
Request to Address Issues 
 
Director Humphreys, 
 
On behalf of Willapa Bay Heritage Farm, this outline is submitted in advance of 
our May 27 meeting to clarify the relief I request from you and the Commissioners, 
and the basis for those requests. For our mutual consideration at that meeting, I 
respectfully submit the following: 
 

●​ Suspend enforcement of the current cease‑and‑desist position as applied to 
the Harvest Hosts agritourism program at Willapa Bay Heritage Farm 
pending agritourism policy review. 

●​ Allow interim continuation of the Harvest Hosts program at agricultural 
properties 

●​ Continue work toward an administrative, permitting and/or policy resolution 
that is lawful, practical, and consistent with the long‑term preservation of 
working farmland in Pacific County. 

●​ Consider establishing an agricultural advisory council and a focused 
agritourism policy committee for Pacific County. 

●​ Provide advanced customer‑service training for front‑line and supervisory 
staff in the Department. 

●​ Establish a clear, transparent, and formal escalation path for complex permit 
and regulatory matters.​
 

Taking these issues in order: 
Suspension of enforcement of the current cease‑and‑desist position 
It is my hope you will see your way clear to grant this suspension, which I believe 
is within your purview. If you would prefer to seek formal approval from the 
Board, I would welcome making that joint request. 
 
Interim continuation of the Harvest Hosts program 
As I have previously indicated, I am fully prepared to discuss reasonable interim 
conditions, including limits on RV count, duration of stay, quiet hours, screening, 
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signage, traffic management, and other measures appropriate to protect 
neighboring properties and the public interest. I suggest we extend the current 
“truce” to all agricultural properties with an active Harvest Hosts use prior to the 
June 1 workshop, under reasonable temporary conditions and a “reasonable 
person” interpretation of Ordinance 194, sections 7 and 21.I. 
 
Preservation of working farmland 
Because these issues expose larger policy questions about how Pacific County 
should regulate agritourism on working lands, our discussion should not be limited 
to one farm’s pending applications. Washington law defines agritourism broadly to 
include on‑farm educational and recreational activities, including overnight 
camping, when carried out on a working farm whose primary business is 
agriculture. In that context, I respectfully submit that low‑impact, temporary RV 
agritourism on working farms such as Willapa Bay Heritage Farm merits 
agritourism‑specific standards rather than default treatment under a one‑size‑fits‑all 
RV‑park enforcement framework, particularly where RV parks are not permitted in 
agricultural zoning. Harvest Hosts does not create tenancy nor is it open to the 
general public, and RV parks do not train their guests to milk goats or cuddle baby 
goats (!). 
 
Establish an agricultural advisory council and agritourism policy committee 
As part of our mutual request to the Commissioners, I also respectfully submit that 
they consider, if they deem appropriate, establishing both an agricultural advisory 
council and an agritourism policy committee for Pacific County. Other Washington 
counties have created such advisory bodies to help elected officials and staff 
address issues affecting working lands, and counties such as Skagit have 
specifically studied agritourism policy options, including overnight farm‑stay 
models. The Washington State Legislature has also commissioned a two‑year study 
of agritourism that is now in final review and, I hope, will soon be available for us 
to leverage. A similar process here would allow Pacific County to review current 
state agritourism law, examine approaches used elsewhere, and develop clear 
standards that protect neighbors and public health while also supporting the 
viability of small farms, which increasingly need diversified income streams to 
survive. 
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Relatedly, this conversation may open a broader land‑use question for future 
County review. If the Commissioners conclude that Ordinance 194 does not 
currently provide sufficient flexibility to distinguish agritourism stays from 
commercial RV parks, they may wish to consider targeted amendments to 
modernize and update the code. That review might include not only 
agritourism‑specific provisions, but also whether carefully limited RV 
accommodations in agricultural areas could, in some circumstances, help address 
broader discussions already underway concerning worker housing, agricultural 
employee housing, and seasonal and rural housing needs in Pacific County. I would 
be honored to be considered for such committee work; I have extensive experience 
working through public‑policy issues and believe I could provide a useful 
perspective as a working farmer. 
 
Advanced customer‑service trainingIn a collaborative spirit, I would like to 
encourage consideration of two potential process improvements. The first is 
advanced customer‑service training for front‑line and supervisory staff in the 
Department, with an emphasis on clear, consistent communication and 
collaborative problem‑solving. In speaking with neighbors, fellow small‑business 
owners, and other residents, I have heard concerns similar to my own about how 
formidable it can be to communicate with the Department, how information can 
sometimes be conveyed inconsistently across internal divisions, and how 
challenging it can be for ordinary residents to navigate permit matters, especially 
those that extend over long periods and involve substantial expense. My intent in 
raising these concerns is not to assign blame, but to highlight a broader service and 
coordination issue worth addressing. If these service issues can be improved, they 
would significantly strengthen public trust and outcomes for both the County and 
its constituents. 
 
Formal escalation path for complex permit and regulatory issues 
The second process improvement is a formal escalation policy under which permit 
matters that remain unresolved after, for example, six months and/or reach a 
defined fee threshold, such as $10,000 in cumulative County fees, are flagged for 
the Board of Commissioners, with the affected party informed that they may 
request a workshop to review status and next steps. Such measures would not only 
provide an early‑warning system when projects become unusually complex or 
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costly, they would also boost residents’ confidence that there is a structured 
avenue—short of litigation—for oversight and course correction when needed. 
Safeguards such as these would strengthen both the Department’s credibility and 
the Board’s ability to exercise appropriate oversight, regardless of who holds any 
particular position, whether elected or hired, and regardless of who the taxpayer or 
constituent may be. 
 
