyers Say 
it would need no new legislation,.

The conference was limed to 
occur about a week before the 
Forest Service and Bureau of 
Land Management submit their 
final draft plan for protecting 
wildlife on Northwe.st federal 
lands.

If the plan is upheld by the 
courts, Smitch and other officials 
predict that more timber land- -i' 
owners and farmers will accept -Cl 
new responsibility to protect cer­
tain resources on private as well 
as public lands.

It is becoming clear to all, said 
Smitch and Miller, that lax regula­
tion of logging will not return.

“You’re not going to be able to 
roll the clock back,” Smitch said.

■4“

%

#■ 

I:
■Y
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Private timber firms may get 

watershed-fixup incentives
By Sand! Doughton 
The News Tribune

Property lines mean nothing to water or 
salmon, and they should be equally irrelevant 
to watershed restoration, state fisheries di­
rector Bob 'Bimer said Thursday.

Many of the state’s most damaged water­
sheds are on private land, Turner told par­
ticipants at a conference on repairing the 
eoo opcal harm from logging and creatii^ 
new jobs for displaced limber workers.

But the bulk of the money for watershed 
restoration appears to be targeted at the 
State’s national forest lands.

It doesn't make sense to spend those funds 
fixing up federal lands to restore salmon 
habitat when it’s the poor conditions on pri­
vate land that are often the biggest fish- 
killers, TVimer said.

“The goal of our efforts he re are to restore 
fish and wildlife resources and proride jobs,” 
he said. “Neither one of those goals can be 
achieved on federal lands only.”

The two-day conference, organized by U.S, 
Rep. Norm Dicks fD-Bremerton) and ad­
dressed Wednesday by Vice President A1 
Gore, i.s aimed at finding the ^st way to 
spend the $72 million anted up by the federal 
government this year for watershed pro­
grams. About $27 million of that total is to be 
spent on actual watershed restoration pro­
jects - work that would be done by the peo­
ple who used to cut dowm trees and build 
logging roads.

“A job on private land is the same as a job 
on federal land," Tiitner said.

In Washington, private companies own 
about 40 percent of timber larjds and pro­

duce 70 percent of the state han'est.
Generally, private lands are found in low­

er elevations, with federal lands located liigh- 
er in the >^ atersheds.

“Water runs downhill," said Jim Lyons, 
the assistant secretary of agriculture who 
oversees the U.S. Forest Service. “Before it 
gets to the sea, it might cross state lands, pri­
vate lands, tribal lands, farm lands."

The cooperation of private landowners is 
crucial to the success of forest management 
that takes entire watersheds and ecosys­
tems into account.

“It seems inconceivable that for so long 
we’ve continued to manage without consid­
ering the effect of our activities on the rest of 
the watershed, on the people downstream," 
Lyons said.

If private landowmers are reluctant to em­
brace watershed restoration, the federal gov­
ernment could offer incentives, said Dave 
Frederick, director of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service’s Washington branch.

Frederick’s agency has been working for 
several years with private landowners on 
the Olympic Peninsula to shore up crum­
bling logging roads, revegetate bare slopes, 
fence livestock out of streams and re-create 
fish habitat in barren streams.

In many cases, federal cost-sharing is 
enough to gain the landowner’s cooperation, 
he said. In other cases, public image is a fac­
tor.

Simpson Timber Company is one of the 
biggest landowners in the area and has b«n 
helping the Fish and Wildlife Service apply 
first aid to heavily logged watersheds. *610 
company has been criticized for its past prac-

Please see Watereped, B3

Gontinued from B1
tices in the area and is eager to make 
amends, Frederick said.

“Public opinion means a lot to 
them."
-,But it’s also important to private 
companies that dollars invested in 
restoration get the job done, said 
John Gorman of Simpson.
,.,'^ou can spend a lot of money and 
not fix what needs to be fixed,” he 
said.

■ Companies that don't take action to 
fix environmental problems on their 
property could face tougher regula­
tions in the future, as more creatures 
land on the federal Endangered 
Species List.

'TTiey have a financial risk associ­
ated with bad habitat," TUmcr said.

The federal government is en­
couraging private companies to de­
velop management plans that will 
protect a broad range of wildlife 
species and help head off extinctions. 
In exchange for these voluntary liabi- 
tat conservation plans, the govern­
ment exempts the company from 
some logging restrictions.

In the future, such deals may also 
r^uire agreement from the compa­
nies to conduct their owm watershed 
restoration projects, Frederick said.

“Are there going to be some hella- 
cious debates with big companies?" 
he asked. “You bet."
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ClintoS^o#<ers
an incentive to
preserve wfldJffe
Landowners would 

be insured against 

future restiictions ■
By ewe PRYKt 
Statdt Times staff rtpinitr

Tacoma ^ The Clinton ad- 
nujustrabon is dangling a big, new 
carrot in front of Northwest timber 
companies and other non-federal 
Itodowners to entice them to pro- 

protection for fish and wildlife on their lands.
Call it endangered'species in* 

surance.
If property owners submit wild­

life habitat plans that wn federal 
approval, administration officials 
said yesterday, the deal probably

will indude a government promise 
to exempt their lands from restric­
tions resulting from future addi- 
“ons to the enda^ered-species

m applicant.If you do your part and somathine 
happens, you won't be held respon­
sible, ' said Curt Smitch, former 
director of the state Wildlife De- 
partment, who now heads a federal 
team trying to persuade non-fcderal 
lan^wners to write habitat plans.

"People are wanting some clo­
sure and some certainty," Smitch 
said.

Environmentalists said they 
wanted more detail but expressed 
concern about the concept. Some 
questiopd its legality.

Rollio Schmitten, assistant ad-

Ple«e set WildUfe OK A 12
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Clinton plan would oj^cr incentive 

for hndowners to save ecosystems
WUdlife

CONTINUED FROM PACE 1 , . ' ------- ------------ - ~
^ Jatidowners with approved nlans

tned before but is both legal «id «tms. 
appropriate
: The ifcsue emerged as a two-dav flan<3owners) want is

(inference on one element of Clin- *0 some long-term abilit)-
ton's Northwest forest plan - re- Schmitten, whose
Coring damaged watersheds - con- fS?rV,‘® o
Vened in Tacoma yesterday. -Sl ^ Endangered Species Act.

■ Vice Presidcm^Al Gore; the «,n- ^ ®

, Adm^Stration-offidals said yes- SUte Departraent of Natuml R.
; er^y that agr^ments to insiUate sources SfjSoSly fiLd 

app^ved plans phbis to write a habitat p£S 2 
om restnctions resulting from fu- million acres of forest. Yesterday,

Gore jounced two more aEree-’ 
mejus In Washington state.

Longview Fibre has agreed to 
wnte a pj^i for 21,000 acres in the

Andthe Seattle Water Department will
lav -nt, ^ -*------ fo*" its 90,000nacre

. rresiacnt ai Gorei the oon- ^ ® «te of de­

long-ninrjuig forest fight'-the most end^ered-speoes insur-
(fifficult and vexing enviionmental ^
issue in our naUon." and Clinton's P^'ipdic reconsi- assistant secre-

tto Project for natural resources,"
. ^re repeated the adminijtra- 

^n^'s aim to promote partnerships 
Vtn non-fcdtual landowners to pro-
b^ct pntirp Oi*>Acve*Amo

circunistarces
wwAjfc rieimpi^on, assistant sacra* of th« Interior for fish, wildlife 
and parks. “We're trying to use what 
incentives wc have to get people to 
Worjw With us to do things on the land

^ a___^ ^ ftk 1 • .

, The .Weyerhaeuser Co. has nave w> get people to
agreed to prepare a habitat pian to with us to do things on the land
protect all fish and wildlife on 100,000 can't impose by fiat," he said
acres k owns in Pacific and Lewis ^ mtervfow.

