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Fishing and hunting recreation activity is an immensely
powerful part of the Arizona collective economic
fabric, generating nearly $1 billion in retail sales during

2001. whnile this spending figure is impressive it becomes even more so
through consideration of ‘ripple’ or multiplier effects. Each dollar spent by an
angler or hunter increases another person’s income, enabling that person (or
business) to spend more, which in turn increases income for someone else. The
process continues to circulate throughout the economy until it is dissipated
through ‘leakages’ in the form of savings or payments for goods and services from
outside the local economy. In the end, the cumulative changes in spending,
incomes and employment are a multiple of the initial retail sales spending.

The impact of the nearly $1 billion in spending by anglers and hunters
in Arizona during 2001 was shown to have:

» Created a statewide economic impact of $1.34 billion.

» Supported 17,190 jobs in Arizona.

» Created household income (salaries and wages) for Arizona
residents totaling $314 million.

> Added $58.2 million to annual state tax revenues.




Each Arizona County benefits from the spending by anglers and hunters. Reported
are the 2001-multiplier impacts of the initial retail sales in each Arizona county ---
total spending, salaries and wages, full and part-time jobs and state tax revenues.
The IMPLAN input-output model is designed to estimate economic impacts for
fishing and hunting at the county level. It is not designed for summing county
economic impacts to estimate an overall statewide impact. The individual county
level multiplier impacts will be smaller than the statewide multiplier impacts.
Spending that occurs outside of a county dampens the county multiplier impacts.
Much of the secondary economic impacts for a county will be purchased from
outside or imported due to the unavailability of additional production required to
meet consumer demand. Fishing and hunting recreation in a county will generate
restaurant sales requiring increased supplies to restaurants. The suppliers to the
restaurants might have their location in another area of the state or region and ship
or export to the county experiencing the increased expenditures. This import or
‘leakage’ will reduce the size of the multiplier effect in the origination county.

Arizona county economic importance measures also include fishing and hunting
activity days, fishing trip expenditures and equipment, and hunting trip
expenditures and equipment. Activity days for fishing and hunting are separated
into County residents, Arizona residents traveling within state and non-residents.
Trip expenditures take into account that when traveling to another county for
fishing or hunting a portion of expenditures will take place in the county of
residence.

Two types of measures are included in economic benefits: economic importance
and economic values. Economic importance addresses the business and financial
activity resulting from the use of a resource, and these measures for fishing and
hunting are reported in this study. Economic value is a non-financial measure that
estimates the value people receive from an activity like fishing or hunting after
subtracting their costs and expenditures. Other economic values from fishing and
hunting are the benefits people place on natural resources used for outdoor
recreation even if they never use them. A resource has ‘option value’ if a person
values the option to use it in the future, even if he/she has no present plans to use
it and in fact never does so. A resource has ‘bequest value’ if a person values the
opportunity to preserve it for future generations. A resource has ‘existence value’
if a person values the mere knowledge of its existence. Economic values are not
reported in this study.



DATA SOURCES

The data requirements to estimate the economic importance of fishing and hunting
for each Arizona County are:

v" Number of anglers and hunters in each Arizona County.

v" Number of angler and hunting days in each Arizona County by location of
participant (trip expenditures will vary by residency).

o Local residents (persons hunting or fishing in their own county)

o Arizona residents traveling within the state in pursuit of fishing or
hunting.

o Non-residents.

v Trip expenditures for each type of participant (food, lodging, gasoline, etc.)

v Equipment expenditures used multiple times for a specific activity (fishing
rod, etc.)

v Auxiliary equipment expenditures that can be used for many activities
(cabin, etc.)

v The Arizona County location of trip expenditures.

The data sources used to acquire the information requirements specified above are
displayed in Table 1.




TABLE 1: DATA REQUIREMENTS AND SOURCES

DATA SOURCE

DATA REQUIREMENTS

Anglers in Each Arizona County

License Sales and 2002 Angler Survey

Angler Days in Each Arizona County by
Residency Type

2002 Angler Survey and License Sales

Angler Trip & Equipment Expenditures

2002 Angler Survey

Hunters in Each Arizona County

License Sales

Big-game Hunter Days in Each Arizona
County by Residency Type

Game Survey & Harvest Questionnaire

Small-game Hunter Days in Each
Arizona County by Residency Type

2002 Small-game Survey

Small-game Trip Expenditures

2002 Small-game Survey

Big-game Trip Expenditures

1996 National Survey for Arizona of
Fishing, Hunting & Wildlife Associated
Recreation and 2002 Small-game
Survey

Hunting Equipment Expenditures

2001 National Survey of Fishing,
Hunting & Wildlife Associated
Recreation

Location of Angler & Hunter Trip
Expenditures

2002 Angler Survey

County Level Input-Output Model

IMPLAN — an Input-Output Model
Developed & Maintained by the
Minnesota IMPLAN Group, Inc.




Using the data sources in Table 1, the full set of economic importance calculations
are produced for each of 15 Arizona counties and a statewide total. These data
are organized into three summary tables: 2001 Economic Importance, 2001
Fishing and Hunting Expenditures, and 2001 Angler and Hunter Days. Separate
county reports, displayed after the summary tables, stand as discrete documents.
More detailed information on fishing and hunting expenditures in each Arizona
County and a discussion of the methodology are presented in Appendices.

The economic importance estimates reported are conservative or at the lower
range of estimates for five reasons.

1.

2.

Fishing and hunting taking place on Tribal Sovereign Lands in Arizona are
not included.

Non-resident anglers from California, Nevada and Utah that possessed out-
of-state fishing licenses and purchased a Colorado River Special Use Stamp
to fish on the Colorado River are not included in the economic impact
estimates. There was no mechanism to specifically identify those anglers
for this study.

Scouting days, time spent by hunters prior to a hunt becoming familiar with
the terrain and locating sign of animals, was not available for this analysis.
Subsequent to completing this report information on 2002 scouting days is
available. That data is presented in Appendix E.

The IMPLAN input-output model has a statewide multiplier impact that is
substantially lower than the Arizona multiplier used in other similar studies.
The Arizona multiplier from IMPLAN is 1.40. In contrast, the RIMS Il input-
output model multiplier used for Arizona, reported in the Economic Impact
of Sportfishing and Hunting by state for 2000, is 1.88 (study prepared by
Southwick Associates, Inc.). Differences in input-output models can be
derived from the method used to estimate regional purchase coefficients
and from the structure of the model or the sectors considered endogenous.
Please note that the RIMS II input-output model is not available at the
county level.

