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Voluntary Stewardship Program 

 

Statewide Advisory Committee Meeting 

Thursday, April 30, 2020 

9:00 am – 11:00 am 

 

Facilitator – Bill Eller, VSP Coordinator, WSCC 

 

Webinar attendees:  Marguerite Abplanalp, Bob Amrine, Renee Hadley, Robin Hale, 

Elizabeth Jackson, Mike Johnson, Scott Kuhta, Anna Lael, Marie Lotz, Wes McCart, 

Alicia McClendon, Jennifer Nelson, Natalie Osowski, Kenneth Pierce, Michelle Quast, 

Brandon Roozen, Ron Shultz, Graham Simon, John Stuhlmiller, Elizabeth Torrey, 

Charissa Waters, Ron Wesen, Barbara Adkins, Carol Smith, Amanda Barg, Scott 

Bohling, Kara Symonds 

 

 

9:00 am: Opening Comments, Introductions, Session Objective & Agenda  

 

9:05 am:  VSP Program update – Bill Eller, Ron Shultz, WSCC 

 five year report guidance and template update 

 

Bill Eller reports that the updated guidance was previously released a few weeks ago 

for review by the Statewide Advisory Committee and Technical Panel.  We believe that 

we are almost finished with the guidance document, but that it is still waiting for the five-

year report template to be added to it, once that template is finished.  Currently there is 

a link to the initial Formstack form template, but that will be replaced.  Items discussed 

since the last meeting and addressed include: 

 Directions to submitters of the template on how to print out a Word version of the 

template so that it could be pre-filled out before submittal and that could be 

reviewed by the county work groups.   

 Added two new diagrams in the guidance document: (1) Yes, meeting goals & 

benchmarks, (2) No, not meeting goals & benchmarks.   

 A call-out box was added for the last sentence of Section III. 

 Other edits were captured in the Guidance document itself. 

 

Bill Eller reports that Commission staff (Brian Cochrane) is currently working to secure a 

contractor to finish the template that Commission staff began on our internal forms 

database (“Formstack”) that we previewed at the last joint meeting.   
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The contractor believes they can give us 150 hours of their time between now and June 

30, 2020, so hopefully that will be enough to get the template done.  The template will 

be in Access database, so it will integrate reporting as well as data input.   

 

Wes McCart suggested a few additional edits. 

 

 

 Policy Advisory Five-18 update – 2 year versus five year reporting 

 

Bill Eller explains that Commission staff, in conversations and meetings with VSP 

county work groups, have become aware of some confusion over the difference 

between the 2-year status report and the five-year review and evaluation report.   

 

Bill gave background information on PA 0five-18 and what’s been added recently to 

include more guidance and direction to counties on the two and five year reports. 

 

Bill looking for group consensus on whether to move forward on with the additions in 

policy advisory. Statewide Advisory Committee in agreement to finalize and send out to 

counties. 

 

 

 May 27 joint meeting – agricultural activities definition / discussion 

 

Bill Eller reminds everyone that the next joint meeting of Statewide Advisory Committee 

and Technical Panel is May 27.  Main focus of that meeting - the difficulties that some 

counties are having with applying the definition of agricultural activities to local land use 

decisions.   

 

We’ve asked for input and/or presentations by a number of counties and/or technical 

service providers to give us examples or scenarios they are encountering on the ground 

that present difficulties for them in applying the definition of agricultural activities to land 

use projects.  Thurston, Yakima and Mason counties invited, but no confirmed 

attendees yet though.  If don’t get any, will work on example scenarios and 

hypotheticals.  We are thinking about moving from an in-person format to possible 

online format due to COVID-19 pandemic. 

 

Bill Eller drafted a revised decision tree for counties to use to assist them in determining 

how to apply the definition of agricultural activities in a VSP county to local projects, and 

if a project falls into VSP or not. 
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Wes McCart suggests to have the meeting in person.  

 

John Stuhlmiller agreed and suggested moving to the second week of June.  

 

Ron Wesen also agreed and suggested we plan for in-person social distancing. 

