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GS Strategy Group conducted a survey on behalf of OFIC from February 10-13, 2018 among 
500 likely voters in Clatsop, Coos, Curry, Lincoln and Tillamook Counties with additional 
interviews in Reedsport and Florence. The poll produced a margin of error of +/- 4.38% at the 
95% confidence level. Below are some key findings from that research.  
 
COASTAL VOTERS BLEND RURAL OREGON’S CONSERVATIVE 
LEANINGS WITH A HISTORICAL DESIRE TO PROTECT THE 
ENVIRONMENT AND SUPPORT THE TIMBER INDUSTRY 
Many of Oregon’s coastal counties strongly supported President Trump’s election in 2016 and 
those that didn’t are still decidedly more conservative than the rest of the state. Those same 
voters, however, rate themselves very highly in their desire to protect the environment and 
even choose protecting the environment (42%) over creating local jobs (40%). 
 
85% OF COASTAL VOTERS SUPPORT LOGGING IN OREGON’S 
FORESTS, WITH ONLY 12% OPPOSED 
Voters across all demographics (gender, age and geography), as well as vote behavior (party 
registration and ideology) strongly support logging in Oregon’s forests and a plurality (29%) 
identified the timber industry as the most important to their local area. 
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SUPPORT FOR LOGGING COMES FROM A BALANCE OF BENEFITS FOR 
BOTH THE ECONOMY AND THE HEALTH OF OREGON’S FORESTS  
While the small group opposed to logging in Oregon’s forests is solely focused on the 
environmental impact, our supporters take a balanced approach towards logging that matches 
the overall politics of Oregon’s coastal voters.  Among the 85% who support logging, about half 
cite economic and job related reasons as the main reason for their position, but the other half 
point to issues of forest maintenance, fire suppression and the renewable nature of timber. 
 
 
OFIC MUST IDENTIFY, ENGAGE AND RECRUIT SUPPORTERS FROM 
THESE AREAS WITH A COMBINED ECONOMIC AND HEALTHY FORESTS 
MESSAGE TO PREPARE FOR FUTURE ATTEMPTS TO BAN AERIAL 
PESTICIDES 
Despite all of the support for logging and understanding about the important role the timber 
industry plays in both growing the coastal economy and maintaining Oregon’s forests, voters 
are very susceptible to the idea of banning aerial pesticides. Even when given context about 
the limited usage from both a chronological and geographic perspective, they are unmoved in 
their skepticism about the process. Underlining the difficulty of this conversation, voters who 
have immediate family employed in the timber industry or are employed themselves oppose 
aerial pesticides at the same rate as voters overall. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