Auxiliary expenditures for hunting, capital items that can used for multiple
purposes such as an off-highway vehicle, camping gear or a cabin, was not
available.

To facilitate reading the tables and county data displays, a brief glossary of terms is
presented before the economic importance estimates.



Glossary of Terms

Arizona residents traveling --- Measures the activity days for fishing or hunting in
each Arizona County from Arizona residents traveling from another county. Trip
expenditures for Arizona residents traveling are less than non-residents but greater
than for local residents. A portion of trip expenditures from Arizona residents
traveling is spent at home before beginning on the trip and a portion is spent at
the hunting or fishing destination.

Auxiliary equipment --- Major capital purchases used for more than one recreation
activity. For fishing this includes motorboat; pick-up, camper or other vehicle; and
a cabin purchase. Respondents to the angler survey were asked the percentage of
time auxiliary equipment was used for fishing. Auxiliary equipment expenditures
were not available for hunting.

Big game hunting --- Antelope, deer, elk, wild turkey, javelina, black bear, bighorn
sheep, mountain lion, and buffalo.

Economic importance --- Measures the business and financial activity resulting
from the use of a resource, in this instance fishing and hunting.

Economic value --- Is a non-business measure that estimates the value people
receive from an activity (fishing or hunting) after subtracting for their costs and
expenditures. These values include use, existence and bequest.

Expenditures --- Money spent in 2001 for fishing and hunting recreation trips and
equipment purchased for use in fishing and hunting in each Arizona County.

Fishing equipment --- Items owned primarily for fishing. These items are listed in
Appendix A, and are allocated to the county in which anglers reside.

Hunting equipment --- Items owned primarily for hunting. These items include
guns and rifles, ammunition, bows, arrows, telescopic sights, decoys and game
calls, and are allocated to the county in which hunters reside.

Non-resident --- Individuals who do not live in Arizona. Trip expenditures for
non-residents are greater than for residents.

Small game hunting --- Dove, quail, cottontail, tree squirrel, bandtail pigeon, blue
grouse, chukar and waterfowl.

Total multiplier effect --- The sum of hunting and fishing expenditures, the indirect
or secondary effects generated from the expenditures, and the induced impact
from the salaries and wages paid by the directly and indirectly impacted
industries.



TABLE 2:

2001

ECONOMIC

IMPORTANCE

(IN MILLIONS)

Full-time and F;jﬂ:\:i;‘ Total Multiplier Salaries State Tax

Part-time Jobs Expenditures Effect and Wages Revenues
ARIZONA 17,190 $958.5 $1,340.0 $314.0 $58.2
APACHE 1,010 $62.7 $72.0 $8.9 $3.4
COCHISE 194 $12.7 $15.2 $2.4 $0.7
COCONINO 1,860 $101.2 $124.9 $22.3 $6.0
GILA 769 $39.4 $46.8 $7.5 $1.8
GRAHAM 124 $7.3 $8.7 $1.4 $0.4
GREENLEE 20 $2.5 $2.7 $0.3 $0.04
LA PAZ 232 $17.8 $20.9 $4.1 $0.8
MARICOPA 5,382 $409.1 $515.0 $103.0 $21.1
MOHAVE 1,682 $79.9 $99.0 $17.7 $3.9
NAVAJO 543 $33.3 $38.3 $5.0 $1.3
PIMA 1,187 $84.5 $105.0 $18.3 $5.4
PINAL 296 $20.0 $22.9 $3.8 $0.9
SANTA CRUZ 216 $13.9 $16.7 $2.7 $0.9
YAVAPAI 811 $40.0 $49.9 $9.8 $2.3
YUMA 689 $34.2 $42.0 $7.8 $1.8
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TABLE3: 2001 ANGLER AND HUNTER DAYS
ANGLER DAYS HUNTER DAYS

AZ County Traéezling Re[\slic;lne.n ¢ Total AZ County Traéezling Re[\slic;lne.n ¢ Total Total Days
ARIZONA 2,262,136 | 2,702,157 338,414 | 5,302,707 523,247 540,929 124,828 | 1,189,004 6,491,711
APACHE 39,304 579,874 28,933 648,111 2,564 30,608 1,201 34,373 682,484
COCHISE 6,409 26,362 728 33,499 25,340 46,738 13,738 85,816 119,315
COCONINO 190,556 696,178 27,194 913,928 39,635 122,326 8,157 170,118 1,084,046
GILA 47,541 350,037 15,796 413,374 17,672 52,422 5,416 75,510 488,884
GRAHAM 6,515 28,755 2,282 37,552 12,069 17,721 9,032 38,822 76,374
GREENLEE 324 245 910 1,479 2,821 24,863 770 28,454 29,933
LA PAZ 21,382 174,168 38,782 234,332 1,260 7,908 7,238 16,406 250,738
MARICOPA 971,450 193,005 25,841 | 1,190,296 187,032 14,863 8,547 210,442 1,400,738
MOHAVE 517,132 159,233 128,314 804,679 36,419 4,490 13,575 54,484 859,163
NAVAJO 82,191 140,566 849 223,606 15,178 17,196 537 32,911 256,517
PIMA 127,725 25,986 182 153,893 89,215 24,428 17,702 131,345 285,238
PINAL 1,555 22,968 279 24,802 17,141 71,458 6,282 94,881 119,683
SANTA CRUZ 6,211 101,006 1,357 108,574 4,828 26,118 8,012 38,958 147,532
YAVAPAI 81,219 191,793 3,395 276,407 34,760 76,466 7,131 118,357 394,764
YUMA 162,622 11,981 63,572 238,175 37,313 3,324 17,490 58,127 296,302
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TABLE4: 2001 HUNTING AND FISHING EXPENDITURES
FISHING EXPENDITURE HUNTING EXPENDITURE

