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Protecting Forests Increases Jobs and Income in Rural Economies  
 

• Employment and annual wages have increased where logging has declined. The U.S. Pacific 

Northwest is the most studied region in the nation in terms of the relationship between logging 

and jobs and income. The U.S. Forest Service’s own 2024 analysis1 shows that, as logging levels 

declined after the 1980s in the region, employment and average annual wages (adjusted for 

inflation) increased substantially.  

 

• Recreation and tourism are the real economic contributors, not logging. A comprehensive 

analysis by the U.S. Forest Service itself revealed that, nationally, recreation and tourism on 

national forests create 31.4 times more jobs and contribute 38.1 times more income to the 

nation’s economy than logging on national forests.2  

 

• Employment and income in rural counties increases with more protected federal public 

lands. A 2017 analysis by Headwaters Economics found that, in rural counties with higher 

percentages of the county’s total area comprised of protected federal public lands, employment 

and per capita income were higher than in rural counties with lower percentages of protected 

federal public lands.3 In fact, counties in the top 25th percentile (counties with the highest 

proportion of their area comprised of protected federal public lands) had employment and 

personal income levels that were more than twice as high as the counties in the lowest 25th 

percentile (counties with the lowest proportion of their area comprised of protected federal 

public lands).  

 
1 U.S. Forest Service. 2024. Northwest Forest Plan Amendment, Draft Environmental Impact Statement,  

Figures 3-8 and 3-9. Pacific Northwest Region, Portland, OR.  
2 U.S. Forest Service, The Forest Service Program for Forest and Rangeland Resources: A Long-Term  

Strategic Plan, Draft 1995 RPA Program, Oct. 1995, pp. IV-2 & IV-3.  
3 Lawson, M. 2017. Federal lands in the West: liability or asset? Headwaters Economics, Bozeman, MT.  
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I F E O C C

Protecting U.S. forests from logging is an essential part of an o erall climate strateg to

(1) pre ent the substantial carbon emissions resulting from logging, and (2) bolster the carbon

sequestration and storage benefits of unlogged forests needed to dra do n atmospheric CO2.

Currentl , the U.S. is the orld s biggest culprit in terms of annual carbon emissions from

logging, since more logging occurs in the U.S. than in an other nation on Earth,1resulting in

annual carbon emissions comparable to those caused b burning of coal in the U.S.2

Protecting forests from logging does e en more than pre ent those carbon emissions.

Because of the long persistence time of CO2 in the atmosphere,3stopping ne emissions from

fossil fuels alone on t pre ent temperatures from rising more than 1.5 C. To ha e a li able

orld, e also need to dra do n CO2 alread in the atmosphere. Carbon sequestration and

storage b forests is a natural and pro en a to do so. Globall , protecting forests from logging

can pro ide a o ima el half of the needed CO2 dra do n to limit arming to 1.5 C.4

If e protected all federal public forestlands in the U.S. from logging, it ould increase

annual dra do n of CO2 b 84 million tons per ear,5and far more CO2 dra do n could be

accomplished if additional forests recei ed similar protection. Some logging proponents claim

that cutting more trees for ood products is good for the climate because it restores forests and

protects forest carbon from ildfires. These claims are not scientificall credible.

E en big ildfires onl consume about 1% of tree carbon,6and this small amount is

quickl recouped and then some due to natural post-fire egetation regro th, hich is stimulated

b the nutrient c cling resulting from the fire.7In contrast, hen trees are remo ed from the

forest through logging, most of their carbon is rapidl emitted into the atmosphere (see figure on

p. 2), and their remo al significantl reduces the carbon sink (dra do n) potential of forests.8

The strong eight of scientific studies finds that logging, including thinning , does not stop

ildfires, creates a hotter, drier and indier microclimate that often makes fires burn more

intensel , kills far more trees than it pre ents from being killed, and can triple carbon emissions

per acre relati e to ildfire alone, hereas denser forests tend to ha e lo er fire intensit .9

Further, research has documented a s eeping pattern of scientific omissions and
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