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Ecology staff introductions
• Meg Baker – Facilitator, Community Outreach and Engagement Specialist
• Jordan Wildish – Senior Environmental Planner
• Joshua Grice – Climate Pollution Reduction Policy and Planning Section Manager
• Austin Atterbury-Kiernan – Offsets Environmental Planner 
• Gopika Patwa – Technical Host
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Working Group Role
• This working group is not tasked with making consensus 

recommendation changes to Ecology rule or adopted 
protocols

• Ecology will consider multiple sources and perspectives, 
including the input collected through this working group, 
when deciding how to proceed with changes to this protocol

• Input provided by working group members, even if 
unanimous, should not be considered an indicator of the 
changes Ecology may or may not make
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Agenda 1 Community agreement check – in and icebreaker

2 Topic #1 – Accountability, transparency, and monitoring

3 Topic #2 – Access to project lands

4 Topic #3 – Effects on economy

5 Reminders



Community agreement
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Community Agreement  

• Respect – diverse viewpoints, group members’ time, active 
listening, “sit in a circle,” raise hand to speak

• Accessibility and transparency – plain talk complex topics 
and be forthcoming on desired outcomes

• Think broadly and creatively – including impacts outside of 
our own communities  

• Ask for clarification and help when needed
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Mentimeter Icebreaker
• What is a positive/inspiring/exciting 

piece of environmental news you’ve 
heard recently?
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Topic #1 – Accountability, 
transparency, and 
monitoring
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Current protocol - Accountability and 
transparency

• Define key terms and methodologies in the 
protocol 

• Publicly available project listing and annual 
reporting documents on Ecology’s website

Documents include:  
• Project operator name
• Start date and reporting periods
• Any updates to project after project start date
• Offset credits issued
• Verification statements
• GIS data showing the project boundary



Current protocol- Accountability and 
transparency

• Ecology offset issuance table



Current protocol - Monitoring
For forestry projects, the offset project operator needs to…

• At time of listing, submit methods used for the original 
carbon pool calculations

• Monitor the project for 100 years after receiving final offset 
credits

• Projects typically continue to receive offset credits over time as 
carbon is sequestered

• Update the project’s forest carbon inventory each year
• Keep all documents and information outlined in the protocol
• Have a site visit by a 3rd party verifier at least once every 6 

years to verify the forest inventory



Discussion
• Are there positive/beneficial impacts from Ecology’s 

approach?

• Where can Ecology improve our accountability, 
transparency, and/or monitoring in the US Forest 
protocol?

• Are there other ways to strengthen the protocol 
regarding accountability, transparency, and monitoring? 



Topic #2 – Access to project 
lands
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Current protocol - Access to project lands
Private land
• If the protocol is followed and the project remains privately owned, the 

owner can decide how the public can or cannot access their land
• The protocol does not require or encourage/discourage public access to the 

project site

• Avoided conversion projects may involve either establishing a conservation 
easement or a transfer of private land to public ownership

Public land (excluding federal lands)
All projects must be… 
• Approved by the government agency or agencies responsible for 

management activities on the land
• Include approval of the forest project’s baseline, and 
• Involve any public vetting processes necessary to evaluate management 

and policy decisions concerning the project activity



Discussion
• What does access to project lands mean for you and your 

communities?

• Are there positive/beneficial impacts from Ecology’s 
approach?

• Where can Ecology improve access to project lands by 
communities in the protocol?

• Are there other ways to strengthen the protocol regarding 
access to project lands? 



Topic #3 – Effects on 
economy
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General offsets - effects on the economy

Offsets can…
• Support some flexibility for businesses as they work to 

decarbonize, creating cheaper compliance
• Increase market stability and pricing
• Provide opportunities for forestry sector to participate in 

emission reduction projects

For the average person, this can mean…
• Lower consumer prices 
• Protecting air and water resources
• Potential new jobs in green sectors and rural development



Lessons from voluntary market
Positive outcomes:
• Job creation in green sector
• Enhancing biodiversity
• Building climate change resilience
• Safeguarding community rights

Source: https://www.unglobalcompact.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Carbon-offsets-25-Nov.pdf 

Negative consequences:
• Loss of livelihood of farmers and local 

communities
• Violation of local community land rights
• Decreased biodiversity due to 

monoculture planting

Washington’s Cap-and-Invest Program addresses many of these concerns in our 
protocol and program rule:
• All landowners must be identified and affirm participation in the project
• Forest projects must use native species
• For projects on Tribal lands, Tribes will establish a dispute resolution process 

with Ecology through government-to-government consultation to ensure 
Tribal sovereignty is upheld

https://www.unglobalcompact.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Carbon-offsets-25-Nov.pdf


Lessons from California
Yurok Tribe Carbon Offset Project - 33,000+ acres

Outcomes
• Main source of discretionary income
• Aided in purchase of ancestral Yurok lands (~50,000 acres)
• Job creation – forest management, conservation

Challenges
• Waiver of Tribal sovereignty

• Washington does not require that Tribe provide a limited waiver of 
sovereign immunity to enroll the program, instead opting for a 
government-to-government consultation

• Greater environmental oversight

Sources 
• https://caforestcarbon.com/portfolio-item/yurok-tribe-carbon-offset-projects/   
• https://www.newyorker.com/news/dispatch/how-carbon-trading-became-a-way-of-life-for-californias-yurok-tribe 

https://caforestcarbon.com/portfolio-item/yurok-tribe-carbon-offset-projects/
https://www.newyorker.com/news/dispatch/how-carbon-trading-became-a-way-of-life-for-californias-yurok-tribe


Other economic effects
The US Forest Protocol is compatible with working 
forests however many projects involve a delay or 
reduction in planned harvests

• Delayed or reduced harvest can have local 
economic impacts

The US Forest Protocol also supports activities which 
would increase forest productivity

• Reforestation
• Management of invasive species
• Fire risk reduction
• Preserving forests under threat of conversion 

The total market of offsets in Washington's program is 
limited (8% down to 6% of the emissions cap), so 
timber market impacts would be limited



Discussion
• What do you think are the potential economic impacts 

of the US Forest Protocol, particularly for communities 
with health and environmental vulnerabilities?

• Are we missing anything in the conversation around 
economic effects?

• Are there other ways to strengthen the protocol 
regarding effects on the economy?



Reminders

• Compensation
• Air quality rulemaking

• Determining processes and strategies 
for emission reductions to achieve air 
quality targets in overburdened 
communities initially identified by 
Ecology.

• Other rule language necessary for 
implementation.

https://ecology.wa.gov/regulations-permits/laws-rules-rulemaking/rulemaking/wac-173-448


Public comment period
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Public comment period
Guidelines for providing public comment

• Up to two minutes per person
• Host will unmute you and begin timer
• Please keep the comments

related to forestry projects
• Ecology will not respond to

comments in this meeting
• To submit written comments,

use our digital comment
platform

• Please use “raise hand” button to
indicate that you wish to provide a
comment
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Thank you!

Meg Baker 
meg.baker@ecy.wa.gov

Jordan Wildish 
jordan.wildish@ecy.wa.gov

mailto:Margaret.baker@ecy.wa.gov
mailto:Jordan.wildish@ecy.wa.gov
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