Trip Equipment Elcb‘[ll::[()lil:gx ¢ Total Trip Equipment Total Exp-(l;(r)\tcla}l’cure
ARIZONA $415,980,900 | $212,819,901 | $202,692,692 | $831,493,493 | $74,282,818 | $52,346,007 |$126,628,825 | $958,122,318
APACHE $36,964,703 $1,410,342 | $21,866,348 | $60,241,394 $1,672,682 $830,889 $2,503,571 | $62,744,965
COCHISE $3,297,210 $2,229,502 $1,218,270 $6,744,982 $4,933,001 $950,085 $5,883,086| $12,628,068
COCONINO $57,978,374 | $14,633,322| $16,564,881 | $89,176,577 $8,810,095 $3,151,341 | $11,961,436| $101,138,013
GILA $25,402,249 $4,710,642 $4,097,324 | $34,210,215 $3,672,780 $1,542,582 $5,215,362 | $39,425,577
GRAHAM $2,507,807 $589,258 $778,032 $3,875,097 $2,608,826 $764,712 $3,373,538 $7,248,635
GREENLEE $439,699 $240,166 $2,114 $681,978 $1,486,494 $410,994 | $1,897,488 $2,579,466
LA PAZ $15,942,820 $465,986 $2,470| $16,411,275 $1,303,077 $106,038 | $1,409,115| $17,820,390
MARICOPA $124,351,415|$120,352,363 | $122,082,548 | $366,786,326| $16,999,358 | $25,244,784 | $42,244,142 | $409,030,468
MOHAVE $57,314,447 | $14,872,041 $2,330,019 | $74,516,507 $3,659,723 $1,825,479 $5,485,202 | $80,001,709
NAVAJO $15,490,208 $6,846,548 $6,634,860 | $28,971,616 $2,463,328 $1,856,052 $4,319,380| $33,290,996
PIMA $22,702,699 | $24,644,546| $19,593,827 | $66,941,072 $9,397,938 $8,162,991 | $17,560,929| $84,502,001
PINAL $6,869,529 $5,750,149 $495,275 | $13,114,953 $4,491,965 $2,253,888| $6,745,853| $19,860,806
SANTA CRUZ $6,376,350 $900,858 $3,869,034 | $11,146,242 $2,392,123 $322,758 | $2,714,881| $13,861,123
YAVAPAI $19,874,871 $8,581,738 $1,783,490 | $30,240,099 $6,284,757 $3,358,773 $9,643,530| $39,883,629
YUMA $20,468,520 $6,592,440 $1,374,201 | $28,435,161 $4,106,671 $1,564,641 $5,671,312 $34,106,473
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STATE OF ARIZONA

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$ 958 Million

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

PERCENT OF TOTAL

FISHING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures = $ 831.5 Million)

50%

$ 416.0 Million

$ 202.7 Million

24%
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment O Trip-related

FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 416 Million)

$ 242.0 Million 10%

$ 40.5 Million

32%
58%
$ 1335 Miljjon

O Resident County B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT - 5,302,707
$ 1.34 Billion County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 2,262,136
$ 314 Million AZ Resident Traveling
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 2,702,157
17,190 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 338.414
$ 58.2 Million EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$831.5 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$416.0 Million

Food, Restaurant

$103.3 Million

Lodging

$56.1 Million

Transportation

$102.9 Million

Other

$153.7 Million

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$415.5 Million

Fishing Equipment

$212.8 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$202.7 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 5,302,707)

6,000,000

5,000,000

4,000,000

3,000,000 1

2,000,000

2,262,136

1,000,000

338,414

0

ONon-Resident CResident County M Traveling
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STATE OF ARIZONA

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 1,189,004)

10%
124.828

O Resident County B AZ Traveling O Non-Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$126.5 Million)

$ 52.3 Million

42% 33%

$ 42.1 Million

$ 32.1 Million

[0 Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip [J Equipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $74.2 Million)

51%
21%

$ 38.1 Million

$ 15.5 Million

$ 20.6 Million

O Resident County B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

HUNTING: DIrRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

1,189,004

TOTAL SMALL GAME

760,100

County Resident

403,039

AZ Resident Traveling

252,451

Non-Resident

104,610

TOTAL BIG GAME

428,904

County Resident

120,208

AZ Resident Traveling

288,478

Non-Resident

20,218

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$126.5 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$42.1 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$32.1 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$52.3 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 1,189,004)
1,400,000

1,200,000 -

1,000,000 -

800,000 -

600,000 -

400,000 760,100

200,000

0

OSmall Game B Big Game
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APACHE COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$ 62.8 Million
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT

$ 72.0 Million

SALARIES AND WAGES
$ 8.9 Million

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

648,111

Apache County Resident

39,304

AZ Resident Traveling to Apache County

FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS
1,010

579,874

Non-Resident

STATE TAX REVENUES
$ 3.4 Million

PERCENT OF TOTAL
FISHING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures = $ 60.3 Million)

Q/o $ 1.4 Million_

62%

$ 21.9 Million
$ 37 Million

OEquipment B Auxiliary Equipment [ Trip-related

FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES

(Total trip expenditures = $ 37 Million)
4% $ 1.4 Million 4

$ 3.5 Million 9%

$ 32.1 Million_

87%

O Apache Resident B AZ Traveling (0 Non-Resident

28,933

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$60.3 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$37.0 Million

Food, Restaurant

$8.7 Million

Lodging

$8.9 Million

Transportation

$7.6 Million

Other

$11.8 Million

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$23.3 Million

Fishing Equipment

$1.4 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$21.9 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 648,111)
700,000

600,000 -

500,000 -

400,000 -

300,000 -

200,000 -

100,000 -

39,304
0 28,933

ONon-Resident O Apache Resident B Traveling
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APACHE COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

(Total days = 34,373) HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
34,373
TOTAL SMALL GAME
16,621
Apache County Resident

915
AZ Resident Traveling to Apache County

14,944
Non-Resident
O Apache Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 7162
TOTAL BIG GAME
17,752
Apache County Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL 1,649 .

HUNTING EXPENDITURES AZ Resident Traveling to Apache County

(Total expenditures =$2.5 Million) 15,664
$ 0.7 Million Non-Resident

439
EXPENDITURES
TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$ 0.8 Million $2.5 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures
$0.7 Million

$ 1.0 Million Big Game Trip Expenditures
$1.0 Million

Equipment Expenditures
OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip DEquipment‘ $08 Million

33% 26%

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 34,373)

40,000
HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES 35,000 |
(Total trip expenditures = $1.7 Million)

$ 1.4 Million 30,000

8% $ 0.2 Million 25,000 -

9% 20,000 -

15,000 -
% $ 0.1 Million 10.000 |

16,621

5,000 -

O Apache Resident Bl AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident OSmall Game B Big Game
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COCHISE

COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES

ANGLER DAYS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

$ 12.7 Million

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT

- 33,499
$ 15.2 Million Cochise County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 6,409
$ 2.4 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Cochise County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 26,362
194 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 728
$ 665,700 EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$6.7 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$3.3 Million
Food, Restaurant
PERCENT OF TOTAL fé) cig,nM'“‘O“
i
FISHING EXPENDITURES B8
_ o 6 6.7 Ml $0.4 Million
(Total expenditures = .7 Million) Transportation
33% anne
$ 3.3 Million $ 2.2 Million g?heSr Million
$1.2 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$ 1.2 Million $34 Million
Fishing Equipment
$2.2 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $1.2 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 33,499)
40,000
35,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 3.3 Million) 30,000 -
o $ 2.8 Million > 25000 -
20,000
3% $ 0.1 Million |
15,000
85% $ 0.4 Million -
12% 10,000
5,000 6,409
O Cochise Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident o e

ONon-Resident O Cochise Resident Bl Traveling
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COCHISE COUNTY

HUNTING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

(Total days = 85,810)

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

85,816

TOTAL SMALL GAME

48,035

Cochise County Resident

15,402

AZ Resident Traveling to Cochise County

21,806

Non-Resident

10,827

O Cochise Resident B AZ Traveling [1Non-Resident

TOTAL BIG GAME

37,781

Cochise County Resident

9,938

PERCENT OF TOTAL

AZ Resident Traveling to Cochise County

HUNTING EXPENDITURES

24,932

(Total expenditures =$6.0 Million)
18%

Non-Resident

29111

$ 1.1 Million
——>»

EXPENDITURES

$ 2.6 Million

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$6.0 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$2.6 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

38%

$2.3 Million

$ 2.3 Million
———>»

Equipment Expenditures

$1.1 Million

‘ OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $4.9 Million)

$ 2.2 Million 33%

$ 1.6 Million

45%

$ 1.1 Million

O Cochise Resident Bl AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 85,8106)
100,000

90,000 -
80,000 -
70,000 -
60,000 -
50,000 -
40,000 -
30,000 -
20,000 -
10,000 -

48,035

OSmall Game B Big Game
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COCONINO COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 101.2 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 013.928
$ 124.9 Million Coconino County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 190,556
$ 22.3 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Coconino County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 696,178
1,860 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 27,194
$ 6.0 Million EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$89.2 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$58.0 Million
PERCENT OF TOTAL N
FISHING EXPENDITURES $14.2 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 89.2 Million) Lodging
$ 58.0 Million $ 14.6 Million $11.4 Million
| °
Transportation
6% 16% $13.4 Million
Other
- $19.0 Million
5 166 Milliog TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$31.2 Million
Fishing Equipment
OEquipment B Auxiliary Equipment [ Trip-related $ 14.6 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
$16.6 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 913,928)
1,000,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 58 Million) 900,000 -
o3 41.5 Million 800,000
% . 700,000 |
< $ 3.2 Million .
600,000 A
500,000
$ 13.3 Million
71% 23% 400,000
300,000 1
O Coconino Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 200,000 190 556
100,000 ’

27 oA
0 771,199

O Non-Resident O Coconino Resident B Traveling
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COCONINO COUNTY

HUNTING: DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 170,118) TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

170,118
TOTAL SMALL GAME

46,511

Coconino County Resident

19,672

AZ Resident Traveling to Coconino County
23,484
Non-Resident
3,355
TOTAL BIG GAME
123,607

Coconino County Resident

19,963
PERCENT OF TOTAL AZ Resident Traveling to Coconino County

HUNTING EXPENDITURES 98,842
Non-Resident

4,802
$ 3.2 Million 279 18% EXPENDITURES

E$2.2 Million TOTAL HL!N:I’[NG EXPENDITURES
$12.0 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$2.2 Million
Big Game Trip Expenditures

$6.6 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$3.2 Million

72%

122.326

O Coconino Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

(Total expenditures =$12 Million)

$ 6.6 Million

O Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip [JEquipment

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 170,118)
180,000

160,000 -
140,000 -
120,000 -
11% 100,000 -

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $8.8 Million)

70%

$ 6.1 Million

80,000 -
60,000 -

$ 1.7 Million
40,000 -

20,000 - 46,511

O Coconino Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident OSmall Game BBig Game

21



GILA COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 39.4 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 413.374
$ 46.8 Million Gila County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 47,541
$ 7.5 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Gila County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 350,037
769 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 15,796
$ 1.8 Million EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$34.2 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$25.4 Million

Food, Restaurant

PERCENT OF TOTAL $6.1 Million

FISHING EXPENDITURES Lodging _
(Total expenditures = $ 34.2 Million) $5.5 Ml“.lon
Transportation
o> 254 Million $ 4.7 Million $5.4 Million
Other

14%

$8.4 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$8.8 Million

Fishing Equipment

$4.7 Million

Auxiliary Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment O Trip-related $4.1 Million

74%

$ 4.1 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 413,374)

450,000

400,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 25.4 Million) 350,000

_$ 21.8 Million 300,000

% 250,000
$ 1.9 Million

200,000
7% $ 1.7 Million

150,000 A

100,000

86%

50,000 47,541
15.796

O Gila Resident B AZ Traveling [JNon-Resident

0
O Non-Resident [Gila Resident M Traveling
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GILA COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 75,510)

O Gila Resident B AZ Traveling 00 Non-Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$5.2 Million)
29%

$ 1.5 Million
<o

$ 2.1 Million

$ 1.6 Million
40%

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $3.7 Million)

$ 2.3 Million

62% 19%

$ 0.7 Million

$ 0.7 Million

OGila Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

HUNTING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

75,510

TOTAL SMALL GAME

50,017

Gila County Resident

11,132

AZ Resident Traveling to Gila County

34,463

Non-Resident

4,422

TOTAL BIG GAME

25,493

Gila County Resident

6,540

AZ Resident Traveling to Gila County

17,959

Non-Resident

994

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$5.2 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$2.1 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$1.6 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$1.5 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 75,510)
80,000

70,000 -

60,000 -

50,000 -
40,000 -

30,000 -

50,017

20,000 -

10,000 -

OSmall Game B Big Game
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GRAHAM COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 7.3 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 37 552
$ 8.7 Million Graham County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 6,515
$ 1.37 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Graham County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 28,755
124 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 2,282
$ 405,900 EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$3.9 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$2.5 Million
Food, Restaurant
PERCENT OF TOTAL ,i(,) c{6,nM'”‘°“
i
FISHING EXPENDITURES BO8
. - $0.5 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 3.9 Million) -
Transportation
$ 0.6 Million - $O6 Million
Other
64% 15% anne
° ° $0.8 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$ 0.8 Million $1.4 Million
$ 2.5 Million Fishing Ef]u!pment
. $0.4 Million
21% Auxiliary Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment O Trip-related $0.8 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 37,552)
40,000
35,000 1
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 2.5 Million) 30,000 -
=$ 1.8 Million > 25000
$ 0.3 Million - 20,000
$ 0.4 Million = 15,000
16% 10,000
72%
5,000 6,515
O Graham Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident 2,282
0

