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Section 1:

Introduction
and 

Methodology 



o DŀǳƎŜ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎΩ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ 
issues in Oregon

o Provide a new baseline for future benchmark comparisons of 
hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴΩǎ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ

o Inform public education and communication strategies 

Research Goals  

4



o Scientific telephone survey of 1,000 Oregonians ages 18 and 
older--certain questions split sampled between Split A (n=500) 
and Split B (n=500)

o Two online MaxDiff surveys with 300 Oregonians to determine 
relative ranking of forestland issues and provide validation of 
telephone survey findings

o Completed two focus groups to provide elaboration on 
telephone survey findings

o Quotas were established for the research by age, gender, 
education, and area based on the total population of Oregon to 
ensure a representative sample

o Research completed April-May 2010

o See Appendices for more information

Methodology Overview 
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Section 2: 
Summary and Observations 
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o Consistency:  hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎΩ ǾŀƭǳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǊŜƭŀǘŜ ǘƻ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 
consistent over the past decade. They value the forests for their environmental, 
social, and economical contributions to the state and want the forests to be 
managed in abalanced way that will allow for future generations to take advantage 
ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƻŦŦŜǊΦ ²ƘŜƴ ƛǘ ŎƻƳŜǎ Ƙƻǿ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ 
and managed and who they see as credible messengers about the forests, residents 
do not like extremes. 

o Knowledge:  As found in 2005, approximately two-thirds of residents  think 

they are knowledgeable about forest management in Oregon, with pluralities who 
ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŀōƭŜΦ  !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 
their knowledge level has remained the same, there has been an increase of 12 
Ǉƻƛƴǘǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ нллр ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎ ǿƘƻ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ άȅŜǎέ ǿƘŜƴ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƛŦ 
Oregon law requires owners of private forestland to replant after harvesting (from 
46% in 2005 to 58% in 2010). This brings knowledge levels of this issue back in line 
with numbers from 2002 (55%). 

o Balance:  In 2005, 47% of Oregonians thought it was likely that Oregon will strike 

an appropriate balance in the management of its forests for environmental, social, 
and economic benefits while 39% believed this was unlikely. While this question 
was not explicitly asked in 2010, eight in ten Oregonians think the forests shouldbe 
managed to achieve both economic and environmental values and suggest that it is 
ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ άŘƻ ƛǘ ŀƭƭΦέ
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o Economic Importance:  Almost six in ten residents agree that timber 

harvesting is a historically important economic enterprise that should continue to 
receive emphasis by state and federal leaders. Further, strong majorities continue 
ǘƻ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƘŜŀƭǘƘΦ

o Sustainability:  Oregonians want timber harvesting to remain an important 

ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΣ ōǳǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛŦ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŘƻƴŜ ƛƴ ŀ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƳŀƴƴŜǊ 
that does not harm the appearance or abundance of the forests (In 2005 55% of 
Oregonians thought the state was a leader in sustainable forestry). This year, 
when asked what sustainable forestry means to them, residents related that it 
means balancing economic, environmental, and recreational interests ςhaving a 
healthy harvest each year while maintaining all that they value about the forests. 

o Certification:  Three-quarters of Oregonians find it important that wood 

products come from a well-managed forest, as certified by an independent 
organization. They also continue to view wood products as a better environmental 
choice than alternatives such as steel, plastic, and concrete.

o Biomass:  In addition to supporting sustainable timber harvesting, Oregonians 

are supportive of developing the biomass industry in Oregon. While over one-half 
have not heard of using biomass from agriculture and forests in Oregon as a 
renewable source of energy to supplement hydro and coal generated energy,  75% 
of Oregonians believe it is important to develop this industry. This is an increase of 
23 points from 2005.
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o Concerns:Top forest related concerns remain replanting trees after harvest, 

water quality, jobs and revenue for communities, wildlife habitat, wildfires, 
clearcutting, and forests being converted to non-forest issues (framed as urban 
development in 2005). Water quality and replanting trees remain a top concern 
ƛǎǎǳŜ ŦǊƻƳ нллрΦ /ƭŜŀǊŎǳǘǘƛƴƎ  ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŀ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ǘƻ 
ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ рл҈ ƻŦ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΦ  ¢ƘŜǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ 
percentages for jobs and revenue of 10 points. 