 

 

9:30 am: Review state agency and Commission recommendations on the 

Thurston and Chelan County five year VSP reports   

 

Bill Eller recalls the discussion we had at the last joint meeting where in Ron Shultz 

proposed a timeline to address the review of Thurston and Chelan County’s five year 

reports.   

 

 By March 31 – Technical Panel comments on Thurston and Chelan due to the 

Commission 

o Does the Technical Panel recommend concurring with the work group? 

o Additions / corrections to five year report template? 

 

 Commission staff meets in April [April 16], prepares recommendation to 

Commission Executive Director [Executive Director makes decision] 

 

 Commission staff brings that recommendation to the Technical Panel – end of 

April, could have meeting, if needed 

 

 Technical Panel then submits additional comments (if they want) – end of April or 

early May 

 

 Bring to the SAC the Commission staff recommendation at the end of April [April 

30] or in early May and any Technical Panel follow-up comments.  The options 

for the Commission Executive Director back to the work group would be: 

o Concur,  

o Concur with recommendations 

o Do not concur, reasons 

 

Commission staff generally tried to adhere to that timeline, but there was (and continues 

to be) some difficulty with the COVID-19 getting in the way with completion of some 

tasks and work load.  Be that as it may, Commission staff had the meeting on April 16th.  
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After that, we presented options to our Executive Director, Carol Smith, on how to 

proceed.   

 

Carol Smith discusses her thoughts and understanding of the struggles that Thurston 

and Chelan have faced with implementing their VSP programs as the first two counties 

enrolled. Based on the five year reports that have been submitted, Carol suggests 

giving these counties three more years to successfully implement their plan due to the 

fact that many of the TP comments “do not concur” that the counties are meeting their 

goals and benchmarks laid out in their individual work plans, at this time.  

 

Wes McCart agrees they should have more time to implement. Looking for more clarity 

regarding the three year extension that SCC is recommending and what that will mean 

for the counties going forward.  

 

Carol Smith says that due to their special circumstances as “pilot” counties in VSP, 

Thurston and Chelan did not get a full five years to implement plan before their report 

was due. Report was sent in before there was a template or guidance ready from state 

SAC & TP. Therefore, based on the data gathered and the insufficient amount of time 

given to implement after funding was received, SCC recommends giving these counties 

an extension on reporting. After which, the counties would resubmit a five-year report 

for review by the TP. 

 

Brandon Roozen asked what the group is trying to achieve – is this helping or hindering 

the work being done at the counties by giving them an extension without further 

guidance?  

 

Ron Shultz suggests TP would evaluate and guide those counties on ways to improve 

or areas to focus on. 

 

Carol Smith says it would allow counties to work with SCC VSP scientist staff to assist 

with work plan implementation and where focus should be to show 

improvement/growth. 

 

Ron Shultz says that we assume at this time that VSP funding will continue the way it 

has been, given no changes to the public assistance account. SCC will be moving 

forward with funding requests and will be submitting proposal for full VSP funding next 

biennia.  
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Charissa Waters explains that Thurston CD only had one year to implement before 

report was due…absolutely will need additional funding if they were required to submit a 

new report and collect further data. RCW 36.70A.720 Section 2 (c) (iv). 

 

Bill Eller clarified that a new written report would not be required. The “report” is now 

being replaced with the fillable report template that is being finalized.  

 

Ron Shultz brings up RCW 36.70A.730 and says that we would be giving these 

counties three years, given their circumstances.  

 

SAC members are not prepared to give a recommendation regarding how to move 

these counties forward.  They want to review the TP comments and need a few more 

weeks to review and come back together to discuss again.  

 

Bill Eller proposes converting the May 27th meeting into a SAC-only meeting to continue 

the review of Thurston and Chelan’s reports, and setting the joint meeting of the 

Technical Panel and Statewide Advisory Committee on the agricultural activities 

definition for the second week of June.  The May 27th meeting will be shortened from 9-

11am, and would be webinar-only due to the pandemic.  

 

 

10:50 am: Adjourn  

 

 