If the public perceives the Endan­
gered Species Act as imposing oner­
ous restiirtions on private property, 
the law's prospects for reauthoriza­
tion could suffer, Frampton added.

r V,. .vw^w loiiuvwners w prc^- " .----- •—*“*v ^uuiutuii JIW,WUfeet entire ecosystems, across prop- owns m Pacific and Lewis
^ lines, rather than indiridual spe- ‘ land with few owls. Charley
acs such as the threatened northern executive vice president
^tted owl. , I said insurance agmst future endan-
' That hasn’t been easy. 1 listings is one of the me law $ prospects tor reauthonza-
I The only real leverage the gov. tion could suffer, Frampton added.

ertunent has had until recently are ®ut environmentalists said such i In other developments in Tacoma 
the “owl circles" that restrict loggiDg i “old shortchange wildlife, I yesterday;
on up to 4,000 acres aromd each 1970s, said Tim Cullinan of the ^ *Gore announced the first two 
epotted-owl nest on state and private Audubon Society, biologists economic-development grants in
lands. The Endangered Species Aa thought spotted owls required much Washington under Clinton's program
^ys the circles can be superseded if habiut than they now believe is 1 ^ hard-hit timber towns gener- 
dwnors submit and federal officials atenewjobs. Forks, Clallam CoJinty.i

will get $280,000 to buy and improve

X,,,; diuwigereu ^peCiCS Art ays the circles can be superseded if
Owners submit and federal officials needed. mo new juua. i-unwa, wuiudui v.uiun^,
^provealtemativehabiUt plans. , i If the government had issued • «280,000 to buy and improve

‘ Clintoii administration officials insurance to > f^^^^^^^^^F^rl^itl'ePortofCentra-
pushing the plans, saying they on that basis then, . will get

toffi make more sense for wildlife : , today?" he ^^^-000 to expand a building that
and allow more logging than the ‘ will house a clothing manufacturer.

iJoppelt, executive director ’pSiwi for Murra>- the Pacific Rivers Council, said
Pacific Cotp, ifi eastern Lewis Coim- “sumca might be acceptable khabi-
r' - P‘3*^s provide protecdon for salm­

on on non-fprt*vai __
, plans provide protecdon for salm-

rir n.^n-federai lands similar to
»KHr u ^ species on their prop- Clinton proposes for federal

incentive to Crests - 300-foot-wide buffers 
3long each side of fish-bearincwmplained that relief from owl-relat- streams. n n oearmg

s£!HE5'iifr^' -threatened or endangered. ^ ^ addition lo Weyerhaeuser, the

M ■•VFU.9V a ni<liiUIaCCurCi,“These are not massive pro­
jects," Gore said, “but they are
practical ones."

• U.S. Rep. Peter DeFazio, D- 
Oie.. charged Clinton's proposed 
1995 budget provides only one-tliird 
of tiie money regio-oal agencies said 
they need to cany out his forest plan.
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Ruling
threatens
species
habitat
■ Court says endangered 

species, not the ecp^tem, 

must be kept from ‘harm’
By Kim Tyson and Ralph K.IL Haur«ilz 
Amsfiwn^tajesfnan Staff

In a dtdsitm that could iaave dramatic ramifica- 
tipns in Aus^j) and other iireaa where endangered 
species live, A federal appeals courf: has tossed OUt a 
key rule under the Endange-ed Species Act.

A three-judge panel Of the 1J,S. Court of Appeals for, 
the District of Coluichia Cinvit ruled 2-1 Friday that 
the Department of the Intaxior's Fish and Wilc^e 
Service had oveiEtepped its bounds in defining 
•'hjettn” to an endangrod spedes.

The service’s dfifinilion includes not only direct 
harm to a ^pedes, but signiiicast modification to its 
habitat. But the court said die service could not in­
clude habitat modificatioi] in the ^^tion of 
“harm,” and said that interpietation was neithei rea­
sonable nor authorised by CoBgiafis.

The wildlife' service has relied on the “harm” rule to 
sharply testiict commerdal and residentiai construc­
tion in many areas of the iioutrtry, including thou­
sands of acres in the Austin aiacu

“rt truly is ihe higgeat development under endan­
gered species law since Congress last amended the 
act," said J.B, Ruhl, an Austin lawyer who frequently 
represents developers.

Developers ^plauded the ruling, environmental­
ists criticized it and federal officials cgid it was too 
early m assess its implications.

The mlmg is a dramatic eetback for the CKotOn ad- 
miiii-ilration. Secretary of the Interior Bruce Babbitt

So8 Ruling, AS
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Ruling could have major impad 

on development in Austin ar<
Continiied from A1

“Ws doa’t know whether we wffl appeal, and nei* 
ther can we aay apecifically Imw this decision will af- 

OUT implementation Cof the ew) ia yovr area or 
anyplace else in the country.'* said Bob Waiker. a 
apokeaman' for the Interior Department.

The goveminent could ask the foil District of Co* 
lumfaia appeals court or the the Supreme Court to 
take up the case. Legal specialists said such a request 
could come later this year or in 1996.

If the ruling stands, it would have £^-reachillg im­
plications, said John ifladeod. the attorney who chal­
lenged the reguktion on behalf of several timber 
companiee, in(^viduels and communities in the Pacif­
ic Northwest and the Southeast. .

In the Austin area, for sucampk. the iuling_ could 
dramatically alter federal government’s imple­
mentation of the act and also affect & habitat conser­
vation effort known as the Balcones Canyonlands 
Co!i£ei''ation Plan.

In Mceas years, Pish and Wildlife Service ofGcials 
have said tlaet landowners itt we5tera Travis County 
would be violating federal law if they removed trees, 
brush and other potential habitat of federally listed' 
endangered specifis. The issue has involved two spe­
cies of migratory son^iids and several types of cave 
bugs.

Buhi said the ruling, if upheld, could mean land­
owners wouldhe firee to clear land of habitat as long as ' 
they didn’t diiecily harm an endangered spedes in the 
process.

"If you were to apply it here in Austin, it would 
mean that when the and vireos fly south there
would he no restrictions on habitat modiScation." 
Ruhl said.

However. Ruhl and other sperialists cautioned 
landowners not to assume that it would be legal to de­
stroy habitat.

‘Tf there's anybody out there sc blackhearted as to 
look at this decision as an opportunity to rush out and 
destroy habitat, they may run afotil of the act’s prohi­
bition on. harassment," said Michenl Bean, chairman 
of the wildlife program for the Environmental De­
fense Fund, a national conservation group.

He said the decision was disappointing.
“It is a decision that says it is. in effect, OK for 

someone to come demolish your home if you’re not in 
the home at the time, to put it in a human context, 
because it says it is OK to destroy homes of endan­
gered spacies,” Bean said.

Local environmentalists also were upset.
"It has bees our understanding that the intention' 

of the act is to protect not just the endangered spedes 
itself, hut also its habitat and the ecosystems that,, 
they are part of.” eald Craig Smith, secretary pf the' 
Austin Sierra Club.

“So to the extent that the opinion may detract&om 
the protection of overall eco^"atettS in favor of some 
suirt of tunnel-vision approach to spedes alone, then I 
think it’s a narrow and a nonsensical mterprrtatiop.pf- 
the act- The act only znakes sense to the extent that it

west, where the spotted owl is found, and two timo 
ossodations in the Southeast, where the led-coc' 
ed woodpecker is found.

Interior Department o^cials sought to cast IhA i 
cisioa in a positive light A statement by '* 
Sweeney, Babbitt’s chief Spokesman, noted that s 
Ninth Circuit Court of A.ppeals in San FrancUco I 
sued an opinion in 19SS upholding the wildlife s| 
vice’s interpretation of “harm."

Friday’s decision "merely creates a :®lit in the < 
cuits end does not in any way change the deSnitiOB 
harm as it appHes in the Ninth Circuit," Swe 
said.

Jana Grote, assistant field supervisor for the F| 
and Wildlife Servdee in AustiEj said the office k aw; 
ing clarification on the meaning of the decision.

"At this point.., we’re continuing to make esur t 
the same way.” she said.

, However, several lawyers said the earlier cartj 
not squarely address the validity of the harm i ‘ 
tion. It dealt with the palila, an endangered 1 
Hiawai!, and the impact of ^ets and sheep gr&'Ax 
floweis needed for its survival 

Terry Bray, an Austin attorney, Said Friday’s i 
may also have In^lidations for the Balcones plan.J 
effort % local community leaders to establish a mu 
rnmion-dodar legioiml preserve system to address 1 
area's endangered spemea issuas.