Concern for wildlife habitat, wildfires, and forest conversion have stayed relatively 
constant. Herbicide use is of lesser concern, however when prompted, residents do 
want to see restrictions on its use or replacing it with natural alternatives. The 
ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƻŦ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǘƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŀ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ŦƻǊ 
slightly over one-half of residents.

hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ 
their protection and preservation. At the same time, they recognize the importance 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳōŜǊ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ǘƻ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎΦ 
Again, they believe it is possible to do it all.

o Solutions:  Residents think that these issues should be addressed using multi-

faceted regulatory and prevention strategies. They recognize that no one thing is 
ǘƘŜ άǎƛƭǾŜǊ ōǳƭƭŜǘέ ǘƻ ǎƻƭǾƛƴƎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ŎƻƳǇǊƻƳƛǎŜ ƛǎ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘΦ 
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o Appearance:  Oregonians greatly value the appearance of the forests ςtheir 

beauty, scenery, cleanliness, green color, size and density, old growth, and being 
undeveloped. Signs that the forests have been negatively altered by humans, 
especially harvesting, greatly influences how well they think the forests are being 
managed and their support for industry related activities in the forests.

o Replanting:  Conversely, signs of replanting after harvest, selective harvesting, 

protection of water sources and wildlife habitat, and preventing wildfires represent 
to residents that the forests are being well managed. In messaging and 
communications, it would be wise to highlight areas in which these actions are being 
taken. It would also be beneficial to discuss ways in which Oregon is an example of 
sustainable forestry ςprotecting the forests while creating 21st century jobs in the 
timber and biomass industries.

o Communications:  Strong communications about forest management in 

hǊŜƎƻƴ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǘƻ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎΩ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ǘƛƳōŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōƛƻƳŀǎǎ 
industries in the state. They need to know that the forests are being managed in a 
ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΣ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ 
generations. For Oregonians, seeing is believing. 

o Messengers:  The most trusted messengers continue to be university forest 

scientists, family forestland owners, and state forestry officials.
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Section 3:

Forest Values 
and 

Beliefs 



²Ƙŀǘ Řƻ ȅƻǳ ǾŀƭǳŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŀōƻǳǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΚ (open-ended) 
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Response Statewide N=1000

Beauty/scenic 24%

Accessibility/availability 20%

Source of income (logging/timber industry/tourism) 15%

Wildlife habitat 12%

Trees 12%

Healthy environment 10%

Hunting and fishing 8%

Protected/undeveloped/pristine/untouched 8%

Camping sites/parks 8%

Green color 7%

Recreation (general) 7%

Natural resource 6%

Hiking/trails 6%

Renewable/sustainable resource 6%

Create jobs 5%

Cleanliness 5%

Abundant/density/size 4%

Solitude/serenity of nature 2%

Old growth 2%

All other responses 1% or less

None/Nothing 1%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 6%Q1



²Ƙŀǘ Řƻ ȅƻǳ ǾŀƭǳŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŀōƻǳǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΚ (open-ended) 

13Q1

ά¢Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǳǎ ǘƻ ŜƴƧƻȅΦέ

ά[ƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ ōŜŀǳǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ŀƴŘ ŜƴƧƻȅ ǘƘŜƳΦέ

ά¢ƘŜ ŎŀƳǇ ǎƛǘŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŜƴŜǊȅΣ L Ƨǳǎǘ ƭƻǾŜ ƛǘ ŀƭƭΦ L ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ŎŀƳǇ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ 
ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘŜǊƴŜǎǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƭƭǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦǊŜǎƘ ŀƛǊΦέ

άwŜƴŜǿŀōƭŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ Ǉǳǘ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǿƛǎŜƭȅ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ 
ǘƘŜƳ ŀƎŀƛƴΦέ

ά9ǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜΣ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎτǿŜΩǊŜ ƘŀǇǇȅ ǎƻƳŜ ŀǊŜ ƭŜŦǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ 
ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ƛǘΦέ

ά¢ƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀƴǘ ǘƘŜƳ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ Ƨƻōǎ ŦƻǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦέ



²ƘƛƭŜ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ŀōƻǳǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ 
forests, approximately 60% of responses are oriented 

towards the appearance of the forests. 
This was also found in 2005.   
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o Beauty and scenery (24%)

o Trees (12%)

o Being protected, undeveloped, pristine, and untouched (8%)

o Green color(7%)

o Cleanliness (5%)

o Their density and size (4%)

o Old Growth(2%)  

Q1



Substantial majorities of Oregonians in each demographic 
ǎǳōƎǊƻǳǇ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ 

to achieve both environmental and economic values. 
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N=500

Q6

3%

8%

12%

78%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

DK

Oregon forests should be managed 
primarily for their economic value

Oregon forests should be managed 
primarily for their environmental value

Oregon forests should be managed to 
achieve both environmental and 

economic values



CƻŎǳǎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άōŀƭŀƴŎŜέ ƻǾŜǊ 
and over again to describe proper forest management. 