ONon-Resident [ Graham Resident B Traveling
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GRAHAM COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING: DIRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

(Total days = 38,822) HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
38,822
TOTAL SMALL GAME
23,941
Graham County Resident
8,692
AZ Resident Traveling to Graham County
6,862

Non-Resident

8,387
O Graham Resident B AZ Traveling (0 Non-Resident TOTAL BIG GAME

14,881
Graham County Resident
PERCENT OF TOTAL 3,377
HUNTING EXPENDITURES AZ Resident Traveling to Graham County

(Total expenditures =$3.4 Million) 10 ,859
Non-Resident

645
EXPENDITURES
TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$3.4 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$1.7 Million
Big Game Trip Expenditures

$0.9 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$0.8 Million

24%

$ 0.8 Million

$ 1.7 Million

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 38,822)
HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES 45,000
(Total trip expenditures = $2.6 Million)

40,000 -

35,000 -

$ 1.1 Million
30,000 -

25,000 -

20,000 -

38% $ 0.5 Million

15,000 -

23,941

10,000 -
5,000 -

§ 1.0 Million

O Graham Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

OSmall Game B Big Game

25



GREENLEE COUNTY

~___EcoNomIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 2.5 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 1.479
$ 2.7 Million Greenlee County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 324
$ 0.28 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Greenlee County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 245
20 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 910
$ 43,500 EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$0.6 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$0.4 Million
Food, Restaurant
PERCENT OF TOTAL fé) - 1mM'“‘°“
FISHING EXPENDITURES BO8__
$0.0 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 0.6 Million) Transportation
$ 0.2 Million $0.1 Million
Other
7% $0.2 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
33% $02 Million
Fishing Equipment
%04 Million o\ $0.2 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $0.0 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 1,479)
1,600
1,400 -
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 0.4 Million) 1,200
§ 9.3 Million > $0.1 Milion 1,000 324
4%
800
600
$ 0.02 Million. 400 910
5%
71% 200
O Greenlee Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident
(0]

[0 Non-Resident [Greenlee Resident M Traveling




GREENLEE COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 28,454)

O Greenlee Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$1.9 Million)

21%

$ 0.4 Million

$ 0.2 Million

68%
$ 1.3 Million

O Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip [JEquipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $1.5 Million)
$ 1.3 Million

86%

O Greenlee Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

HUNTING: DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

28,454

TOTAL SMALL GAME

5,032

Greenlee County Resident

610

AZ Resident Traveling to Greenlee County

4422

Non-Resident

0]

TOTAL BIG GAME

23,422

Greenlee County Resident

2,211

AZ Resident Traveling to Greenlee County

20,441

Non-Resident

770

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$1.9 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$0.2 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$1.3 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$0.4 Million

$ 0.1 Million

$ 0.1 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 28,454)

30,000

25,000 -

20,000 -

15,000 -

10,000 -

5,000 -

5,032

OSmall Game B Big Game
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LA PAZ COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 17.8 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 234.332
$ 20.9 Million La Paz County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 21,382
$ 4.1 Million AZ Resident Traveling to La Paz County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 174,168
232 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 38,782
$ 821,500 EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$16.4 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$15.9 Million
PERCENT OF TOTAL Food, Restaurant
FISHING EXPENDITURES 1%3&8' Million
. - odging
(Total expenditures = $ 16.4 Million) —
b $3.6 Million
o $0.5 Million Transportation
$3.3 Million
Other
$5.2 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$ 15.9 Million $05 Million
Fishing Equipment
$0.5 Million
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment [ Trip-related Auxiliary Equipment
$0.0 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 234,332)
250,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 15.9 Million) 200,000 |
$ 4.6 Million )29%
8% g 13 Milion 150.000 |
100,000
$ 10.0 Million
50,000 21,382
O La Paz Resident B AZ Traveling O Non-Resident 38,782
0

O Non-Resident [La Paz Resident M Traveling
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LA PAZ

COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 16,4006)

HUNTING: DIrRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

44%

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

16,406

¢ 7.238

TOTAL SMALL GAME

11,742

La Paz County Resident

1.260
«— "%

610

8%

AZ Resident Traveling to La Paz County

7.908

4,575

48%

Non-Resident

‘D La Paz Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident ‘

6,557

TOTAL BIG GAME

4,664

La Paz County Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

650

HUNTING EXPENDITURES

AZ Resident Traveling to La Paz County

(Total expenditures =$1.4 Million)

3,333

Non-Resident

$ 0.3 Million

681

<2V
21%

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$1.4 Million

$ 0.1 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

72%

$1.0 Million

$ 1.0 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$0.3 Million

Equipment Expenditures

O Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment

$0.1 Million

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $1.3

8%

$ 0.8 Million $ 0.1 Million

31%

[OLa Paz Resident B AZ Traveling [JNon-Resident

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 16,4006)
18,000

16,000 -
14,000 -
12,000 -
10,000 -
8,000 -
6,000 -
4,000 -

11,742

2,000

OSmall Game B Big Game
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MARICOPA COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 409.1 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 1.190.296
$ 515 Million Maricopa County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 971.450
$ 103 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Maricopa County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 193,005
5,382 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 25,841
$ 21.1 Million EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$366.9 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$124.4 Million

PERCENT OF TOTAL Food, Restaurant
FISHING EXPENDITURES $33.4 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 366.9 Million) Lodging

4% $9.0 Million
$ 124.4 Million, Transportation

$33.7 Million
Other

$48.3 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$242.5 Million
Fishing Equipment

O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment O Trip-related $120.4 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$122.1 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 1,190,296)

33% $ 120.4 Million

$ 122.1 Million
————>»

1,400,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 124.4 Million) 1 200,000 R
57.3 Milli
3% $ 3.2 Million 1,000,000 1
46% °
800,000
600,000
$ 63.9 Million 971,450
51% 400,000
O Maricopa Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident 200.000
0 25,841

O Non-Resident [ Maricopa Resident B Traveling
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MARICOPA COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 210,442)