“There’s been a concern that the plan is too fci 
• ose and ebst^,” Bi*sr,'Baid. “A substantially smal| 

more cirenm^bed Solution would suffice under ^ 
law that wdisld involve less money, less land and i 
haps fewCT problems in trying to find landowners | 
vobed in. hel^tog to solve the endangered 
problems that exist here.”

The Endangered Spedes Act has become a : 
davalopmeut hurdle for landowners in a large » 
of w^tem Travis and WilUamsotr counties since' 
late 1980s. Its effects have been magnified a$ A.U 
economy has contmueid to mushroom, putting 
3UK on land dfiveldpers to find new sites for sub 
sions and inctaasing the v^e of land not I 
by such concerns.
- As a conuiquence, the value of raw land in westf 
sections of'Dffivis County affected by endangered a: 
des has been discounted roughly 5(3 percent for ] 
purposes,'aacoid^ to officials with ^ Travis i 
ttal .Appraisal DistiicL

Sieve Paulson, head of the Austin office of SVVj 
Inc. Enviroimfental Cctusultanis, ssid thousands 

. acres in western Travis and Williamson counties [ 
in a “gray area” because of vcgetatkin that at 
mdangcr^ Spedes.

“ThG’’rt taking away a fairly strong weapon ] 
and Wydlife has had to pre\<~ent people from deva 

'■ . ing or (to require landowners} to get penaits,” 
son said."; .

“Tt nHic thp fTrcf. aignificant court decision that bJ
caily has told Fi$b and Wildlife that they can’t i 

• cifle their power as much as they have in the past,*] 
said • . .

. Regardless of the act, Austin development; 
tions'wiU continue to restrict development on 
west side, said David-Armbrast. an Austin '



VA9 A W uxuy iuHA0t» bisiMtf bu uur «jbv«ub uit&v lypiottcw habitat aod ecosyscatna aad not jost the ani­
mals tbsmsalves.’* . •

The ruling was in the case of Sweet Home Chapter 
of Coammiities for a Great Orefon va.Sabbztt. The 
piaintiO's are a broad coalition, of timber comganies.,.,, 

and communities in the Pacific '

Extended Page 3.1wwL uaSr Muu j_rttviu*ATnuj£UAkf im Aluiuui uave«
mant attorney. Ha said the Sava Oox Sptinfs 
nance liasnd in 1992 sharply restricts dev^pm 
Southwest Austin while new revisions to the Co:

, hna^'Wetarabed^ OrdinanCT Kmit the densil 
' pwjj^;iiaidl cons^ction Von slopes in Noitl- 

Auatinl*^



Preston 

Gates Elus
&ROUVELAS
Meeds

Please Deliver Immediatelyl 
Thank you.

TELECOPIER COVER PAGE
ATTORMF-Vli *T L»W 

Suite 500
1735 New Yak Avenue, NW 
Washington. DC 20QOM7S9 
(202) 62S>1X0 
FAX* (202)331-1024

(Dite)

FROM:
fiTfhf' 6kilt. or

(Company)

- -2''/ o
(Telecopy No.)

(Number of Pages - including this cover sheet)

«=^3'7«?5 ^%{sQO'b
(Ghent Matter Number)

COMME

If you do not receive aU pages, PLEASE CONTACT SENDER AT (202) 628-1700

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLYPOH THE USE OF THE ISNVtDUAl. Ott KNTTTYTO WHICH IT n jinniiFXSFp jjf^D MAY CONTAIN 
tSFOMdAtKM WAT IS FRfVJLBGEa CONFIDENTIAL AND EXEUdPT FJIOU ftWrfACtatg UNIXX j4PPUrAtit K tjiw IF THE KEADEit OF 
THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED SEOPIENr OR THE EMFLOOE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DEUVERINC THE MESSAGE TO THE 
INTENDED RECIPIENT, TOVARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DtSTRIEVTION OR COPYINC OF THIS COMMUNICATION 
IS STRICTLY PROWEnUX IP YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS CCOOiUNfCATK)N IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE, 
AND RETURN WE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO VS AT T7E ABOVE ADDRESS VIA THE VS POSTAL SERVICE. THANK YOU.



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE

SUBJECT^ITLE DATE RESTRICTION

001. list [Personally Identifiable Information] [partial] (1 page) 03/31/1994 b(6)

COLLECTION:
Clinton Presidential Records 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Kathleen "Katie" McGinty 
OA/Box Number: 4301

FOLDER TITLE:
Forest Conference-Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs)

2012-0769-F
rs2976

Presidential Records Act -144 U.S.C. 2204(a)|
RESTRICTION CODES

Freedom of Information Act -15 ll.S.C. 552(b)|

PI National Security Classified Information 1(a)(1) of the PRA|
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA|
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA|
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information ((a)(4) of the PRA|
PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President 

and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA|
P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(a)(6) of the PRA|

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed 
of gift.

PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3).

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

b(l) National security classified information |(b)(l) of the FOIA| 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA|
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(b)(3) of the FOIA| 
b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial 

information 1(b)(4) of the FOIA| 
b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(b)(6) of the F01A| 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA)
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOIAj 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA]



’■
■ 3/5/

SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY MEETING 

WITH WIU STELUE

Thursday, March 31 - 2:30 p.m.

Jim Brown 
Maureen Frisch 
John Gorman 
Tom Ingham 
Dave Kaney 
Tharon O’Dell 
Wayne Whitlock

(yr'eO-hri

:;i?

■ ■■■:.

■ ■

I



SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY 
Strategies for Habitat Conservation Plans 
California, Washington, Oregon Properties 

March, 1994

Simpson Timber Company, with resources and operations in California, Washington 
and Oregon, has developed habitat conservation plan strategies for each state in 
which it owns forestlands and will proceed as follows:

California

Areata Redwood Company continues work on a Habitat Conservation Plan for the 
Marbled Murrelet, which will be submitted later this year. Extensive research on 
and near company lands has shown that birds use adjacent Forest Service and Park 
properties for nesting and that Arcata's scattered residual type of timber is not 
suitable habitat for the murrelet. The HCP that is submitted for review and 
approval will reflect these conditions.

Simpson Redwood Company will initiate discussions with the Department of 
Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service and 
California state agencies to develop an aquatic HCP for its California lands.
Simpson has collected significant data on aquatic issues; currently operates under 
a Northern Spotted Owl HCP, which also addresses habitat requirements of 39 
other species; and is developing a long-term sustainable yield plan for its entire 
ownership, as required under state regulations.

Washington

Simpson Timber Company's Northwest Operations is continuing with research and 
data collection to evaluate the appropriate HCP approach for its Washington lands. 
The company's major thrust at this point is to collect additional fishery and wildlife 
data for its properties.

Oregon

Simpson's Oregon holdings consist of scattered properties with immature timber, 
which generally is unsuitable for owls or murrelets. In 1994, the company will 
focus on further owl and murrelet surveys and on analyses to increase the 
company's general understanding of fish and wildlife habitat needs. Late in 1994, 
the company will evaluate what has been learned and whether to develop an HCP 
for its Oregon properties.



SIMPSON OVERVIEW

From its beginning as a small timber company in Mason County, Wash., 
Simpson has grown into an international forest and building products company 
with operations in nine states. In 1990 the company marked its 100th 
anniversary, making it the second-oldest, continuously-operating forest products 
company in the Pacific Northwest. Today, Simpson operates three subsidiaries 
under a holding company, Simpson Investment Company of Seattle, Wash.

Simpson Timber Company, the company's original enterprise, is based in 
Shelton, Wash. Simpson Timber owns more than 773,000 acres of forestland on 
the West Coast where it grows trees to provide lumber and paper products for 
millions of people. In addition, Simpson produces coastal redwood, Douglas fir and 
western hemlock lumber, overlaid plywood, overlay papers and wood panel doors 
at its mills in California, Oregon and Washington.

Simpson Paper Company, headquartered in San Francisco, Calif., is the 
largest of the operating companies. It manufactures high-quality printing and writ­
ing papers, specialty papers, bleached and unbleached kraft wood pulp and 
linerboard at 11 mills and finishing facilities in nine states.