¢ƘŜȅ ǎŀƛŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ άŘƻ ƛǘ ŀƭƭΦέ

16Focus Groups

ά¢ƘŜǊŜϥǎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǘȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŜŀǎ 
and you need to balance that so that we 
can continue to preserve and grow trees 
and have people make money off of 
tourism and all that kind of stuff.  So you 
ƪƛƴŘ ƻŦ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƛǘΦέ ςUrban 

ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ 
private and public land use.  I also think it 
needs to be more locally controlled than 
ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭŜŘΦέ ςRural 
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A majority agree that timber harvest is economically 
important and should continue to receive interest from state 

and federal leaders, especially men, residents 35 years and 
older, and residents of 21 years or more. 

N=1000

Q3

16%

41%

21%

17%

5%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Timber harvesting in Oregon was once 
an important economic enterprise, but 
the time has come to move on to other 

forms of economic activity

Timber harvesting in Oregon is a 
historically important economic 

enterprise and should continue to 
receive emphasis by our state and 

federal leaders

A lot closer Only Somewhat Closer DK

58%

37%



²Ƙŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇƘǊŀǎŜ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅέ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƻ ȅƻǳΚ 
(open-ended)
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Sustainable Forestry StatewideN=500

Replanting trees after harvest 38%

Maintaining forests health 20%

Continuing to be able to harvest the forest 14%

Selective logging/harvesting 10%

Having continued growth 9%

Protecting/preserving the forest 8%

Having a forest for future generations 8%

Proper management of resources 7%

Renewable resources 7%

Thinning forests 3%

Clearing dead/old tree growth 3%

Providing employment/economic base 3%

Helping the environment 2%

Protecting wildlife habitat 2%

All other responses 1% or less

None/Nothing/Refused 3%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 9%
Q5



²Ƙŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇƘǊŀǎŜ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅέ ƳŜŀƴ ǘƻ ȅƻǳΚ 
(open-ended)

19Q5

ά[ŀǿǎ ǘƻ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ǿŀǘŜǊǎƘŜŘǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǎǘǊŜŀƳ ǿŀǘŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
sheds. Also the monitoring of industry and agriculture about or around 
ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊƛǾŜǊ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΦέ

ά.ŜǘǘŜǊ ƭŀǿǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƻǿƴ 
ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘǎ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ ŀ ƘŀǇǇȅ ƳŜŘƛǳƳΦέ

άbƻ ŎƭŜŀǊŎǳǘǘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΣ ŀƴŘ Ǉƻǎǎƛōƭȅ ǊŜǎǘƻŎƪƛƴƎ ǎǘǊŜŀƳǎΦέ

άaŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōǳŦŦŜǊ ȊƻƴŜǎ ƛƴ ƭƻƎƎƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŜŜƪǎΦ 
[ƛƳƛǘƛƴƎ ǊƻŀŘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ bƻ ƘŜǊōƛŎƛŘŜǎΦέ

άtǊƻōŀōƭȅ ƭŜǎǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ƻŦ 
ƭŀƴŘΦέ



CƻǊ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎΣ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅέ ƳŜŀƴǎ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ 
ŀƭƭ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŀōƻǳǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ ōŜƛƴƎ    

able to have a healthy harvest each year. It means 
balancing economic, environmental, and recreational 

interests. Replanting after harvest (38%) is mentioned 
most, as it was in 2002 (31%). 

20Q5



Iƻǿ hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅέ ǿŀǎ 
consistent between the telephone survey and focus groups.