HUNTING: DIrRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

210,442

TOTAL SMALL GAME

193,589

89%

Maricopa County Resident

172,469

AZ Resident Traveling to Maricopa County

187,032

13,038

Non-Resident

O Maricopa Resident Bl AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

8,082

TOTAL BIG GAME

16,853

Maricopa County Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

14,563

HUNTING EXPENDITURES

AZ Resident Traveling to Maricopa County

(Total expenditures =$42.2 Million)

1,825

Non-Resident

465

$ 10.9 Million

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$42.2 Million

60% $ 6.1 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$10.9 Million

$ 25.2 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

>

$6.1 Million

Equipment Expenditures

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment

$25.2 Million

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $17.0 Million)

$ 8.9 Million

0
53% 6%

$ 7.0 Million

OMaricopa Resident Bl AZ Traveling [1Non-Resident

$ 1.1 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 210,442)

250,000

200,000

150,000

193,589
100,000

50,000

o L_1esss |

‘ B Big Game [OSmall Game ‘
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MOHAVE COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$ 79.9 Million
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT

$ 99 Million

SALARIES AND WAGES
$ 17.7 Million

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

804,679

Mohave County Resident

517,132

AZ Resident Traveling to Mohave County

FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS
1,682

159,233

Non-Resident

STATE TAX REVENUES

$ 3.9 Million

PERCENT OF TOTAL
FISHING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures = $ 74.5 Million)

$ 14.9 Million

20%
77%
$ 2.3 Million
$ 57.3 Million

O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related

FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 57.3 Million)

$ 15.3 Million 27%

$ 11.0 Million
>4% $ 31.0 Million

19%
O Mohave Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

128,314

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$74.5 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$57.3 Million

Food, Restaurant

$12.4 Million

Lodging

$6.5 Million

Transportation

$13.0 Million

Other

$25.4 Million

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$17.2 Million

Fishing Equipment

$14.9 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$2.3 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 804,679)

900,000

800,000

600,000

500,000

400,000 517,132

300,000

200,000

100,000 128,314

0
O Non-Resident [0 Mohave Resident Bl Traveling
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MOHAVE COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING: DIRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

(Total days = 54,484) HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
54,484
TOTAL SMALL GAME
46,053
Mohave County Resident

30,956
AZ Resident Traveling to Mohave County

2,440
Non-Resident
O Mohave Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 12,657
TOTAL BIG GAME
8,431
Mohave County Resident
5,463
AZ Resident Traveling to Mohave County

2,050

33% Non-Resident
$ 1.8 Million 018

—> $ 2.9 Million
< EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$5.4 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures
$2.9 Million

54% Big Game Trip Expenditures
$0.7 Million

Equipment Expenditures

O Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment $1.8 Million

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$5.4 Million)

13%
$ 0.7 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 54,484)

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $3.6 Million)

44%

60,000

$ 1.6 Million 50,000

17%
40,000

46,053

$ 1.4 Million 30,000

$ 0.6 Million
20,000

10,000

O Mohave Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident -
0

‘ B Big Game [OSmall Game ‘
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NAVAJO COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 33.3 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 223 606
$ 38.3 Million Navajo County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 82.191
$ 5.0 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Navajo County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 140,566
543 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 849
$ 1.3 Million EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$28.9 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$15.5 Million
Food, Restaurant
PERCENT OF TOTAL fjd-an'“lon
i
FISHING EXPENDITURES EN8
_ - $2.2 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 28.9 Million) Transportation
$3.8 Million
Other
53% $ 6.8 Million $5.5 Million
TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$13.4 Million
. Fishing Equipment
$ 15.5 Mill illi
illion $ 6.6 Million $6.8 Million
23% Auxiliary Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $6.6 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 223,6006)
250,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES 200000 -
(Total trip expenditures = $ 15.5 Million) ’
:p 13.1 Million
- 1%( $0.1 Million 150,000 -
15%
$ 2.3 Million _ 100,000 7
50,000 82,191
84%
ONavajo Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident e
0

O Non-Resident O Navajo Resident M Traveling
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NAVAJO COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 32,911)

ONavajo Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$4.4 Million)

25%

43% $ 1.1 Million

1.9 Million $ 1.4 Million

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip OEquipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $2.5 Million)

72%

4%

§ 1.8 Million >

24%

‘ ONavajo Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

HUNTING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

32,911

TOTAL SMALL GAME

15,097

Navajo County Resident

10,217

AZ Resident Traveling to Navajo County

4,880

Non-Resident

0]

TOTAL BIG GAME

17,814

Navajo County Resident

4,961

AZ Resident Traveling to Navajo County

12,316

Non-Resident

537

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$4.4 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$1.1 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$1.4 Million

Equipment Expenditures

$1.9 Million

$ 0.1 Million

$ 0.6 Million

HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 32,911)
35,000

30,000 -

25,000 -

20,000 -

15,000 -

10,000 -

15,097

5,000 -

OSmall Game B Big Game
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PIMA COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 84.5 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 153 893
$ 105 Million Pima County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 127.725
$ 18.3 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Pima County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 25.986
1,187 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 182
$ 5.4 Million EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$66.9 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$22.7 Million
PERCENT OF TOTAL Food. Restaurant
FISHING EXPENDITURES $6.5 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 66.9 Million) Lodging
$0.8 Million
- Transportation
$ 19.6 Million
> $7.4 Million
34% Other
- $8.0 Million
3 22.7 Million TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$ 24.6 Million $44.2 Million
37% Fishing Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $24.6 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
$19.6 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 153,893)
180,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 22.7 Million) 160,000
120,000
18%
100,000
$ 4.1 Million
80,000
60,000 127,725
82%
40,000
OPima Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident
20,000
0 182

O Non-Resident C0Pima Resident B Traveling




PIMA COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING: DIRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

(Total days = 131,345) HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
131,345
TOTAL SMALL GAME
83,414

Pima County Resident

61,607

AZ Resident Traveling to Pima County
6,710

Non-Resident

O Pima Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 15,097

TOTAL BIG GAME

47,931

Pima County Resident
PERCENT OF TOTAL 27.608

HUNTING EXPENDITURES AZ Resident Traveling to Pima County
(Total expenditures =$17.6 Million) 17.718

Non-Resident

$ 8.2 Million 2,605
< $56Miion | EXPENDITURES
32% TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$17.6 Million
Small Game Trip Expenditures
46% $5.6 Million
$ 3.8 Million Big Game Trip Expenditures
% $3.8 Million
Equipment Expenditures
OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip O Equipment $8 2 Million
HUNTER DAYS
HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES (Total days = 131,345)
(Total trip expenditures = $9.4 Million) 140,000
38% 120,000 1
$ 3.6 Million {00.000 4
80,000 -
$ 2.2 Million 60,000
$ 3.6 Million 40,000 83,414
20,000
O Pima Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 0