Simpson, under the name Pacific Western Extruded Plastics Company 
(PWPipe), manufactures extruded plastic pipe for use in irrigation, water works and 
electrical applications. PWPipe operates six facilities plants in Washington, Oregon 
and California. Its home base is in Eugene, Ore.



Simpson Timber Company
Headquarters: Shelton, Wash.
Employees: 1,936

Timberland Holdings
• Simpson owns and manages some 773,000 acres of timberland in three 

states along the West Coast:
Washington 269,000 
Oregon 120,000 
California 384,000

• Most of what Simpson grows is either coastal redwood, Douglas fir or 
western hemlock.

Facilities
Simpson Timber operates 12 manufacturing facilities in seven West Coast 

communities including five sawmills, four planing mills, a plywood plant a door 
plant and a treated paper facility.

Production
Each year Simpson's building products facilities produce approximately: 
Washington -
• 340,000,000 board feet of studs and dimension lumber

• 500,000 fir and hemlock interior and exterior doors

• 150,000,000 square feet of overlay panel products for concrete 
forms, signs, marine and industrial markets

• Logs, poles, piling, wood chips and wood fuel and leases its 
timberlands to people who collect fora and fauna for the florist 
business

Oregon -
• 1,000,000,000 square feet of treated paper 
California -
• 240,000,000 board feet of redwood lumber, decking and siding

• Logs, wood chips and wood fuel 

Markets
Most of the timber Simpson grows is converted into building products of 

paper -- everything from 2 x 4s to fine writing paper and intricately carved doors 
to be sold in the domestic or export markets.



Competitive Ranking
• Simpson Timber Company is the second-oldest forest products 

company the Pacific Northwest.

• Simpson was one of the first timber companies in the Northwest to 
retain its logged lands and replant them for future generations.

• Simpson is one of the few companies in the industry that employs 
full-time fisheries biologist.

• Simpson was the first forest products company in the country to have 
a habitat conservation plan for the northern spotted owl approved.

STCo is recognized in the industry as a leader in tree tissue culture 
research.



Simpson’s Tree Planting Program

In the early part of the century, when Simpson Timber Company was founded in Mason 

County, Wash., it was common for wood products companies to harvest their timber, then let 

the land go to the county in lieu of taxes. Simpson was one of the first forest products 

companies to maintain ownership of its lands in order to nurture healthy, forests for the future.

Since that time, Simpson has reforested more than 250,000 acres of forestland. Initially, 

open areas of the forests were allowed to reseed themselves - an often slow process. In order 

to give the forest a head start, Simpson began to plant seeds, and later, seedlings. The practice 

of planting seedlings to enhance the natural life cycle of the forest is responsible for the thick, 

healthy forests we have today.
Simpson’s first reforestation efforts occurred in 1943 in Mason County and were started 

on the company’s lands in the Redwood Region of California in 1951. During the past 49 years, 
Simpson has planted more than 95 million seedlings and sown 59,000 pounds of tree seed.

Today, Simpson has its own nursery and support facilities in California and a seed 

orchard in Washington that produce the most vigorous and sturdy seedlings possible to help 

ensure healthy trees for tomorrow.

Wood and paper products are a vital part of the quality of our lives, and demand for 

these products is growing every day. Simpson’s commitment to reforestation and sustainable 

forestry guarantees that our forests will always be here to provide a variety of benefits for 

current and future generations.



A Prospectus for a 

Habitat-Based Conservation Plan
for Anadromous Fish and Other Aquatic Species of Concern 

on the California Timberlands of Simpson Timber Company

Simpson Timber Company 

Areata, California

March 30, 1994



Prospectus for a Habitat-Based Conservation Plan for Anadromous and Other Aquatic Species of Concern

Concept and Goal

Simpson Timber Company is a privately-held corporation that owns and manages 
383,000 acres of commercial forestland in California and 389,000 acres in 
Washington and Oregon. We have been in business for more than 100 years 
and have been an early and active proponent of science-based resource 
management. Our ongoing commitment to the long-term health and productivity 
of our timberlands is both a necessity for our staying in business and an 
expression of our philosophy regarding forest management.

In 1992, when our habitat conservation plan (HCP) for the northern spotted owl 
was approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, we became one of only a 
few companies in the Pacific Northwest to successfully integrate protection of the 
owl into ongoing timber operations. Our success can be attributed in part to the 
investments we made prior to the listing of the owl in adaptive management 
practices, surveys of our property, and a geographic information system for our 
resource inventory. It also reflects what we see as the advantages of planning on 
a landscape scale.

Landscape planning is not a new concept or practice for Simpson. As you may 
know, we were active participants in the California Board of Forestry's 
development of new regulations addressing watershed, wildlife, and related 
issues through landscape planning. Under these regulations, landscape plans now 
may be prepared and submitted to the California Department of Forestry for 
approval to supplement existing timber harvest permits. Our own efforts at such 
planning began well before adoption of the new regulations. For example, in 
addition to the owl HCP, we completed a watershed management plan for 
Salmon Creek, one of our coastal watersheds, and are involved in an intensive 
stream assessment of other selected coastal streams on our property. The Salmon 
Creek plan was developed in coordination with the California Departments of 
Forestry and Fish and Game and includes best management practices and 
mitigation measures that go beyond the scope of California's already-stringent 
forest practice regulations. The stream assessment will yield data for additional 
watershed planning by Simpson, including estimates offish abundance by species 
and age.

Simpson is now considering whether to make an additional investment in aquatic 
habitat planning by taking our efforts to the federal level. We are not seeking 
an incidental take permit because our operations do not threaten any currently 
listed aquatic species. However, in light of the possibility that future listings will 
affect our operations, we are considering a pre-listing agreement under the 
Endangered Species Act with federal agencies covering selected aquatic species.

Simpson Timber Company 
March 30, 1994



Prospectus for a Habitat-Based Conservation Plan for Anadromous and Other Aquatic Species of Concern 

Our concept is this:

• We would develop a plan in coordination with federal agencies to protect 
and improve habitat for anadromous fish such as Coho salmon and other 
aquatic species on our property.

• The plan would be habitat-based, meaning that it would focus on the mix of 
biological resources and physical conditions associated with rivers and 
streams on forested lands and would address the needs of individual aquatic 
species by managing and monitoring the habitat in which they occur.

• We would enter into an agreement with the federal agencies to assure them 
that the plan would be implemented and to assure us that, barring unforeseen 
circumstances, measures other than those identified in the plan would not be 
required for Simpson to qualify for an incidental take permit if species 
covered by the plan become federally listed.

From our perspective, multiple species would benefit, and multiple conflicts 
would be avoided.

Proposed Conservation Strategy

As currently conceived, our plan would entail a four-part conservation strategy:

1. An expanded assessment of aquatic resources and habitat conditions on our 
property;

2. Evaluation of the impacts, if any, of our operations on the species of concern;

3. Development and application of habitat management prescriptions on a 
landscape scale; and

4. Monitoring of habitat conditions, populations of key species, and plan 
implementation.

Resource and Impact Assessment

The assessment would entail an evaluation of the abundance and distribution of 
anadromous fish and other aquatic species of concern on our property. For 
conservation planning purposes, we would select species of concern that:

1. Are representative of both the diversity and sensitivity of aquatic species 
known to occur in the area; and

2. Would be "taken" by our operations if the species were listed.

Simpson Timber Company 
March 30, 1994



Prospectus for a Habitat-Based Conservation Plan for Anadromous and Other Aquatic Species of Concern

We would continue to evaluate habitat conditions in terms of biological and 
physical variables indicative of the habitat requirements of the species of concern. 
These parameters would include water temperature, presence of suitable 
spawning gravels, channel structure necessary for summer and winter rearing 
habitat, and the condition of riparian area vegetation and structural habitat 
elements in relation to the needs of aquatic species. Priority areas for habitat 
management would be identified based on sensitivity of resources and expected 
timing of impacts from timber harvest operations.

Management Prescriptions

Where necessary to provide protection beyond that currently being provided, 
Simpson would develop additional habitat management prescriptions to minimize 
and mitigate effects of our timber operations that would constitute a taking of 
covered species. In addition, habitat conditions would be improved through 
restoration and enhancement projects.