21Focus Groups 

ά{ǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǘƘƻŘ ōȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎǳǘǘƛƴƎ 
down trees is matched with replanting trees so that our 
ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘΩǎ ŜŎƻƭƻƎȅ ƛǎ ƳƛƴƛƳƛȊŜŘΦέ ςUrban

άL Ƨǳǎǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘϥǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘ ŎȅŎƭŜΦ  {ƻ ȅƻǳ ƴŜǾŜǊ Ǌǳƴ 
out.  There is always good balance.  So you can take 
some out but there is always something coming up soon 
ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ȅƻǳ Ŏŀƴ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘΦέ ςUrban 

ά{ǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƳŜŀƴǎ ȅƻǳ Ŏŀƴ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ƛǘ ƛƴ ŀ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ 
ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴΦέ ςRural

άYŜŜǇƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŀǎ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǿƘƛƭŜ ŀƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƭƻƎƎƛƴƎ 
ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎΦέ ςRural



What would prove the forests in your part of Oregon are being 
managed properly to meet the environmental, social, and 

economic needs of present and future generations? (open-ended)

22

Proper Forest Management Statewide N=500

Reforestation/replanting more trees 18%

More selective cutting of forests/timber 11%

Cleanliness of forests (general) 10%

Fewer clear cut areas 9%

Focus on forest land preservation 9%

Better management (general) 8%

Letting timber industry do their job 7%

Fire prevention/reductions 7%

Forest education 6%

Placing/enforcement for forest management 5%

Use forests to generate revenue/job creation 5%

Wildlife protection 5%

Balance between economy and environment 5%

They are currently doing a good job 5%

Clearing out old growth 3%

Less government involvement 3%

Protect fish habitat 3%

Accessible/clear roads 2%

Seeing it with my own eyes 2%

All other responses 1% or less

Nothing/none 3%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 17%
Q11



What would prove the forests in your part of Oregon are being 
managed properly to meet the environmental, social, and 

economic needs of present and future generations? (open-ended)

23Q11

άL ŦŜŜƭ ǘƘŜȅϥǊŜ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǉǳƛǘŜ ǿŜƭƭΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƎƻƻŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅϥǊŜ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ 
at the recreation angle as well. The more people involved the better care I feel they 
ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜΦέ

ά¢ƘŜ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊΦ LϥŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ǎƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ 
ǘǊƛƳ ŀƴŘ ōǊǳǎƘ ŀǊŜ ǊŜƳƻǾŜŘΦ  ¢ƘŜȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǎƻ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǎƘƻƻǘƛƴƎ 
ŀƴŘ ƭƛǘǘŜǊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅϥǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƻǾŜǊŎǳǘΦέ

ά¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅΩǊŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ bƻǊǘƘǿŜǎǘ hǊŜƎƻƴΣ 
in privately owned lands. The forest grew fast there because of planting a lot of 
ǘǊŜŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŦƛōŜǊ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƭƭǎΦέ

ά! ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ǎǘŀƴŎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƴƻǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƴƻ ƭƻƎƎƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ ǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǿǊƻƴƎΤ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǘƛƻƴ 
ǘƘŀǘ ŎƭŜŀǊŎǳǘǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ōŀŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ƛǎǎǳŜΦ 9ȄǘǊŜƳŜ ǎƛŘŜǎ ǘƻ 
ǘƘŜ Ŝǉǳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǊƛƎƘǘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƳǇǊƻƳƛǎŜΦ

ά! ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǎǇŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴŀƎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ƘŜŀƭǘƘΦ 
¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ŀƭƭΦέ



The appearance of the forests ςespecially seeing substantial 
evidence of replanting trees after harvest ςis the biggest 

indicator to Oregonians that forests are being well managed to 
meet the social, environmental, and economic needs of 

present and future generations.  

24Q11



Many Oregonians find it important that wood products are 
certified by an independent organization as coming from a 

well-managed forest, with Metro area, younger, and newer 
residents most passionate about this.  

25

Very 
important

37%

Somewhat 
important

38%

Not very 
important

12%
Not at all 
important

10%
DK
2%

N=500

Q45

75%



26

Section 4:

Knowledge 
Levels
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Almost two-thirds of Oregonians continue to say from 2005 
that they are knowledgeable about forest management in 

Oregon, particularly those living in Eastern Oregon, ages 35 
and older, men, and longer term residents. A plurality of all 

ǎǳōƎǊƻǳǇǎ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ŀǎ ƻƴƭȅ άǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘέ 
knowledgeable.  

