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Overview

hs of recreation

lellife Watching is non-
motorized activity
Wilderness is an economic
driver
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Annual Consumer Spending, in Billions

PHARMACEUTICALS

MOTOR VEHICLES AND PARTS $340

QOUTDOOR RECREATION L4465

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND INSURANCE $780

OUTPATIENT HEALTH CARE £767

GASOLIME AND OTHER FUELS 5354

HOUSEHOLD UTILITIES




report _clearly identified the
door recreation
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gnificance of ¢
mmtlnn is a vital part of the national and western

imd incomes and can be the lifeblood of many
Jest."

"Several managers stated
hat one of the biggest

challenges they face is the
undervaluation of outdoor

recreation relative to other
land uses."
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Colorado Off-Highway Vehicle Coalition
Economic Contribution of
Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation

in Colorado

Executive Summary
By O

WWW CONVCD J:H'!

COHVCO 2009

OHV Study

Over $1 Billion per year
And it is conservative



parch indicates OHV user are multiple use

hisresearch indicates that OHV recreationalists are frequently a
groadspectrum outdoor enthusiasts, meaning OHYV for recreation

!

oneweekendbutthe next weekend they will be:

primitive area (58.1%),
ving facility (44.7%),



St Servlce research indicates
relates to 5

'fto 6 ses of public lands

Table 14. Percent of National Forest Visits* Indicating Use of
Special Facilities or Areas

Special Facility or Area % of National Forest VisitsT
| T ——C

Vistor Center or Museum

L ol e E— ]
(niepretveDisplays [ 67
(omatonsies | 67

Wotorized Dual Track Trals | 119



HUNTING AND
FISHING
VALUATION

2008 CPW research indicates $1.8 Billion
In annual spending for hunting and
fishing
includes values of truck, trailers,
Recreational vehicles



CURRENT FEDERAL




Resource Management Plan

S€ted life span - 20-30 years




SV OTTices with draft resource
::I-.m sweleased -2,000,000 acres

AN DN UNCTION FIELD OFFICE -1,100,000
) ':J SR
2. KREFR J],Lf“ ING FJiLF DFFlCE - 400,000 ACRES (RED)

COLORADO UVERA ALLEY FIELD OFFICE - 500,000
ACRES (RED)

i

Jffices v ith draft resource plans to
Je released in the next year

~ UNCOMPAHGRE FIELD OFFICE -BLUE
2. GRAND GORGE FIELD OFFICE - BLUE



Vhat | hat Looks Like for Colorado

red is released

blue is anticipated in next year

Colorade Field OiTice Boundaries
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nultiple use routes to be

S0Sediin currently released plans

oty

CLOSED ¥
AREA
THE AREA BEYOND

SIGN
CLOSED TO ALL

MOTORIZED
VEHICLE USE



on questionable analysis



AVEIJE 1EC r atlonal spending per
day comparison

Feverailand State Agency research

REGIoNeNoresEsevice NVUM daily average
EGereational sy vm,l MGkis $61.92;

ce researc dicates hunting,
‘camping or motorized recreation
_u_t verage 2-3x the average recreational

;f‘”ﬂ cdry e verage spend for in state hunters is
in an

o

daily average spends for out of state hunters is

$216.

[=]



BEMPlanning economic
“calculations

ates recreational spending at
r day;

Iculates recreational spending
6.27 per user day; and

"'I'i'ng Office calculates recreational
- spending at $15.66 per user day.



Wotal recreational/tourism total
>pending comparison

on RMP_ - asserts all
)ending will only contribute
illion dollars by 2029.

hunt/ﬂshmg in Garfield and Mesa
5 accounts for almost $130 million;

€ IVCO's OHV recreation accounts for almost
$140 million annually in the GJFO area; and
= CTO found tourism/travel contributed over

~ $384 million to the Mesa and Garfield county
economies.



lotal recreational /tourism
total

D:—:r iding comparison
o) ( U‘f' 21010 IS Vallev P - asserts
racraadomel _.aU:*r_l'_ 1S 5.5 million :

. JHW iound’that nlm‘ﬁ ng and fishing in the area
Atributes over § s 228million to Garfield and

gle Counties annuaﬂm

SOHEVEO CRVO regional OHV spending results in
OVEIRS205 million in OHV recreation;

f_'jfr d tourism/travel spending accounts for
~ over $959 million in Eagle and Garfield Counties.