Alternative harvesting prescriptions would be evaluated in terms of their 
feasibility and likely results, and the preferred options would be incorporated into 
landscape management plans. We would identify ways to avoid or reduce 
impacts through timber management practices, together with ways to mitigate 
impacts through on-site and off-site measures. Where possible, thresholds would 
be set to trigger additional evaluation and possible corrective measures in priority 
areas.

Habitat restoration and enhancement would be accomplished through in-channel 
and upslope projects. In-channel projects, such as changes in stream structure, 
would be undertaken in cooperation with state and federal agencies and stream 
restoration groups. We would manage riparian zones to improve long-term 
recruitment and contribution of woody debris and to maintain and develop 
critical vegetative composition and structure. Upslope projects, such as stream­
crossing and road-drainage improvements, would be undertaken in priority areas.

Monitoring

Monitoring of habitat conditions, populations of key species, and plan 
implementation would be designed to provide a feedback loop between 
prescribed management measures and actual results. In this way, the 
conservation strategy would remain keyed to actual conditions and impacts and 
could be adapted accordingly.

The Federal Role

The participation of federal agencies in the planning process and conservation 
strategy will be essential to the ultimate success of Simpson's plan. For this 
reason, we are asking federal agencies to define and mutually agree to their 
respective roles at the start of the process. Our specific requests are as follow:

Simpson Timber Company 
March 30, 1994



Prospectus for a Habitat-Based Conservation Plan for Anadromous and Other Aquatic Species of Concern

1. Federal lead agency. It is not clear whether the Department of Commerce 
or Department of the Interior would have lead agency responsibility for 
approval of a plan and pre-listing agreement for the species of concern. As 
we consider the species to be included in the plan, we request that 
representatives of the National Marine Fisheries Service and the Fish and 
Wildlife Service confer with one another and their legal counsels to 
determine which is the lead agency and what the role of the other agency 
will be.

2. Interagency coordination. Coordination between and within the two 
agencies will be an integral part of the planning process. We request that the 
federal agencies determine in advance how they will coordinate their internal 
and interagency reviews. We further request that the review process and 
definition of agency roles be identified in a memorandum of understanding 
among the agencies.

3. Pre-listing agreement. The commitment of federal government to habitat 
conservation planning for non-listed as well as listed species has been 
expressed in several actions in the past year, including at the forest summit 
in Portland, Oregon. We request that the federal agencies participating in the 
planning process affirm that, subject to their approval of the measures 
proposed in our plan, it is their intent and within their power to provide pre­
listing assurances to Simpson regarding the species of concern.

4. Facilitation of plan approval. Last but not least, the role of the federal 
agencies should be to facilitate final actions on the plan. We request that the 
agencies identify and agree to a reasonable time frame for their actions and 
commit to making their best efforts to meet those deadlines.

Timing

Assuming quick resolution of the issues regarding the role of federal agencies in 
the planning process, we anticipate that a draft plan could be completed before 
the end of 1994. Currently, we are meeting with federal agency representatives 
regarding the plan's concepts and goals.

Contact

Mr. Tharon E. O'Dell 
Timberlands Resource Manager 
Simpson Timber Company 
P. O. Box 1169 
Areata, CA 95521-1169 
(707) 822-0371

Simpson Timber Company 
March 30, 1994
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Proposal for A Facilitated WorksHpp'^lted worKsnpp^i
to Develop Forest Practi^ Guidelines' ^

for Douglas County, Oregon

r. .o^

Goal

i p ':v

Viy/
The goal of the workshop is to develop a sot of forest management praaio 
guidelines that could be applied to private forestland within Douglas Coun^ 
in lieu of the existing take circles for spotted owls. The development of 
these forest practices will take into consideration the conservation benefits 
of adjacent or intermingled Federal lands, the planned forest practices on 
industrial forestlands, and underlying State law, including riparian 
practices, in comparison to the dispersal habitat needs of the spotted owl.

^he workshop would be designed to develop guidelines to:

• facilitate, in particular, small woodlot owners compliance with th 
requirements of the ESA_bv orovldinc-for a-consolidated conservation 
strategy designed (to'Teduce^he impact of the Act on private property rights^, 
including the potential multi-species issues Tnat~~affect Douglas -Couhty 

landowners;

• be sufficient, when added to conservation actions planned on Federal, 
State and industrial forestlands, to satisfy the dispersal habitat needs for 
the northern spotted owl withouMncreasing^C^bur^en o7r~p
Igndbwners beyond that imposed by the current owl circle requirements. ^

In addition, the workshop will consider various ways of implementing the 
guidelines, including

• a “no-take” agreement;

• inclusion in the 4(d) rule being drafted by the FWS;

• a county level HCP; v \\
V

• issuance as enforceable County Regulations which would be 
incorporated into an HCP. Ny
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Incorporation of the guidelines into County regulations as part of an HOP 

would allow the FWS to issue incidental take permits for activities that are 

allowable under the guidelines.

Seeking agreement on a set of forest practice guidelines is intended to allow 
greater flexibility to small private landowners than current take circles for 
owis or the 4(d) special rule which the FWS announced it was considering in 

its December 29, 1993 Federal Register notice.

The basic concept being considered In the special rule is the establishment 
of certain Special Emphasis Areas within which timber harvest on private 
land would be restricted in order to provide dispersal habitat conditions for 
the spotted owl population and other Areas in which habitat conditions for 
both reproduction and dispersal would be maintained. Restrictions would be 
eased outside of Special Emphasis Areas, but would be retained within. A 
facilitated workshop approach could be pursued in addition to the ongoing 

4(d) rule process.

Proposed Process

A series of facilitated workshops would be hold in Douglas County.
Participants would include Federal, State and County officials, biologists and 
technical experts, plus private landowners (both industrial and non­
industrial). Landowners from adjacent counties whose land is included within 

any Special Emphasis Area that ultimately might be designated within 

Douglas County would also be encouraged to attend.

Information would be made available to the group on the dispersal habitat 
needs of the owl, the habitat conservation provided for on Federal and State 
forestland, and the contribution expected from industrial forest owners and 
other private land owners in the absence of owl circles or other ESA 
restrictions. Spatial information on habitat conditions and information 
regarding landownership patterns in the county would be provided, hopefully 

through a Geographic Information System.

The facilitator would help the group to compare the landscape conditions in 
Douglas County needed for owl dispersal with the landscape conditions that 
would result from exiting plans and regulations absent owl circles. Gaps
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would be identified and the facilitator will help the group to develop 
proposals for various forest management practices and their application 
across the landscape to address these gaps. These proposals would be 

designed to be economically feasible from the perspective of small and 

medium sized woodlot owners and would be evaluated by participating 

biologists to determine their adequacy for the spotted owl population. 
Adjustments would be discussed and made as appropriate until a set of 
guidelines emerged which was accepted by both the landowners and the ow 

biologists.

Background

Douglas County, Oregon is frequently described as "ground zero" for the 
socio-economic impact and fallout from protection of habitat for the 
Northern spotted owl. Douglas County is a large county (about 3.2 million 

acres) in t!.e southern part of Oregon. It extends from the Oregon coast on 
the West to the crest of the Cascade Mountains in the east and south to the 

Klamath province. Because of its size and shape, and its location at the 
confluence of the Cascade, Coast, and Klamath provinces of the spotted owl 
range, the forestlands in Douglas County, both Federal and private, play an 

important role in the overall owl conservation effort.

Nearly contiguous Forest Service ownership (in the Umpqua, Willamette, and 
Rogue River National Forests) dominates in the eastern pa:i of the County,
totaling___acres. BLM ownership (in the Roseburg, Medford and Coos Bay
Districts) dominates the southern and western part of the County totaling
____acres. (Get data) Unlike Forest Service ownership. BLM lands are not
contiguous, but are intermingled with private lands, most often in a 
checkerboard pattern. About 51 percent of the land within the County 

boundaries is in Federal ownership.

Of the more than 50 counties affected by spotted owl habitat conservation, 
Douglas County was among the top five in the dependence of its economy and 

its employment on timber. In the late 1980s, about 20 percent of the 
employment in Douglas County was in the timber and wood products sectors. 
Furthermore, in the past, Douglas County lumber mills have been highly 

dependent on timber from Federal forests, drawing about 80 percent of their 

timber from Federal harvest.