Very 
knowledgeable

17%

Somewhat 
knowledgeable

48%

Not very 
knowledgeable

26%

Not at all 
knowledgeable

8%

DK
1%

65%

2010 Knowledge Levels

Q4

DK
1%

Somewhat
Knowledgeable 

49%

Not very
Knowledgeable 

25%

Not at all
Knowledgeable 

13%

Very
Knowledgeable 

13%

2005 Knowledge Levels

62%



Substantial majorities think Oregon law requires the 
protection of streams, water, fish, and wildlife during timber 

harvest on private forests. They are less certain about 
replanting trees after harvest being required, especially 

newer residents and those living in Eastern Oregon.

28

N=1000

58%

72%

77%

10%

6%

4%

32%

21%

19%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Does Oregon law require owners of 
private forestland to replant trees after 

harvest?

Does Oregon law require owners of 
private forestland to protect fish and 

wildlife habitat during timber harvest?

Does Oregon law require owners of 
private forestland to protect streams and 
water resources during timber harvest?

Yes No DK

Q12-Q14



There has been an increase of 12 points from 2005 (46%) to 
2010 (58%) in the percentage of Oregonians who know that 
Oregon law requires owners of private forestland to replant 
trees after harvest. This brings knowledge back in line with 

findings from 2002 (55%).

29Q12-Q14

Does Oregon law require owners of private forestland to 
replant trees after timber harvest?*

ϝ ²ƻǊŘƛƴƎ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ нллнκнллрΣ ŀƴŘ нлмлΦ Lƴ нлмлΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άǘƛƳōŜǊέ ǿŀǎ ŀŘŘŜŘΦ

55%

46%

58%

14%

16%

10%

30%

38%

32%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

2002

2005

2010

Yes No Don't know



Oregonians who know that Oregon law requires replanting 
ŀŦǘŜǊ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƴŎƭƛƴŜŘ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ ŀ άƎƻƻŘέ ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
job families and individuals and private companies are doing 
managing the forests. They also are more likely to agree that 
significant improvements have been made to fish habitat in 

the last 15 years, and that the state is doing a good job 
enforcing the forest protection laws.

30



31

Section 5:

Current 
Forestland 

Issues



What are the most important forestry issues in Oregon you 
want to see addressed? (open-ended)

32

ForestryIssues to Address Statewide N=1000

Preservation (general) 14%

Reforest and replant 13%

Clearcutting 11%

Better management 10%

Need to do more logging/harvesting 10%

Safe/sustainable harvesting practices 9%

More accessibility 9%

Cleaning it up 8%

Proper fire management 6%

Logging/thinning forests 6%

Deforestation 5%

Protecting wildlife habitat 4%

Maintaining/creating jobs 4%

Over-logging/harvesting 4%

Balance between economical and environmental needs 3%

Enforcing regulations 2%

Erosion control 2%

More recreation 2%

Preserving water quality 2%

All other responses 1% or less

None/Nothing 5%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 16%Q2



What are the most important forestry issues in Oregon you 
want to see addressed? (open-ended)

33Q2

άL Řƻƴϥǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ Ŏǳǘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŜŜǎΤ L ǿŀƴǘ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŜ 
ƻƴŜǎ ǘƘŜȅϥǾŜ Ŏǳǘ ŘƻǿƴΦέ

άLϥŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƘŀǊǾŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ Ŏǳǘ ŀƴŘ ǊǳƴΦ ¢ƘŜȅ 
Ŏǳǘ ƛǘ ŦŀǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǘ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜǎ ƛǘǎŜƭŦΦέ

άL Ƨǳǎǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŜŀǊŎǳǘǘƛƴƎ Ŏǳǘ ǘƻ ŀ ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ ƻǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎǘƻǇǇŜŘ 
ŀƭƭ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊΦέ

άtǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǎŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘΦέ

άaŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǳƴǘƻǳŎƘŜŘ ǘǊŜŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻƭŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΦέ

ά.ŜǘǘŜǊ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ŦƛǊŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭΣ ŀƴŘ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 
be logging more than less, but with a  more sustainable harvest in mind. 
L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ōŜǘǘŜǊΦέ



While expressed in different ways, the most important 
forestry issues Oregon residents want to see addressed are 

the protection and preservation of forests. These may be 
seen as signs that the forests are being managed properly.

