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Hi Ron,

It was nice speaking to you this morning.  You have asked for legal advice on whether the Lorraine 
Loomis Act would impact your Voluntary Stewardship Program.  Specifically, whether I agree with 
your assessment below that the Act creates a riparian buffer that a VSP would have to comply with. I 
have reviewed the bill and read through your memorandum for presentation tomorrow and have 
the following legal advice.

In lands where DFW designates a riparian management zone subject to the act, and the land in 
question is not exempt under the Act, the landowner would have to comply with the riparian 
management zone (RMZ) requirements even if the land is part of the State Conservation 
Commission’s Voluntary Stewardship Program.  I see nothing in the Act that would exempt these 
lands solely on the basis of being enrolled in the Voluntary Stewardship Program.  The act does 
exempt CREP, but declines to do so for any state conservation programs.  I read Section 203 of the 
Act, stating that the Act does not affect eligibility in state conservation programs, as disallowing any 
entity from refusing a landowner entry into a state conservation program because of RMZ 
requirements.

In looking at your memo, in particular Page 12, where you discuss the VSP implications, I agree with 
your analysis.  VSP work plans would need to be consistent with the law.  However, exactly how 
would depend on the rules DFW would establish.    Where a VSP work group has developed a work 
plan that violates the Act, it could be subject to enforcement even if compliant with the VSP.  I would 
note there is a great deal of gray area in this act as much is left to future rulemaking, including what 
conservation measures would be adopted and required, the size of the RMZ, or where DFW will draw 
its map, and what kind of a timeline landowners would be expected to implement the
protections.  But it certainly seems appropriate and accurate the VSP work plans would need to 
comply with the law, including any requirement for a protected riparian area created by the act.
Let me know if this prompts further questions, I hope it is helpful.

Regards,

Matt Janz
Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
Ecology Division
PO Box 40117
Olympia, WA 98504
Phone: (360) 586-6756
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