hotal r.e:fa tional/tourism total
Spending comparison

leld orrice - asserts

nding is 5.6 million:

ind that hur 1g and fishing in the
eontributes pver $63 million to Grand
ckson Counties annually;

) - tourism/travel contributed over $218
_million to Jackson and Grand County; and

= COHVCO- OHV recreation provided over $64
million to the KFO region.




j0bs Comparison - Grand Junction

iction RMP - asserts all
activities on GJFO public lands

M - Mesa and Garfield counties employ 1,392 in
ting and fishinc

iin g related positions;

] in Mesa and Garfield
results in 4,310 jobs;

ICO - Mesa and Garfield counties area
employs 2,147 persons in positions involving
'OHV recreation; and

] "J‘}Jﬁ G, ,-.}J‘]J Juricilon Chamosr of Corrnares
Jddanedfizs ez Cabala's Ouidoor World 2rmploys
ovar 200 oz9ol2 in Grand Junction alonz,




jobs Comparison - Colorado
RIVEI‘ Valley

: Dffice- asserts
vlsitor services account

found hun 19 and fishing results
in Eagle and Garfield

:-, 5"

inties;
.found tourism/travel in Eagle and

ield county result in 8,010 jobs; and
. COHVCO found CRVO regional OHV

spending accounted for 3,_6_5__[9;_;



J0bs Comparison - Kremmling

 Field Office - asserts all
counts for 157 jobs and
its for 938 jobs:

Y found hunting anc fishing accounts

‘li obs in Jackson and Grand

S.

= CTO found tourism/travel in Grand and
Jackson county accounts for 2,610 jobs:

~and

. COHVCO OHYV recreation accounts for
1.016 jobs in the KFO region.







228 Forest Service Regional National Visitor
JSesmonitoring data specifically identifies
geonomicimportance of local and out of region

: users -

Table 9. Percent of National Forest Visits® by Distance Traveled

Miles from Survey Respondent's National Forest Visits (%)
Home to Interview Locationt
0- 75 inifles 246
76 - 50 miles 13.7
51-75 miles 101
76 - 100 miles 95
101 - 200 miles 586
501 - 500 miles 4.1
Over 500 miles 295
Total 100.1
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FE WATCHING IS A
DRIZED ACTIVITY



_;-‘ ildlife Watching is an Area Frequently Misunderstood

- o

Table 32, Trip and Equipmanﬁendimms in Colorado for Wildlife Watching by Colorado Residents
and Nonresidents:

|{Population 16 years old and older)

Admicunt . Average per Awerage per
Expendiiune iem i thoursansds | speader participant
of dodlars) ' {dollars) {dollars)

STATE RESIDENTS AND NONRESIDENTS

1354, TTH
Pood] sl Bondging. . .. oo cnciiiiiiiia s s s s s iiae e 5652
Tramsportalion. . . .. oo oo n oo e e i i e e 165370
T D BOMEE 5 s 5w 85 06 8 0 0 6Bt 5 5 8 F AR B 26,405
I':l.||.1ir.||n|:nl'- B17.351

STATE RESIDENTS

L A

Hxh]alull:u.‘lgmg........ R R e
Transpartation. . .. ......

Other irip costs' , . .

Equipment®. . ...........

MONRESIDENTS
I i s R i G S e e e A e e e e R Sl xS0
Food and lodging | i i " ; 4T AT

TP POPIREON. & oo s ae i a8 e b e R 1677
Oher trip costs’ * | 2,006

Equipment®. ............

* Exlimale hased on a wample mpe of 10-20 Sample mre toxs wmall 0 fepon deta relashly

f s bashes oqquipment rental and fees [or puides, pack tnps, publs b wee, privse besd see, hoal fuel, otbey bostng conits, sl Barstingg and cooking Tusl
I hades wildlile waiching, minilinry snd special equapmssst

Mok Detar] does nod sl 40 odal becsase of muliple responses. and nenresponse. Soc Table 13 lor 8 dotmled betmg of oupemsliss jlems




J8and Wildlife service definition of Special
Equipment is VERY relevant
JMyEsotTrce of information in 2006 OIF Study

- Big-ticket equipment items that are
Idlife-related recreation:

eI L 2 .
o =

lonmotorboats - Bo
boat accessories

notorboats Canoes and other
t motors, boat trailer/hitches,

campers, vans, travel or tent trailers, motor homes,

| = ¥
= -

__ ers, recreational vehicles (RVs)

aOff-the-road vehicles such as trail bikes, all terrain vehicles
(ATVs), dune buggies, four-wheelers, 4x4 vehicles, and
snowmobiles



MY TH
WIIEErness 1S an economic driver

‘ -.:I;Fn'?;'.l__‘ II:: - i _,_ e T _1;_.'__ -_:_:.i‘%_- .