SEM*BY:ASST. SECRETARY FWP ; 3- 4-94 ;11:20AM : INTERIOR DEPARTMENT- 2023951575:# 5/ 5

March 3, 1994 Draft

The Coemy Government has been highly dependent on its sham of the F^eral 
timber receipts. In 1990, the County received about $50 million from Federal 
timber receipts, about 66 percent of its total revenues.

The President's Forest Plan will substantially reduce Federal timber harvest
within Douglas County. The revised plan places-----.acres of Federal
forestland within Douglas County into Late Successional Reserves, — ac e 
into Adaptive Management Areas, and _ acres into Riparian Reserves 
Expected annual average timber sales levels over the nest decade under the 

Plan would be 350 to 400 million board feet for the three National Foreste 

and the three BLM Districts with land in Douglas County. Agency plans pnor 
to the listing of the spotted owl provided for sales averaging 1.640 million

board feet per year.
As a result of these lower ratesy^ tirliber harvest,

less from Federal timber sales dnd a stfbstAntial^ecIme in
timber dependent employment./(Provide estimat^

Private forestland owners are also an Important part of the timber economy ^ 
in Douglas County. For example, data from the late 1970s shows that the 

were nearly 3000 non-industrial forest landowners in the County owning 
about 420.000 acres. Of these, nearly 2000 owned less than 100 acres of 
forest land. Only one other county in Oregon had as many non-mdustrial , ^ v 

owners. Similarly, a review of the Douglas Coun^ Assessors "s' 
landowners showed that the non-industrial forestlands were owned by 55q^ ^ |

people in 1994.

With the decline in Federal timber harvest, private forestland could be 
expected to provide an important supply of logs to Douglas County mills.
Harvest on a significant portion of these small woodlots is restricted, 
however, by the take prohibition of the ESA which protects owl habitat ^ 
within circles around existing owl sites. (Describe owl circle specifications)^ 

Non-industrial forestland owners who participate voluntarily in the ^ ^
development and Implementation of guidelines that would provide for ^
dispersal habitat conditions may benefit by receiving relief from he ow ( 
circle restrictions. This would also provide an additional suppjy_ of _ logs tor 

Douglas county mills.
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To:

BY FAX

U.S. Department of the Interior 
Office of the Solicitor 

1849 C Street, N.W., Rm. 63 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

ph: 202-208-4423 
fax: 202-208-5584

Lois Schiffer 
Jim Gilliland

456-2710

720-3351
720-8666

From: John Leshy

If you have any questions or there is a problem with transmission, 
please call me, Mari Thomas on 208-4423. Thank you.

19 PAGES TO FOLLOW
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March 23, 1994

To: Will Stelle
From: John Lesh;
Re: FACA and Priejiident's Northwest Forest Plan

Attached is a draft memorandum prepared by attorneys in my office 
that identifies a number of potential FACA problems with the 
implementation teams. It also outlines possible options for 
proceeding. Staff attorneys at Agriculture have seen this draft, 
but I do not believe Jim Gilliland has seen it. Rather than go 
forward with preparation of a final version, it may be more 
efficient for us (your office, mine, Gilliland's and Lois 
Schiffer's) to meet to discuss this. Or, if you prefer, our three 
agencies could sort through this and see if we could reach 
agreement on what corrective measures, if any, are necessary or 
advisable without involving you. I await your guidance.

cc: Jim Gilliland
Lois Schlffer 
Tom collier 
Jim Pipkin
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Memorandum

To:
From:
Subject: FACA and the President's Northwest Forest Plan

The staffs of the Office of the Solicitor in the Department of the
General Counsel in the Department of Agriculture jointly have prepared the attached options paper to 

respond to the March 16, 1994, memorandum from Will Stelle.

hv that many, perhaps all, of the groups envisioned
^ raise potentially serious issues of

compliance with the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA). The 
compliance issues arise because the NW Forest Plan creates a new

involv^ent in federal land management planning 
that uses advice and coordination from numerous groups comprised of 
federal employees and non-federal individuals. Such an approach is 
allowed by FACA only when at least some formal FACA advisory 
committees are established as part of the planning process.
As you are aware the District Court for the District of Columbia 

Northwest Forest Resource council v. Fwnv case, holdlna 
that the FEMAT process violated the FACA, and cast into doubt the 
ultimate success of the President's Forest Plan. This decision 
underscored the importance of FACA compliance. While it is 
unlikely that FACA compliance in implementing the Forest Plan will 
change whatever results from the FEMAT case, we are confident that
failure to comply with FACA from now on can only make matters 
worse.
During this process my staff became aware that the processes

appear to violate not only FACA, but also the statutes which delegate authority to the 
Secretaries to exercise their discretion in making the management 
decisions on these lands under multiple use and sustained yield 
principles. See for example. Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act, 43 U.S.C. § 1712(a), which delegates authority to the 
Secretary to develop, maintain and revise land use plans.

obtain information from the public and work with the public as it makes decisions. The decisions 
however,^ must be made by those federal employees with the legal 
ability to do so. The way to receive those recommendations legally 
is in accordance with the FACA. In addition, in order that it is
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clear that the process of providing advice to the decision makers 
is separate from the decision making itself, we strongly recommend 
that line managers not serve on any advisory committee or task 
force. These are some of the concerns that were expressed by our 
legal staffs last summer.
We believe that decisions on the structure and composition of the 
various groups participating in carrying out the NW Forest Plan are 
being made without much policy or legal oversight. We understand 
that working groups involved in developing the implementation of 
the President's forest plan are formulating policies and guidance 
for these groups at the present time. These decisions implement 
the administration's desire for public participation but, as we see 
it, do not fit with the legal landscape, and are therefore exposing 
the Departments and the President to unnecessary risks. Activities 
underway now should be stopped until we can clarify these legal 
issues. Specifically, we recommend the following groups, described 
in detail in the option paper, stop meeting or functioning unless 
only federal employees are present: the Regional Interagency
Executive Committees, the Regional Ecosystem Office, and the 
Provincial Interagency Executive Committees. If groups other than 
these regularly are discussing issues with non-federal individuals, 
we recommend the federal employees involved immediately consult 
with the regional legal offices for advice on whether the 
discussions violate the FACA.
In the attached options paper we have described the groups 
anticipated in the forest management and economic development 
components of the NW Forest Plan and detailed four options for 
achieving compliance with FACA:
(1) Charter formal FACA committees for each advisory level;

(2) Charter one or two formal FACA committees with the other 
groups operating as task forces of those two chartered 
coiomittees;

(3) Significantly alter the operations of the groups such that 
only federal employees are members of the groups, and that 
participation by states, tribes, and the public would occur 
only through a process similar to NEPA, such as public 
meetings and notice and comment; or

(4) Obtain a statutory exemption from FACA for some or all of the 
groups.

If Option 4 is chosen, we recommend implementing one of the FACA- 
based options to avoid challenges to the NW Forest Plan while the 
exemption is pursued.
You also should be aware that the Department of Agriculture has a 
limitation in its FY 1994 appropriations limiting the amount of 
appropriated funds that it can spend on its advisory committees. 
Consequently, the Forest Service may be unable to contribute its
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proportionate share of the costs of supporting the advisory 
committees and task forces during this fiscal year.
Our staffs are ready to assist you with the implementation of any 
of these options.
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Mr. Marvin ,
KeattMl Director. Region 1 
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911 NB-Uth Avenue 
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DcarMr.Plenert:
Subject: Letter of Intent
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Mr.MaiviaPleatrt 
MBTch9» 1994 
Page 2

w the following guidclmw:

a)

thewea.

Sitc?rr.rassr5sr'th«n*coiT6nt ihe center.

the these guidelioes.
The plans wffl include dijtuibimce guidelines to be used dunng the 

nesting lesson.
Weyerhseuser wm review iu scdvitiei under the annuaUy

Service.
w« expect to be »ble to dobig^*^^^

ure developing in Oregon.

«,ve,. ccnstoert^hh ftd«J protocol, .how »o
occupea^by owls.
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Mr. MtrvinPlenert 
Much 9,1994 
Ftge3

thei* ptau. Old it 1« w ^Miutm"
uS concur In pUu Alt eonfonu to ften guid«Im«..