OSmall Game B Big Game
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PINAL COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES ANGLER DAYS
$ 20.0 Million TOTAL ANGLER DAYS
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT 24 802
$ 22.9 Million Pinal County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 1.555
$ 3.8 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Pinal County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 22.968
296 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 279
$ 933,000 EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$13.2 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$6.9 Million
PERCENT OF TOTAL Food. Restaurant
FISHING EXPENDITURES $2.0 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 13.2 Million) Lodging
52% $0.5 Million
Transportation
$ 6.9 Million $2.0 Million
Other
- $2.4 Million
3 5.8 Million TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$ 0.5 Million $6.3 Million
Fishing Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $5.8 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
$0.5 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 24,802)
30,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 6.9 Million)
25,000
6.8 Million 20,000
1% 15,000
$ 0.1 Million
10,000
OPinal Resident B AZ Traveling OO Non-Resident 5,000 -
0 ' Z79

ONon-Resident O Pinal Resident B Traveling
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PINAL COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING: DirRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

(Total days = 94,881) HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
94,881
TOTAL SMALL GAME
82,956
Pinal County Resident
14,029
AZ Resident Traveling to Pinal County
63,285
Non-Resident
O Pinal Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 5.642

TOTAL BIG GAME
11,925
Pinal County Resident

3,112
PERCENT OF TOTAL AZ Resident Traveling to Pinal County
HUNTING EXPENDITURES 8 173

(Total expenditures =$6.8 Million)

Non-Resident

34% 640
5 2.3 Millioy EXPENDITURES
TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$6.8 Million
$ 3.4 Million Small Game Trip Expenditures
$1.1Million $3.4 Million
169 Big Game Trip Expenditures
50% $1.1 Million
Equipment Expenditures
OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip [0 Equipment 32.3 Million
HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 94,881)
HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES 100,000
(Total trip expenditures = $4.5 Million) 90,000
80,000
66% 70,000
$ 0.8 Million 60,000
18% 50,000 82,956
40,000
$ 0.7 Million 30,000
16% 20,000
% 3.0 Million >
AN e
0-

‘ O Pinal Resident W AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident

‘ B Big Game [Small Game ‘
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES
$ 13.9 Million

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT
$ 16.7 Million

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

108,574

SALARIES AND WAGES
$ 2.7 Million

Santa Cruz County Resident

6,211

AZ Resident Traveling to Santa Cruz County

FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS
216

101,006

Non-Resident

STATE TAX REVENUES

$ 919,900

1,357

PERCENT OF TOTAL
FISHING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures = $ 11.2 Million)

57% 8%

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$11.2 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$6.4 Million

Food, Restaurant

$1.5 Million

Lodging

$1.5 Million

Transportation

$ 0.9 Million _

$1.3 Million

$ 3.9 Million
$ 6.4 Million
35%

O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment [ Trip-related

FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 6.4 Million)

$ 5.8 Million

>

3% $ 0.2 Million

Other

$2.1 Million

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$4.8 Million

Fishing Equipment

$0.9 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$3.9 Million

ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 108,574)

120,000

100,000

80,000

6%

91%

OSanta Cruz Resident B AZ Traveling O Non-Resident

$ 0.4 Million _

® 60,000

40,000

20,000 A

G211

Y ' 1.357
O Non-Resident [JSanta Cruz Resident@ Traveling
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

HUNTING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTER DAYS

(Total days - 38,958) TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
38,958
TOTAL SMALL GAME
23,484
Santa Cruz County Resident
3,355
AZ Resident Traveling to Santa Cruz County
12,809

Non-Resident

OSanta cruz Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident 7,320
TOTAL BIG GAME

15,474

Santa Cruz County Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL AZIR’4i7dBnt Traveling to)SantalCiiz Count
HUNTING EXPENDITURES csldent faveling fo >anta LUz Lounty

(Total expenditures =$2.7 Million) 13 ’30?
11% Non-Resident

692
EXPENDITURES
TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$2.7 Million
Small Game Trip Expenditures

$1.5 Million
% 1 5 Millian Big Game Trip Expenditures

$0.9 Million

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip JEquipment EqUIpment Expendltures

$0.3 Million

% 0 2 Million

4 0 9 Million

56%

33%

HUNTER DAYS

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES (Total days = 38.958)
(Total trip expenditures = $2.4 Million) 45,000

40,000 -

35,000 -

$ 1.0 Million
30,000 -

25,000 -

$ 0.2 Million

$ 1.2 Million 20,000 -

15,000 -

23,484

10,000 -
5,000 -

OSanta Cruz Resident BAZ Traveling O Non-Resident Y

OSmall Game B Big Game
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YAVAPAI COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$ 40.0 Million
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT

$ 49.9 Million

SALARIES AND WAGES
$ 9.8 Million

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

276,407

Yavapai County Resident

81,219

AZ Resident Traveling to Yavapai County

FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS
811

191,793

Non-Resident

STATE TAX REVENUES
$ 2.3 Million

PERCENT OF TOTAL
FISHING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures = $ 30.3 Million)

$ 8.6 Million

$ 1.8 Million

66%
$ 19.9 Million

OEquipment B Auxiliary Equipment [ Trip-related

FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 19.9 Million)

$ 14.9 Million 2%

$ 0.4 Million

23%
$ 4.6 Million

75%

O Yavapai Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

3,395

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES

$30.3 Million

TOTAL TRIP RELATED

$19.9 Million

Food, Restaurant

$4.9 Million

Lodging

$2.9 Million

Transportation

$4.4 Million

Other

$7.7 Million

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

$10.4 Million

Fishing Equipment

$8.6 Million

Auxiliary Equipment

$1.8 Million

ANGLER DAYS
Total days = 276,407

300,000

250,000

200,000 1

150,000

100,000 A

50,000

81,219

3395

0
O Non-Resident [ Yavapai Resident B Traveling
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YAVAPAI COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS HUNTING: DirRecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS
(Total days = 118,357)

HUNTER DAYS
TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

118,357
TOTAL SMALL GAME

59,625

Yavapai County Resident

18,757
AZ Resident Traveling to Yavapai County

36,598

Non-Resident

4,270
TOTAL BIG GAME
58,732
PERCENT OF TOTAL Yavapai County Resident

HUNTING EXPENDITURES 16,003
(Total expenditures =$9.7 Million) AZ Resident Traveling to Yavapai County