34Q2



Water quality and replanting trees are forest management 
concerns for 9 in 10 Oregonians, with approximately 
two-thirds or more in all subgroups who say they are 

άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜƳΦ   

35

65%

64%

24%

25%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Replanting trees after 
harvest

Water quality

Very Concerned Somewhat Concerned

88%

CƛǊǎǘ ¢ƛŜǊΥ aƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǎƛȄ ƛƴ ǘŜƴ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ

89%

Q19, Q21

2005: 
Very: 68%, 

Somewhat: 24%

Very: 63%, 
Somewhat: 22%



aŀƧƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǘƛŜǊ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΦ 
Residents of Eastern Oregon are particularly concerned 

about wildfires and jobs and revenues for communities, 
while urban residents are concerned about clearcuting and 

forest conversion.

36

{ŜŎƻƴŘ ¢ƛŜǊΥ .ŜǘǿŜŜƴ рл҈ ŀƴŘ ру҈ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ

50%

52%

54%

52%

58%

27%

31%

31%

36%

34%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Clearcutting

Forests being converted to 
non-forest uses

Wildfires

Wildlife habitat

Jobs and revenue for 
communities

Very Concerned Somewhat Concerned

88%

92%

85%

83%

77%

* Wording changed slightly for 
items between 2005 and 2010 

Q18, Q20, Q23,Q24, Q26

2005*: 
Very: 48%, 

Somewhat:37%

Very: 54%, 
Somewhat: 32%

Very: 49%, 
Somewhat: 33%

Very: 54%, 
Somewhat:28%

Very: 51%, 
Somewhat: 26%



hǊŜƎƻƴƛŀƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ Ŝǉǳŀƭ άǾŜǊȅέ ƻǊ άǎƻƳŜǿƘŀǘέ 
concern across subgroups about fish habitat and insect 
infestations. Metro area residents are, however, more 

concerned about overharvesting than 
residents of Eastern and Western Oregon. 

37

48%

49%

46%

28%

34%

39%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Over harvesting of 
timber

Insect infestations

Fish habitat

Very Concerned Somewhat Concerned

85%

¢ƘƛǊŘ ¢ƛŜǊΥ пс҈ ǘƻ пф҈ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ 

83%

76%

Q22, Q25, Q27

2005*: 
Very: 49%, 

Somewhat:35%

Very: 48%, 
Somewhat:36%

N/A

* Wording changed slightly for items 
between 2005 and 2010 



Forestry issues in the fourth tier are still of concern to two-
thirds of residents or more, however the level of strong 

όάǾŜǊȅέύ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ƛǎ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǎǎǳŜǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 
and second tiers.

38

35%

39%

39%

31%

33%

36%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Not enough old growth 
forests

Landslides

Herbicide use

Very Concerned Somewhat Concerned

CƻǳǊǘƘ ¢ƛŜǊΥ оф҈ ƻǊ ƭŜǎǎ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ

75%

72%

66%

Q28, Q29, Q30

2005*: 
N/A

Very: 35%, 
Somewhat:35%

N/A



Validating MaxDiff Exercise: 
Forestry Issues of Most Concern to Oregonians

39

Forest Issue Description Total Score

First Tier

Replanting trees after harvest 8.71

Wildlife habitat 7.77

Jobs and revenue for communities 7.72

Water quality 7.59

Clearcutting 7.36

Forests being converted to non-forest uses 7.25

Second Tier 

Over harvesting timber 6.23

Air quality 5.47

Wildfires 5.40



Validating MaxDiff Exercise: 
Forestry Issues of Most Concern to Oregonians

40

Forest Issue Description Total Score

Third Tier

Insect infestations 4.42

Fish habitat 4.34

Invasive species 4.19

Natural beauty 4.15

Not enough old growth forests 3.84

Reduced federal government timber harvest payments 

to county and local governments

3.65

Herbicide use 3.32

Climate change 3.27

Providing wood for homes and products 2.72

Landslides 1.60



Thinking over the next 30 years, what do you think will be 
ǘƘŜ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ŦŀŎƛƴƎ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΚ (open-ended) 

41

Biggest Forestry Issue Overthe Next 30 Years Statewide N=500

Over logging/overharvesting 15%

Wildfires 12%

Forests being converted to non-forest uses 10%

Better land management 8%

Insect infestation/disease 8%

Government regulations 7%

Replanting trees after harvest 6%

Clearcutting 5%

Population growth 5%

Jobs and revenue communities 5%

Environmentalists 5%

Preservation of forestlands (general) 4%

Harvesting 4%

Harvest age 3%

Wildlife habitat 3%

Providing wood for homes and products 3%

Climate change 3%

All other responses 2% or less

Nothing/None 4%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 8%
Q35



Thinking over the next 30 years, what do you think will be 
ǘƘŜ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ŦŀŎƛƴƎ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΚ (open-ended) 