Wuidngtcn.

ugoisg below.
I look fomud to eontimied v.0rk with you ind tho Setvic.

Veiy truly youie, 

(jjjL

CheiUeW. Bwghui( 
Executive Vice President

Concur: MtuvinPlenert 
RcyoniliKrecto^
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Proposal for A Facilitated Workshop 

to Develop Forest Practice Quidelines 

for Douglas County, Oregon

Goal

The goal of the workshop is to develop a set of forest management practice 
guidelines that could be applied to private forestland within Douglas County 
in lieu of the existing take circles for spotted owls. The development of 
these forest practices will take into consideration the conservation benefits 

of adjacent or intermingled Federal lands, the planned forest practices on 
industrial forestlands, and underlying State law, including riparian 
practices, in comparison to the dispersal habitat needs of the spotted owl.

The workshop would be designed to develop guidelines to:

• facilitate, in particular, small woodlot owners compliance with the 
requirements of the ESA by providing for a consolidated conservation 

strategy designed to reduce the impact of the Act on private property rights, 
including the potential multi-species issues that affect Douglas County 

landowners;

• be sufficient, when added to conservation actions planned on Federal, 
State and industrial forestiands, to satisfy the dispersal habitat needs for 
the northern spotted owl without increasing the burden on private 

landowners beyond that imposed by the current owl circle requirements.

In addition, the- workshop will consider various ways of implementing the 
guidelines, including

• a “no-take” agreement;

• inclusion in the 4(d) rule being drafted by the FWS;

• a county level HCP;

• issuance as enforceable County Regulatiorts which would be 

incorporated into an HCP.



SCsnBY:ASST. SECRETARY FWP : 3- 4-84 :11:19AM : INTERIOR DEPARTMENT- 2023951575:# 3/ 5

March 3. 1994 Draft

Incorporation of the guidelines into County regulations as part of an HOP 

would allow the FWS to issue incidental take permits for activities that are 

allowable under the guidelines.

Seeking agreement on a set of forest practice guidelines is intended to allow 
greater flexibility to small private landowners than current take circles for 
owls or the 4(d) special rule which the FWS announced it was considering in 
its December 29, 1993 Federal Register notice.

The basic concept being considered in the specia! rule is the establishment 
of certain Special Emphasis Areas within which timber harvest on private 
land would be restricted in order to provide dispersal habitat conditions for 
the spotted owl population and other Areas in which habitat conditions for 
both reproduction and dispersal would be maintained. Restrictions would be 
eased outside of Special Emphasis Areas, but would be retained within. A 
facilitated workshop approach could be pursued in addition to the ongoing 

4(d) rule process.

Proposed Process

A series of facilitated workshops would be held in Douglas County.
Participants would include Federal, State and County officials, biologists and 
technical experts, plus private landowners (both industrial and non­
industrial). Landowners from adjacent counties whose land is included within 
any Special Emphasis Area that ultimately might be designated within 

Douglas County would also be encouraged to attend.

Information would be made available to the group on the dispersal habitat 
needs of the owl. the habitat conservation provided for on Foderat and State 

forestland, and the contribution expected from industrial forest owners and 
other private land owners in the absence of ow! circles or other ESA 
restrictions. Spatial information on habitat conditions and information 
regarding landownership patterns in the county would be provided, hopefully 
through a Geographic Information System.

The facilitator would help the group to compare the landscape conditions in 
Douglas County needed for owl dispersal with the landscape conditions that 
would result from exiting plans and regulations absent ow! circles. Gaps
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would be identified and the facilitator will help the group to develop 
proposals for various forest management practices and their application 
across the landscape to address these gaps. These proposals would be 

designed to be economically feasible from the perspective of small and 

medium sized woodlot owners and would be evaluated by participating 

biologists to determine their adequacy for the spotted owl population. 
Adjustments would be discussed and made as appropriate until a set of 
guidelines emerged which was accepted by both the landowners and the owl 
biologists.

Background

Douglas County, Oregon is frequently described as "ground zero” for the 
socio-economic impact and fallout from protection of habitat for the 
Northern spotted owl. Douglas County is a large county (about 3.2 million 

acres) in the southern part of Oregon. It extends from the Oregon coast on 
the West to the crest of the Cascade Mountains in the east and south to the 

Klamath province. Because of its size and shape, and its location at the 
confluence of the Cascade, Coast, and Klamath provinces of the spotted owl 
range, the forestlands in Douglas County, both Federal and private, play an 

important role in the overall owl conservation effort.

Nearly contiguous Forest Service ownership (in the Umpqua, Willamette, and 
Rogue River National Forests) dominates in the eastern pa~t of the County,
totaling___acres. BLM ownership (in the Roseburg, Medford and Coos Bay
Districts) dominates the southern and western part of the County totaling

____ acres. (Get data) Unlike Forest Service ownership, BLM lands are not
contiguous, but are intermingled with private lands, most often in a 
checkerboard pattern. About 51 percent of the land within the County 

boundaries is in Federal ownership.

Of the more than 50 counties affected by spotted owl habitat conservation, 
Douglas County was among the top five in the dependence of its economy and 

its employment on timber. In the late 1980s, about 20 percent of the 
employment in Douglas County was in the timber and wood products sectors. 
Furthermore, in the past, Douglas County lumber mills have been highly 
dependent on timber from Federal forests, drawing about 80 percent of their 

timber from Federal harvest.
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Tho county Govornment has been hiflhly dependent on its share of the F^eral 
timber receipts. In 1990. the County received about $50 million from Federal 
timber receipts, about 66 percent of its total revenues.

The President's Forest Plan will substantially reduce Federal timber harvest 
within nouglas County. The revised plan places —
forestland within Douglas County into Late Successional Reserves. acres 
Into Adaptive Management Areas, and — acres into Riparian Reserves. 
Expected^ annual average timber sales levels over the nest decade under the 

Plan would be 350 to 400 million board feet lor the three National Foreste 

and the three ELM Districts with land in Douglas County. Agency P'ans prior 
to the listing of the spotted owl provided tor sales averaging 1.640 million

board feet per year.
As a result of these lower rates of timber harvest, the County will rewive 
less from Federal timber sales and will experience a substantia, decline 

timber dependent employment. (Provide estimates)

Private forestland owners are also an important Part oMhe ‘ir^^er economy 
in Douglas County. For example, data from the late 1970s shovvs ‘Pa‘ ® 

were nearly 3000 non-industrial forest landowners in the County owning 
about 420,000 acres. Of these, nearly 2000 owned less than 100 acres o 
forest land. Only one other county in Oregon had as many non-industna 
owners. Similarly, a review of the Douglas County ^sessors list o' 
landowners showed that the non-industrial forestlands were owned by 5500

people in 1994.

With the decline in Federal timber harvest, private forestland could be 
expected to provide an important supply of logs to Douglas County mills. 
Harvest on a significant portion of these small woodlots is 
however by the take prohibition of the ESA which protects owl habi at 
within circles around existing owl sites. (Describe owl circle specifications) 

Non-industrial forestland owners who participate voluntarily m me 
development and implementation of guidelines that would provide or 
dispersal habitat conditions may benefit by receiving relief from the owl 
circle restrictions. This would also provide an additional supply of logs for 

Douglas county mills.
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United States Department of the Interior aI
F!S11 AKD WILDLIFE SERVICE

Pacific Northwest Habitat Conservation Plan Program 
3773 Martin Way East, Building C ^ Suite 101 

Olympia, Washington 98501 
(206) 534-9330 FAX: (206) 534-9331

February 13, 1994

TO:

FROM:

Kathleen McGinty, Deputy Assistant to the President and 
Director, White House Office Environifi|pial Policyj Office Environifi^j 

Suiiervisor-'^'^^Curl Smitch, Program Su|>ervisor 
Pacific Northwest Habitat Conservation Plan Program

SUBJECT: STATUS OF HABITAT CONSERVATION PLANS (HCPs)

The February 16-17, 1994, Watershed Conference provides the opportunity for the 
administration to take the "high ground" on the forest/spotted owl issues. President Clinton 
and Vice President Gore promised to break the gridlock on this issue. Since April they have 
taken extensive steps to address the concerns of Judge Dwyer through the Forest Ecosystem 
Management Assessment Team (FEMAT) and are in the process of addressing the spotted 
owl/marblcd murrelei problems on state and private lands. Yes, it has been slower than we 
had hoped. Yes, the forest issues have proven to be more difficult than anticipated. But 
gridlock will end!