~ County
Sen. Michael Bennet
‘Sen. Mark Udall

BLW has also decided all WSAs
st be managed as Wilderness
lespite FLPMA
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no one uses what is currently
designated

S H:‘JIJII 2.-3.9% of all visitors visit a
T rness areas in Colorado

d8rcentage of Federal Public lands in Colorado
Designhated as Wilderness - 15.3%

g 1 5.3% of any resource to obtain a 3.9%
~ return is questionable



tional re -_u ch indicates similar usage
- situation-
svels of usage is a national issue

otal J-*-Ud Ji u 2% of National Forest Lands
3.3% C ; visitor days




Second Issue for Wilderness as a driver

AlMost all non-motorized activities are prohibited in
Wilderness

S

COLORADANS PARTICIPATE Includes
IN ACTIVE OUTDOOR RECREATION ;
motorized

ECTIITY CATEGOR W i OF PARTICHRANTE" | % DF FOPULATREN
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yesvithiWilderness being an economic

driver
Lowy zivar:lef endlng compared to other
muinple uses of public lands-
MBI zed multis Spendioniaverage 2-3 times the average

e Rtonal spending. Most 5Wi‘i:lmq is associated with a local
riunicl ozlies




ue with Wilderness as an
aconomic driver:

[ health & the need
lnagement of Forests
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e time to build so the end result is
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Siens vervivisible but will only impact a
sinall portion of Wilderness

BigyeraRroblem is GRAVITY!
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Imagine taking kids over this or removing game over these
route



Acceptable Trail Management




olorado State Trails Program-

E_umajy unded by OHV registrations and gas taxes

Over $54 M ILLION in grants over the last 10 years!
Entlrely to keeping multiple use trails open -
- No user pay program for non-motorized

Annual Of-highway Vehicle Grant Program Funding and Allocations

$5,000,000 64,305,062 $4.220,653

: I = e
$3,191,173 $3,230,490
— -
$3,000,000

$1.543,189 $1.549.901 $1,633.242
52,000,000 $1.314.824 $1,403,793

$1.500,000 == $1,056461 Rt — —_
$1,000,000 — o I I
— """ - E = -

ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁﬁ S & S S

OMV Registration-Sticker Funds ™ RTP Funds ™ DMV Good Managemaent Grants OHY Program Competithve Granis







Xtussue- Forest Health Research

agency reports greatly support previous concerns from
llderness. Two different issues

Riesgiwy 0l the Forest Sarvioe Repons

The Bark Esetle Culieeak i Morthern
Coborachn andl Sodithemm Wyoming

2011 Report
on the Health
of Colorado’s Forests




Review of the Forest Service Respormsa:

The Bark Beetle Duthreak in Morthem
iColorado and Southem Wyoming
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ACll h =

onal impac!
1@ seetie per r

SNIERSIEteny identifies values at risk:

R2AS5000%Eres of wildland urban
nterface (WOI);

B88700 miles of forest system roads;
BIS300 miles of trails;

4600 developed recreation sites;

= 16 skilareas; and

= 550 miles of powerlines.



Colo "ﬂo State Forest Service
alth Report
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2011 Report *
on the Health
of Colorado’s Forests
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2011 Colorado Forest Service
BPOIt - extensive discussion of
mmanaged blow downs and

spruce beetle
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SrOepeEd 1or MAlaineng Coorachs | Laoon Hanhogs



_Recnmmended Watershed Management
m Forest Service and has been adopted
all Front Range Water Districts

FROTECTING FRONT KANGE FOREST
WATERSHEDS FROM HIGH-SEVERITY WILDFIRES

AN ASATSAAIESNT BY THE Prso oy [NsTITUTE POl O sl EY 4TI
Fusprn oy THE FROST Hascy FULLS TREATMENT PARTSERSHIF






ReIgoseWanting more information
SOV EO Annual Workshop

Triz RolaiegiCe Jo ado Communities in
Palrifle r_;mr with metorized recreation
- on public‘ ands.

June 2013

Denver Colorado



Contact info

218-281-5810
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