Compliance record and economic reality 
As one measure of validation, I would note that your staff have repeatedly 
acknowledged my good‑faith efforts to respond to departmental requests and my 
diligence in compliance. After substantial work and expense—including hiring an 
architect and a septic consultant, installing flow meters, conducting effluent water 
testing, and preparing future‑use projections—permits for the main barn, the barn 
“remodel,” the grinder pumps, and the pub shed/farm kitchen have all now been 
granted, and an agreement in principle has been reached regarding wetland buffer 
amelioration. Only two items remain outstanding: the solar array and overnight 
agritourism. 
 
The economic reality is that the farm has already absorbed tens of thousands of 
dollars in fees, permits, after‑the‑fact assessments, consultant costs, and related 
compliance expenses—by my estimate, the farm has spent more in the past nine 
months than it grossed in all of last year. The pending permit applications for 
agritourism (which I now request be placed on temporary hold pending broader 
policy discussion) do not seek approval for a commercial RV park. Rather, they 
seek recognition of our existing operation through prescriptive pathways already 
identified in the ordinance and mapped for applicability to the current Willapa Bay 
Heritage Farm situation in our application materials: a nonprofit campground 
and/or an agricultural theme facility with incidental, temporary RV stays 
subordinate to the farm’s agricultural and educational mission. The application 
materials further describe a curated, low‑impact program with limits on RV count 
and stay duration, use of existing farmyard areas, and no additional RV‑park‑style 
infrastructure beyond what already exists. Without a broader policy discussion, I 
am reluctant to incur further expense with an uncertain pathway to desired 
outcomes. 
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​
​
Conclusion 
For the reasons above, I respectfully ask that the Department suspend enforcement 
of the current cease‑and‑desist position as applied to the Harvest Hosts agritourism 
program; allow interim continuation of that program at existing agricultural sites 
under reasonable temporary conditions pending agritourism policy review; and 
work with me and other farmers toward an administrative, permitting, or policy 
resolution that is lawful, practical, and consistent with the long‑term preservation 
of working farmland in Pacific County. My goal remains what it has been 
throughout these review cycles: a reasonable resolution that protects the County 
while also allowing the farm to continue as a productive agricultural, educational, 
and community asset. 
 
With kind regards, 
Deb Howard, MPH (she/her) 
Willapa Bay Heritage Farm 
creeksidedeb@yahoo.com (admin email) 
  

​
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Introduction of a New Approach 
 
Director Humphreys, 
Thank you again for taking my call last Wednesday and for agreeing to meet with 
me on May 27 from 2:00–3:00 p.m. After many prior attempts, I appreciate the 
opportunity to speak with you in person. 
 
As we mutually agreed, our shared goal is to leave that meeting with a proposal we 
can present jointly at the Board of Commissioners workshop on June 1 from 
1:00–2:00 p.m. I will send my outline for that proposal under separate cover in 
advance. Per your request, I understand that Zane Johnson will also attend. I would 
like to reserve the option to bring a colleague for support and will let you know in 
advance who that will be. 
 
Since DCD first notified me in late August 2025 of “findings” regarding my 
property (see attached August 28, 2025 meeting summary letter), I have 
consistently worked toward a reasonable resolution that protects your department 
and the county while also ensuring the future of the farm. My goal is for the farm 
to remain an agricultural resource that residents and visitors can continue to enjoy 
as part of what makes Pacific County a special place to live and visit. 
 
Your staff have repeatedly acknowledged my good‑faith efforts to respond to 
departmental requests, and I have been working diligently to comply. After 
substantial work and expense—including hiring an architect and a septic 
consultant, installing flow meters, conducting effluent water testing, and preparing 
future‑use projections—permits for the main barn, the barn “remodel,” the grinder 
pumps, and the pub shed/farm kitchen have all now been granted, and an 
agreement in principle has been reached regarding wetland buffer amelioration. 
 
Nevertheless, after tens of thousands of dollars in fees, permits, after‑the‑fact 
assessments, and consultant costs—together exceeding, in nine months, what the 
farm grossed in all of last year—it now seems prudent to step back and seek 
clarification of Pacific County’s agricultural policy, both as it applies to my small 
farm and more broadly. Accordingly, while I intend to move forward on the solar 
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array issues, I would like to place my permit requests for the non‑profit 
campground and the “agricultural theme facility” on temporary hold in favor of a 
different approach, which I look forward to discussing with you on the 27th. 
 
I hope your training this week is going smoothly and that your upcoming trip to 
Belize for your wife’s 40th birthday is relaxing and fun—spiny lobsters for all. 
With kind regards, 
 
Deb Howard (she/her) 
creeksidedeb@yahoo.com 
(408) 204-2085 (cell) 
 

Request for a Temporary Stay of “Cease Operations” 
 
Director Humphreys,   
 
In light of this permit request submission, I formally request a temporary stay of 
your "cease operations" order while I pursue this and other response alternatives, 
including but not limited to requesting a workshop. 
 
As this is the beginning of the tourist season, and the economic impact from 
ceasing operations (which have potential to be approved and permitted going 
forward) are highly deleterious to the farm, with respect it is my intent to continue 
"as is" while this adjudication plays its course. 
 
Thank you​
​
Deb Howard (she/her) 
creeksidedeb@yahoo.com 
(408) 204-2085 (cell) 
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