42Q35

ά!ŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜϥǎ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎΦ .ŀƭŀƴŎƛƴƎ 
ƻǳǘ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΦέ

άaŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜΦ 9ƴǎǳǊŜtrees are replanted, not over harvested & not 
ƻǾŜǊǳǎŜŘΦ .ǳǘ Ƙƻǿ Ŏŀƴ ȅƻǳ Řƻ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŀǘΚέ

άtŜƻǇƭŜΣ ǿƛƭŘŦƛǊŜǎΣ ƻǾŜǊǳǎŜ ǘƻƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΣ ǘƻƻ ƳǳŎƘ ƭƻƎƎƛƴƎΣ ƘǳƴǘƛƴƎΣ 
ŦƛǎƘƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ǇƻŀŎƘƛƴƎΦ bƻǘ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΦέ

άaŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǿƛƭŘƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ŦƛǎƘΣ ŀƴŘ 
ǿŀǘŜǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅΦέ

άLƴǎŜŎǘ ƛƴŦŜǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ǿŀǊƳƛƴƎΦέ

άCƻǊŜǎǘ ŦƛǊŜǎΦέ



Oregonians foresee a number of different problems facing 
hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ол ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ƻƴŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ 

receiving a majority of responses. 
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When asked which will be the biggest problem affecting 
hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ол ȅŜŀǊǎΣ 

Oregonians are divided.

44

N=500

9%

11%

17%

19%

20%

25%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Not having enough trees to harvest for 
wood products

Not having enough clean, cool water

Loss of fish and wildlife habitat

Increasing conflict between forestland 
owners and their neighbors

More wildfires

Forests being converted to non-forest 
uses

Q36



Validating MaxDiff Exercise: Biggest Problems Facing 
hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ CƻǊŜǎǘǎ hǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ bŜȄǘ ол ¸ŜŀǊǎ
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Forest Problem Description Total Score

First Tier 

Loss of fish and wildlife habitat 18.11

Forests being converted to non-forest uses 15.79

Not having enough cool and clear water 15.76

Second Tier 

More wildfires 11.35

Herbicide use 11.31

Third Tier 

Invasive species 10.19

Not having enough trees to harvest for wood 

products

6.84

Increasing conflict between forestland owners 

and their neighbors

6.43

Shortage of forest recreation opportunities 4.22
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Section 6:

Water Quality 
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N=1000

Q18-Q30

Water quality as a forest concern is not top of mind for 
Oregonians. When prompted, water quality ranks in the first 

tier of concerns but it is only mentioned by 2% of 
respondents when asked open-ended about their top 

forestry concerns.

66%

72%

75%

76%

77%

85%

83%

85%

85%

88%

89%
89%
92%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Not enough old growth forests

Landslides

Herbicide use

Over timber harvesting

Clearcutting

Insect infestations

Forests being converted to non-forest uses

Fish habitat

Wildfires

Wildlife habitat

Replanting trees after harvest

Water quality

Jobs and revenue for communities

Very Concerned Somewhat Concerned



(Those concerned about water quality) What actions would you like to 
see taken to address water quality? (open-ended)
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AddressingWater Quality StatewideN=441

Keeping the water supply safe/clean 25%

Higher/stricter standards/regulations 14%

Reduce logging in certain areas 11%

No dumping 10%

Better monitoring 7%

Protect wildlife habitat 5%

Reduce use of herbicides/pesticides in forest management 5%

Routinely test the water 5%

Accountability 4%

Public awareness 4%

Require forest managers to minimize erosion/landslides/mudslides 3%

Placing/maintaining buffer strips 3%

Currently doing a good job 2%

Picking up trash/cleaning up streams/rivers/water ways 2%

Building restrictions/not allowed to build too close to water resources 2%

All other responses 1% or less

Nothing/None/Refused 6%

5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 20%Q31



Those concerned about water quality would like to see 
stricter restrictions and requirementsput in place to 

address water quality issues.
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o Keeping the water supply clean and safe (25%) 
o Higher and stricter standards and regulations (14%)
o Reduce logging in certain areas(11%)
o No dumping (10%)
o Better monitoring (7%)
o Accountability(4%)
o Requiring forest managers to minimize erosion, 

landslides, and mudslides (3%)
o Placing and maintaining buffer strips (3%)
o Picking up trash and cleaning and streams, rivers, and 

waterways (2%)
o Building restrictions such as not allowing construction 

close to water sources (2%)Q31



Online Survey Validation: Using a 1=not at all important to 
5=very important scale, rate the importance of each action 

to addressing your concern about water quality. 

