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The Elliott State Forest covers ~288 

sq. mi. of mixed age mountainous 

forest near coastal central Oregon. 

Originally part of the nearby Siuslaw 

National Forest, the forest generates 

timber revenue for Oregon public 

schools; to date, the forest has 

generated ~$900 million for the 

Oregon Common School Fund. 1

Recent lawsuits against the state by environmental advocacy 

groups have halted timber harvest on the Elliott. The state 

attempted to sell the forest, but the public rallied against this. Now 

the governor and two other government officials trusted with the 

forest’s future must decide which direction to take the Elliott. 

Of the many options proposed, only the sale or exchange of the 
Elliott to federal entities seems to best balance public and 

private interests.

Several key land managers revealed that the Forest 

Service is unable to purchase the Elliott due to budget 

constraints.5 However, the BLM owns more than enough 

land that is suitable for trade with the Elliott. If a federal 

land exchange were to happen, the benefits (Fig. 4) to the

state are substantial in the short but mostly long-term. The 

state would also address the controversy surrounding the 

BLM’s O&C checkerboard-patterned lands (Fig. 3). These 

actions would require an act of Congress, and the current 

political climate is unfavorable towards the conservation of

public lands. If the Elliott were to remains in public hands 

though, this would set a precedent for future public lands 

at risk of privatization.

Public land grabs are occurring all over the world. How can 
public lands remain in public hands? The Elliott State Forest 

controversy in Oregon recently posed this question and a 
collection of solutions, but which path will best balance the 

public and private interests vested in this public forest?

Results

Using spatial data2 from government agencies (left), I isolated plots of 

federal public land that could be realistically traded to the state in 

exchange for the Elliott. This spatial analysis involved critical 

examination of federal land exchange processes3, economic valuations 

of land4, and sensitive/endangered species.
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Fig. 1: Actor-Network Story Map of the Elliott Controversy

Fig. 2: Geographical Context

Fig. 3: A collection of maps highlighting potential  federally-owned lands for trade in a federal land exchange 
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Fig. 4: The primary benefits to selling or trading the Elliott to 
federal land management agencies.
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