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Court Rejects Challenge to Logging Rules  
Decision Rules Logging Permits Do Not Have To Consider Cumulative 

Impacts of Previous Logging on 9.3 Million Acres  
of Privately Owned Forests in Washington 

 
Tacoma, WA—Logging permits in Washington can be doled out one-by-one 
without State agencies considering their cumulative environmental impact, 
according to a landmark ruling issued today by the Washington State Court of 
Appeals in Tacoma.  
 
The Court’s Tuesday, October 10, 2006 ruling rejects a legal challenge brought by 
11 conservation groups.  The Groups brought the lawsuit in 2003 to force the State 
Forest Practices Board (FPB) to fix the “cumulative effects loophole.”  The 
Loophole permits timber companies to file multiple logging permits in specific 
locations without any place-specific environmental review for their cumulative 
impact on endangered salmon, birds, or scenic beauty of adjacent federal Parks, 
Wilderness, or official “scenic” highways. 
 
Today’s ruling gives the green light to logging companies who own more than 9.3 
million acres of forest land in Washington State to increase their logging without 
additional environmental review.  Logging is still subject to permits but such 
permits do not have to consider logging that has previously taken place or logging 
that will take place in the future. 
 
“This is a huge set-back for responsible forestry in our state,” said attorney Peter 
Goldman, director of the Washington Forest Law Center who represented the 10 
conservation groups.  “Industrial forestry has severely impacted fish and wildlife in 



 
 

the State of Washington.  Scenic corridors have been blighted and the scale of 
logging has put timber workers out of work.  We were hoping that a positive ruling 
would put the Board on a path that both protects fish and wildlife habitat and 
promotes a viable responsible timber industry.”  
 
Background: 
 
Today’s decision arose out of two industrial-scale logging projects in Western and 
Eastern Washington.  In 1999, a New York-based timber company, American 
Forest Resources (then U.S. Timberlands) purchased approximately 56,000 acres 
of forest in the Teanaway River valley, about 30 miles northeast of Snoqualmie 
Pass.  The company filed and the State approved 175 logging permits—permits 
which gave the company the right to log almost 30,000 acres and build 80 miles of 
new logging roads.  Near Mt. Rainier National Park, Plum Creek Timber Co. filed 
28 related permits over five years to clear-cut more than 2,000 acres of forest 
directly in view of 200,000 annual National Park visitors. 
 
The State Dept. of Natural Resources granted all of these permits because there 
are no state forest practice rules or procedures requiring the State or the 
landowner to consider the “cumulative impact” of these clearly-related forest 
practice permits.  As a result, the logging took a devastating toll on critical salmon 
habitat, endangered northern spotted owls, and the scenic beauty of a National 
Park corridor. 
 
Citing these and other examples and extensive scientific declarations, in February 
of 2003, the coalition of conservation groups filed a “Rulemaking Petition” with the 
FPB requesting rules or procedures to address the cumulative adverse 
environmental impact of related logging permits.  The FPB denied the Petition in 
March of 2003.   
 
The Court of Appeals yesterday affirmed the Board’s denial of the Petition.  The 
Court ruled that the Forest Practices Board has the sole discretion whether or not 
to require “cumulative effects” review for multiple logging permits.   
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