50Online Survey

AddressingWater Quality
Online Statewide

N=263

Leave streamside buffers when harvesting trees to 
protect water quality

4.4

Limit the conversion of forests to non-forest uses 4.1

Reduce the use of herbicides in forest management 4.1

Require forest managers to minimize erosion 4.1

Reduce harvesting of trees to increase use of 

alternatives to wood such as steel, concrete, plastic, etc.
3.5
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Section 7:

Jobs and Revenue



Jobs and revenue for communities is a top concern statewide, 
ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ŦƻǊ 
Eastern (67%) and Western (63%) Oregon residents than for 

those in the Portland metro area (48%). Older and longer term 
residents are also more concerned than their counterparts. 
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N=1000
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Herbicide use

Over timber harvesting
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Fish habitat
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Water quality
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Residents are aware and agree that the timber industry is 
ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ 

agreement is strongly conveyed across all demographic 
subgroups.
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N=500

11%

45%

61%

23%

35%

30%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Most Oregon rural communities can 
continue to thrive without a strong wood 

products industry

Assuring a healthy vibrant wood products 
sector should be an important part of the 
state's economic development strategy

A healthy forest products industry is 
important for Oregon's economy to be 

strong and diversified

Agree Strongly Agree Somewhat

34%

80%

91%

Q51, Q54, Q55
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Section 8:

Wildfire



Wildfires rank in the second tier of forest management 
concerns, however they are especially concerning to 

Oregonians living in the Eastern part of the state, with 60% 
ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜ άǾŜǊȅέ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ пф҈ 

in the Metro area and 55% in Western Oregon. 
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N=1000

66%

72%

75%

76%

77%
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Herbicide use

Over timber harvesting
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Wildfires
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Replanting trees after harvest
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Residents understand the need for thinning forests and 
agree it should be done in federal forestlands. However 

certain groups are less strong in their agreement, including 
Metro residents, those ages 18 to 34, 

and Oregon residents of 10 years or less.
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N=500

Q50, Q52, Q56, Q59,

25%

48%

47%

66%

22%

25%

30%

19%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

The way federal forestlands have been managed in eastern 
and southwest interior Oregon has resulted in a greater 

threat of wildfires

Lack of thinning or harvesting in dense, overcrowded forest 
stands can threaten fish and wildlife habitat by making the 

stands vulnerable to unusually hot, destructive fires

Dense, overstocked forests in eastern and southwest 
interior Oregon should be thinned to reduce the risk of 

severe wildfire.

Federal forestlands should be restored after wildfires by 
removing some dead trees and planting new seedlings

Agree Strongly Agree Somewhat

77%

73%

47%

85%



Online Survey Validation: Using a 1=not at all important to 
5=very important scale, rate the importance of each action 

to addressing your concern about wildfires. 

57Online Survey

AddressingWildfires
Online Statewide

N=241

Harvest or thin trees from dense, overcrowded areas 4.2

Aggressively work to put out fires when they start 4.0

Strengthen land-use laws to limit future building of 

homes in fire prone areas
4.0

Start fires on purpose and control them in areas where 

underbrush or dead trees have created a high potential 

for fire

3.7

!ƭƭƻǿ ŦƛǊŜǎ ǘƻ ōǳǊƴ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ƛƴ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎ2.9



More than 6 in 10 (64%) residents are willing to pay at least 
$20 per year in property taxes to maintain or improve 

hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ŦƛǊŜ ŦƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǘƘƻǎŜ 
living in the Metro area and residents of 10 years or less. 
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N=500

Q64-Q66

21%

12%

48%

67%

77%

46%

12%

12%

6%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Q66.  $20 per year 
(n=230)

Q65.  $30 per year 
(n=262)

Q64.  $40 per year 
(n=500)

Yes No DK

Yes
64%

No
31%

DK
8%

Total Willing to Pay $20 or 
More Per Year

If no, 

If no,

How much would you pay per year to maintain or 
ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ hǊŜƎƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ŦƛǊŜ ŦƛƎƘǘƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΚ
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Section 9:

Conversion of 
Forests


