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February 22, 2002

To:
Northwest Old-Growth Campaign

From:
Davis, Hibbitts & McCaig, Inc.

Re.:
Survey Results

Introduction 

Davis, Hibbitts & McCaig, Inc. (DHM) is pleased to present the results of survey research conducted for the Northwest Old-Growth Campaign.  The purpose of this research was to gauge public opinion toward the logging of old-growth and mature growth forests on national forest and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands.

DHM conducted a survey of 600 respondents registered to vote in Washington (N=360) and Oregon (N=240) in February 2002.  The survey also over sampled an additional 300 of those registered to vote in Representative Baird’s 3rd congressional district in Washington and Representative DeFazio’s 4th Oregon district.  Respondents were randomly contacted by telephone; the two-state 600 sample was designed to proportionally represent the populations of the two states combined.  The survey had a 95% confidence level.  The margin of error for the 600 sample is +/-4%; for each congressional district (N=300) the margin of error was +/-5.7%.

The two-state survey collected the following demographic characteristics: 

· 49% of respondents were male and 51% female.

· 14% were 18-34 years old, 43% 35-54, and 42% were over 55.

· 3% of respondents had some high school education and 25% were high school graduates; 32% had some college, 28% were college graduates and 11% had some post-college experience.

· 6% had lived in their respective state less than 5 years, 7% between 5 and 10, 17% 11-20 years and 70% more than 20 years.

· In terms of party identification, 31% considered themselves Democrats, 29% Republicans and 36% Independent or other.  
· 20% of respondents reported household incomes of $30,000 or less, 11% reported $30-40,000, 15% $40-50,000, 15% $50-75,000 and another 15% $75-100,000.

Findings 

Statewide Washington and Oregon
Support for protecting old growth forests from logging on national forest and BLM lands is strong and so far withstanding effects of the recession and events surrounding September 11.  Support for protecting mature forests, is slightly less strong, enjoying the  support of nearly two-thirds of survey respondents.
The survey began by asking respondents about their support or opposition to protecting old-growth forest from logging on national forest land (Q1).  71% expressed support, with 46% registering strong support.  One-quarter of those polled opposed protection, 12% in strong opposition.  These findings are comparable to the support found in the May 2001 poll conducted by DHM for the Northwest Old-Growth Campaign.  In that survey, 75% supported protection of old-growth from logging and 20% opposed it.  As in that survey, the current research reveals stronger support for old-growth protection among women (75% in support), Democrats (79%), and people with a college background (from 72%-78% in support).  Additionally, this research reflects strong support for old-growth protections among Independent voters: 74 % in support and 22% opposed.

When results are cross-tabbed with respondents’ length of residence, we find the greatest support among those living in their respective states for 11-20 years (80%) and less than 11 years (76%).  Nonetheless, just over two-thirds of residents of 20 years or more also expressed support for protecting old growth from logging.

When asked to identify when they believed a forest became old-growth (Q2) the average age identified was 124.6 years.  Respondents were then told old-growth forests are generally defined as those older than 150 years and mature growth forests 80-150 years.  They were then asked a two-pronged final question probing for support of old-growth protection on both national forest and BLM lands (Q3a) as well as support for protecting mature forests from logging on those same lands (Q3b).

The level of support for protecting old-growth forest from logging on national forest and BLM lands was comparable to the survey’s first question: 70% said they supported such protection (44% in strong support) with 28% opposed (16% registered strong opposition).   Again, there was stronger support among women, Democrats and college graduates.

Respondents were then asked about support for protecting mature growth forest (defined as 80-150 years old).  While the distribution of greatest support stayed the same (women, Democrats and those with college experience), the overall level of support for protection of mature versus old-growth forest was 66% (with 35% expressing strong support).

Natural Resource vs. Non-Natural Resource Counties

The survey grouped respondents into “natural resource” and “non-natural resource” counties based on their economic base.  For purposes of this grouping, the non-natural resource counties are King, Pierce, Thurston, Snohomish, Whatcom, Kitsap and Clark in Washington and Multnomah, Washington, Clackamas, Benton, Lane and Deschutes in Oregon.  All other counties were grouped as natural resource counties.  Responses from natural resource based counties comprised 37% of the total sample. 

The findings are not surprising: counties with natural resource-based economies are less supportive than other counties of protections from logging of old-growth on national forest lands (63 vs.76%), on national forest and BLM lands (63% vs.74%) and in terms of protections for mature growth on these lands (61% to 68%).  Still, there remains majority support in non-natural resource based counties for protections – again, confirming findings from the earlier survey.

Congressional Districts

The survey over-sampled in Rep. Baird’s and Rep. DeFazio’s congressional districts to ensure survey samples of 300 for each district.  These districts were selected to explore public opinion on old and mature growth in areas with deep and longstanding reliance on natural resource industries.  In general, Rep. Baird’s district mirrors the two-state poll in both breadth and depth of support for protection of old-growth and mature growth forests from logging.  Rep. DeFazio’s district is a less rosy picture: the distribution of support is similar but the level of support is significantly lower than found in the two-state poll.

Rep. Baird (Washington CD 3):  Support for protecting old-growth forest from logging on national forest land was slightly lower than the larger two-state poll: 67% in support and 15% opposed – compared to 71% in support and 15% opposed in the full sample (Q1).  When the question was asked about protecting old-growth on both national forest and BLM lands (Q3a), support increased five points, to 72% (with 25% opposed) – exceeding the two-state level of support by two points.  Findings for protecting mature growth forest from logging were the same as in the larger poll: 65% in support, 21% opposed.  Again women, Democrats and college graduates in this district were most supportive of protections for old-growth and mature growth on both national forest and BLM lands.  

Rep. DeFazio (Oregon CD 4):  Support for protection from logging for old-growth and mature growth was lower on all dimensions in Rep. DeFazio’s district, but still secured majority support in the survey.  When we asked about protecting old-growth from logging on national forest land (Q1) 60% expressed support and 35% opposition.  When asked again about protections on national forest and BLM lands (Q3a) 58% were in support and 38% opposed.  These findings are 10-11 points lower than results from the two-state poll.  Support for protecting mature growth forests (Q3b) was still lower than the full poll (59% vs. 65%), although the spread between them was less.  Not surprisingly, women and Democrats were most supportive of protections; additionally Independents were as supportive as Democrats (69%).  Given the economic and demographic make-up of the district these findings are not surprising.

Conclusion 

As we noted earlier, support for protecting old-growth forest is a widely held value among voters in Washington and Oregon.  Support is similar in both states for the protection of mature growth forests.  This support has not been measurably tempered by the economic recession or the war and other events surrounding September 11.  It may be that, as the economic influence of the timber industry wanes and growth concentrates in metropolitan areas, protecting this resource is becoming a value that withstands other pressures.  This is seen as well in the declining polarization of sentiment on these questions.

It is interesting to note that support for protecting mature growth forests from logging on national forest and BLM lands enjoys the support of 65% of those polled in Washington and Oregon.  This degree of support is significant and further evidence of the declining polarization of opinion and the resilience of these issues in declining economic times.
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