39,868

Non-Resident

27% 2,861

EXPENDITURES

$ 2.6 Million TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$9.7 Million
Small Game Trip Expenditures
$2.6 Million
Big Game Trip Expenditures
$3.7 Million

- - - Equipment Expenditures
Small Game Trip B Big Game Trip [JEquipment hhlk
S $3.4 Million

O Yavapai Resident Bl AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

$ 3.4 Million

35%

HUNTER DAYS

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES (Total days = 118,357)

(Total trip expenditures = $6.3 Million)
62%

140,000

120,000
$ 3.9 Million
14% 100,000 -

$ 0.9 Million 80,000
60,000 -
40,000
59,625
20,000
OYavapai Resident B AZ Traveling [ Non-Resident 0o

OSmall Game B Big Game
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YUMA COUNTY

EcoNOMIC IMPACTS

FISHING AND HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$ 34.2 Million
TOTAL MULTIPLIER EFFECT

FISHING: DirecT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

ANGLER DAYS

TOTAL ANGLER DAYS

N 238,175
$ 42.0 Million Yuma County Resident
SALARIES AND WAGES 162,622
$ 7.8 Million AZ Resident Traveling to Yuma County
FULL-TIME AND PART-TIME JOBS 11,981
689 Non-Resident
STATE TAX REVENUES 63,572
$ 1.8 Million EXPENDITURES
TOTAL FISHING EXPENDITURES
$28.5 Million
TOTAL TRIP RELATED
$20.5 Million
PERCENT OF TOTAL Food, Restaurant
FISHING EXPENDITURES $4.3 Million
(Total expenditures = $ 28.5 Million) Lodging
$ 6.6 Million $2.3 Million
- Transportation
$6.0 Million
72% 23% Other
$7.9 Million
6 1.4 Ml TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES
$20.5 Million o\ = $8.0 Million
5% Fishing Equipment
O Equipment B Auxiliary Equipment OTrip-related $6.6 Million
Auxiliary Equipment
$1.4 Million
ANGLER DAYS
(Total days = 238,175)
300,000
FISHING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $ 20.5 Million) 250,000
- [ 11981 ]
=$ 7.6 Million )370/
200,000
$ 8.8 Million R
150,000 162,622
100,000
$ 4.1 Million
43%
: _ _ 50,000
OYuma Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident 63,572
0

O Non-Resident OYuma Resident B Traveling




YUMA COUNTY

PERCENT OF TOTAL HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 58,127)

OYuma Resident B AZ Traveling [0 Non-Resident

PERCENT OF TOTAL

HUNTING EXPENDITURES
(Total expenditures =$5.7 Million)

$ 3.6 Million

$ 0.5 Million

63%

$ 1.6 Million

OSmall Game Trip B Big Game Trip OEquipment

HUNTING TRIP EXPENDITURES
(Total trip expenditures = $4.1 Million)

51%
$ 2.1 Million

15%
$ 0.6 Million

HUNTING: DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACTS

HUNTER DAYS

TOTAL HUNTER DAYS

58,127

TOTAL SMALL GAME

53,983

Yuma County Resident

34,616

AZ Resident Traveling to Yuma County

2,135

Non-Resident

17,232

TOTAL BIG GAME

4,144

Yuma County Resident

2,697

AZ Resident Traveling to Yuma County

1,189

Non-Resident

258

EXPENDITURES

TOTAL HUNTING EXPENDITURES

$5.7 Million

Small Game Trip Expenditures

$3.6 Million

Big Game Trip Expenditures

$ 1.4 Million

OYuma Resident B AZ Traveling [1Non-Resident

$0.5 Million
Equipment Expenditures
$1.6 Million
HUNTER DAYS
(Total days = 58,127)
70,000
60,000
50,000
40,000
53,983
30,000
20,000
10,000
B .
o -

‘ B Big Game [OSmall Game ‘
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APPENDIX A

Number of Anglers and Hunters



NUMBER OF ANGLERS AND HUNTERS RESIDING IN EACH ARIZONA COUNTY

COUNTY # OF ANGLERS # OF HUNTERS
APACHE 2,269 2,147
COCHISE 3,547 2,455
COCONINO 17,447 8,143
GILA 5,692 3,986
GRAHAM 1,155 1,976
GREENLEE 536 1,062
LAPAZ 866 274
MARICOPA 132,235 65,232
MOHAVE 16,911 4,717
NAVAJO 9,610 4,796
PIMA 35,389 21,093
PINAL 8,084 5,824
SANTA CRUZ 1,114 834
YAVAPAI 11,755 8,679
YUMA 8,785 4,043
TOTAL 255,395 135,261
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APPENDIX B

Number of Anglers and Hunters
by Category and by County
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APACHE COUNTY — ANGLERS AND HUNTERS EXPENDITURES

TRIP EXPENDITURES :

FOOD

LODGING

GAS

EQUIPMENT RENTAL

BOAT FUEL AND LAUNCHING
BAIT

SHOPPING

FIRST AID

HUNTING AMMUNITION
HEATING AND COOKING FUEL
GUIDE FEES, PACKAGE FEES, ACCESS FEES

TOTAL TRIP EXPENDITURES

EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES :

RODS, REELS, POLES, LINES & LEADERS
ARTIFICIAL LURES, FLIES & BAIT
HOOKS, SINKERS, OR SWIVELS

TACKLE BOX

CREELS, STRINGERS, FISH BAGS

DEPTH FINDERS, FISH FINDERS, OTHER
ELECTRONIC DEVICES

CLUB/ASSOCIATION DUES

CAMPING EQUIPMENT

CLOTHING (WEATHER GEAR, BOOTS, ETC.)
MOTOR BOAT MAINTENANCE & INSURANCE
CANOE OR NON-MOTOR BOAT PURCHASE
CANOE MAINTENANCE & INSURANCE

GUNS & RIFLES, ARCHERY EQUIPMENT, SIGHTS,
DECOYS, ETC

PROCESSING AND TAXiDERMY
MOTOR BOAT PURCHASE

BOAT MOTOR, TRAILER HITCH OR OTHER BOAT
ACCESSORIES

PICK-UP, CAMPER, OR OTHER VEHICLE
PURCHASED & USED

CABIN PURCHASE

TOTAL EQUIPMENT EXPENDITURES

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

SPENDING
FISHING Z’X‘S&L BIG GAME | TOTAL TOTAL
HUNTING | 