In addition, the administration said they would 1) provide financial help to those communities 
impacted by harvest reductions, 2) initiate a watershed restoration program, and 3) move the 
region toward an eaisystem management approach for natural resources. 'I'he Watershed 
Restoration Conference is a perfect opportunity to describe how each of the above objectives 
is being accomplished.

The HCP program .speaks directly to objective number three: moving toward ecosystem
management. We must move away from species-by-species listings and toward a more 
holistic approach. Multispecies HCFs arc the way to achieve this goal. A team has been 
established in Washington and Oregon to help state and private forest landowners develop 
multispecies HCPs in order to provide them with certainty and pralictability regarding the 
management of their lands.

I#A'
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To date, a number of forest landowners have cither completed HCPs or are in the process of 
initialing one. Between PlIMAT and HCPs, we are building a critical mass of forest lands in 
the Northwest that are being managed from an ecosystem perspective. This is the future of a 
viable forest industry and the long-term protection of fish, wildlife, water and Native 
American cultural values.

Katie, Norm Dicks is very high on this effort. 1 would suggest that he and the Vice 
President decide on Tuesday (2/15/94) how specific they want to be. Several landowners 
would love to be mentioned. Others are not so sure they want the "full support" of the Vice 
President at this time. The concept should be reinforced regardless. It is really a question 
of degree.

Call me if you have que.sUons. I know this is not a very definitive memorandum on the 
matter, but it should help narrow the discussion.

CS:ef
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United States Department of the Interior
FFSl I AND WII.DLIKE SERVICE

Pacific Northwest Habitat Conservation Plan Program 
3773 Martin Way East, Building C - Suite 101 

Olympia, Washington 98501 
(206) 534^9330 FAX: (206) 534-9331

February 13, 1994

3 0; , Kathleen McGinty, Deputy Assistant to the President and
Director, White House Office Environiucntal Policy

FROM: Curl Smitch, Program Superviso(^,/^^^
Pacific Northwest Habitat Conservation Plan Program

SUBJEC'J': WATERSHED RESTORATION CONFERENCE - SHOULD
YOU COME7

'Hie answer is yes. Among the folks involved in the forest issues that I have spoken 
with, the response was unanimou.s: you arc one of the key players in this issue.

The Watershed Restoration Conference is clearly the biggest event concerning the 
forest issues in the Pacific Northwest since the President’s Forest Conference last 
April. Nearly all of the major players will be in attendance. In addition, there will 
be a number of corporate leaders at the fund raiser on Wetinesday night. It would be 
a great opportunity for you to meet some of them face-to-face.

I know you are extremely busy and this is a long ways from Washington, D.C., 
however, I would not recommend that you come if! didn’t think it was a valuable use 
of your time.

Hang in there. Change is always hard, but the level of difficulty necessary to change 
to ecosystem management is unpreccxlcntetl.

Please call me at (206) 534-9330 if you have any questions.

CS:cf
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February 15, 1994

Tpj;;:?==Mtie McGinty 

wmstciic y
FROM; Curt Smitch

RH: Undowners Who Have or Will Be Doing HCPs

1 just left Norm Dicks. He wants to reinforce the HCP effort as a method for moving 
toward ecosystems management. He will talk to Vice President Gore before the Vice 
President’s speech.

The following landowners are or will be involved in HCPs:

1. The Washington State Department of Natural Resources is doing two multi-species HCPs. 
One HCP covers the Experimental Forest on the Olympic Peninsula. The second will be 
for all of DNR’s forest lands. Over two million acres. Jennifer Belcher
deserves credit for moving on these her first year in office.

2. Murray Pacific Corporation has already completed an HCP for spotted owls.
It was completed in November of 1993. They have committetl to doing a multi­
species HCP eary this year. Toby Murray, Vice President of the company, is 
not very happy with how long it look to do an HCP for a single sj>ecies. I 
told him we will do better on the multi-species effort. He is on panel 
V at the Conference and will also be at the DNC fund raiser. Katie should 
be sure and meet him.

3. The Ungview Fibre Company has committed to do a multi-species HCP. It will 
be in Washington State. It is relatively small, 21,000 acres. But if it goes
well they will most likely do the rest of their lands. They have land in both 
Oregon and Washington. This was a tough decision for them. Other small and 
mid size companies will be watching this one closely.

4. The City of Seattle has committed to a multi-species HCP in the Ceder River 
Watershed(90,000 acres). This is a very important HCP because of its proximity 
to the state’s largest urban area. Mayor Norm Rice and the City Council are 
very enthusiastic about doing an HCP. 'fhe Ceder River Watershed is the 
primary water supply for City of Seattle.

5. The Weyerhaeuser Company will be involved in two HCPs. They arc doing an 
HCP for .spotted owls on their Millicoma I'ree Farm located in Coos and
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Douglas Counties, Oregon. The 'I’ree Farm is approximately 270,GOO acres.

They will be announcing at the Watershed Conference the fact that they 
intend to do a muUi-specie.s HCP in Southwest Washington(100,000 acres).
Obviously this is an important commitment for a number of reasons.

I would recommend that Norm and the vice president publicly acknowledge all the 
above for their "courage and farsighted" decision to move this region toward ecoystem 
management.And congratulate them for demonstrating that government and private land 
owncrscan work together for the benefit of all of us.

Call if you have questions.

cc. Congressman Norm Dicks
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February 15, 1994

TO: Katie McGinty
Will Stcllc

FROM; Curt Smitch

KH; I.>andowners W'ho Have or Will Be Doing HCPs

1 just left Norm Dicks. He wants to reinforce the HOP effort as a method for moving 
toward ecosystems management. He will talk to Vice President Gore before the Vice 
President’s speech.

The following landowners are or will be involved in HCPs:

1. The Washington Stale Department of Natural Resources is doing two multi-species HCPs. 
One HCP covers the Experimental Forest on the Olympic Peninsula. The second will be 
for all of DNR’s forest lands. Over two million acres. Jennifer Belcher
deserves credit for moving on these her first year in office.

2. Murray Pacific Corporation has already completed an HCP for spoiled owls.
It was completed in November of 1993. They have committeti to doing a multi­
species HCP eary this year. Toby Murray, Vice President of the company, is 
not very happy w'ith how long it took to do an HCP for a single species. 1 
told him we will do belter on the muUi-si>ecies effort. He is on panel 
V at the Conference and will al.so be at the DNC fund raiser. Katie should 
be sure and meet him.

3. The I.c>ngvicw Fibre Company has committed to do a multi-species HCP. It will 
be in Washington State. It is relatively small, 21,000 acres. But if it goes
well they will most likely do the rest of their lands. They have land in both 
Oregon and Washington. This was a tough decision for them. Other small and 
mid size companies will be watching this one closely.

4. The City of Seattle has committed to a multi-species HCP in the Ceder River 
Watershed(90,000 acres). This is a very important HCP because of its proximity 
to the state's largest urban area. Mayor Norm Rice and the City Council are 
very enthusiastic about doing an HCP. 'fhe Ceder River Watershed is the 
primary water supply for City of Seattle.

5. The Weyerhaeuser Company will be involved in two HCPs. They are doing an 
HCP for .spotted owls on their Millicoma 7’ree Farm locaied in Coos and
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Dotiglas Counties, Oregon. The 'I’ree l arm is approximately 270,000 acres.

They will be announcing at the Watershed Conference the fact that they 
iruend to do a inulii-species HCl^ in Southwest Washington(100,000 acres).
Obviously this is an important coniir.itment for a number of reasons.

I would recommend that Norin and the vice president publicly acknowlecige all the 
above for their "courage and farsighted" decision to move thi.s region toward ecoystem 
management,And congratulate them for deirionstrating that government and private land 
owncrscan v/ork together for the benefit of all of us.

Call if you have questions.

cc. Congressman Norm Dicks


