Institute of Outdoor Recreation & Tourism
UtahStateUniversity.

Stewarding a Growth Engine
Out door Recreati on,

' ~ﬁ4 3 Y
4 z«ﬂ:‘l- w‘f

A A A A
Fyvvy

2026 Central Wasatch Symposit :M
Millcreek, UT
January 8, 2026

Frvy

W
Yacy. FLowcopeS°

Jordan W. Smijbardan.smith@usu.edu







The (@utdook Recreatio
Economic_Ecosystem

Outgcl)‘or Gear Ro;llilne @ Gui Tors Outfitters

ops etailers gog
ZE  RETAIL & '» igles
r'@ r*@ Hotels SERV'CES & Lodging
ouar WHOLESALE 5 <. . HOSPITALITY

Shops TRADE Stores

b ©

Bicycle Clothing
Shops Stores

Campsites @ '1? Cabins
Rental

Restaurants Services

=) %
Producng

Factory RVS

MANUFACTURING

Bicycles &eqmpmen

Apparel  Footwear

Land Magement
Agencies Rangers

PUBLIC-SECTOR TS pend OUTDOOR
ke isitor Spending
i 0PERAT|0NS (Trips, Travel, Gear, Fees) RECREATION

Rangers P' icy ECONOMY
T

Park

Conservation J Funding
Efforts
Trail facilities " ysitor

Policy
building centers

Making
CONSTRUCTION &
INFRASTRUCTURE

s Do

Logistics Shipping
companies

TRANSPORTATION
& WAREHOUSING

Vehicle Public transit
rentals

Airlines

NOT JUST
SPENDING!

Marinas

3/24



A Core-EconomiceSect

Outdoor Recreation Share of GDP by State Share of Utah s GDP
\ (2023 Inflation-Adjusted Dollars)

Transportation
&

Warehousing
3.7%

6 Information
7.2%
o Government
Mining 11.7%
5 1.9% Wholesale
Trade
3.8%
—
X
o, Prof.,
Scientific, =0  s®ra, .
o 4 & Tech. 3" 5
(| Ut a h Services . -
©) 9.6% . Outdoor
ol 3 _4(.y° o Recrea;tlon b
. 3.4% . -
(@] . N Manufacturing
" 10.6%
e . N \N\N S S g T e = s RS e e
<
Vg
Construction
6.5% Real
Estate, Other
Rental, & Se"‘“oces
Leasing 2.1%
2 12.2%
Healthcare
& Social
Accommodation Assistance
& Food 5.9%
Services
1 2.6%
Finance &
Insurance
7.2%

2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022

4/24



A Core-EconomiceSect

Outdoor Recreation Share of Employment by State Share of Utah s Emg
(Percentage of Nonfarm Jobs) by Industry
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A Core-EconomiceSect

Utah Employment by Sector (2023)

Leisure and Hospitality - 29.9k (17.3%)
Trade, Transportation, and Utilities . 27.2k (8.6%)
Manufacturing |4-5k(3.o%)
Government | 3-3k (1.3%)

Professional and Business Services | 2.2k (0.9%)

Construction |1.9k(1.4%)

Private Education and Health Services 1.3k (0.6%)
Financial Activities 0.7k (0.7%)

Mining and Logging 0.4k (3.3%)

Information 0.0k (0.1%)

Total Sector Employment
Bl Outdoor Recreation Share

Other Services 0.0k (0.0%)
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Economic_.Contributions ofdhe Central \Wasa

GDP Generated by the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache NF Jobs Supported by the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache NF
(by Program Area) .
0.4% 2.5% .. .i 0.2% 2.5% o
3.2% 2.7%
N\ Y 17 11 /)

_

(by Program Area)

Program Area Program Area
mmm All Recreation ($228,033,000) mmm Payments to States & Counties ($9,212,000) mmm All Recreation (3,670) mmm Forest Products (130)
mmm Agency Operations ($24,988,000) Forest Products ($7,212,000) mmm Agency Operations (440) Payments to States & Counties (120)
B |ivestock Grazing ($14,209,000) Minerals & Energy ($1,263,000) B |ivestock Grazing (390) Minerals & Energy (10)
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ILLUSTRATING THE DIFFERENCE: EXPENDITURE FLOWS vs. NET WELFARE

ECONOMIC IMPACT

(Recreation-Related Spending Circulation)

VISITOR SPENDING
(Lodging, Food & Beverage,
Guide Services, Fuel,

Equipment Rentals, Park Fees)

h 4

INPUT-OUTPUT MODEL
(e.g., IMPLAN/RIMS II-style multipliers)

DIRECT EFFECTS
INDIRECT EFFECTS =)
INDUCED EFFECTS

\ 4

ECONOMIC BENEFIT

(Consumer Surplus / Net Welfare)

WILLINGNESS TO PAY
(What recreators value for access or quality)
ACTUAL COST
(Travel Costs, Fees, Time)

MEASURABLE ECONOMIC ACTIVITY
(How much is supported" SUPPORTED
@ S ECONOMIC
B & il
JOBS LABOR INCOME VALUE ADDED TAX ACTIVITY
(Employment) (Wages) (GDP) REVENUES

CONSUMER SURPLUS
(Net Welfare received beyond what is paid)
NET VALUE
ESTIMATION METHODS METRICS
(Non-market valuation) (Evaluation & Policy)
f CONSUMER SURPLUS
9 3 MoDEL PER TRIP NET
% RANDOM UTILITY TOTAL ANNUAL WELFARE VALUE &
MODELS CHANGE IN WELFARE UTILITY
STATED PREFERENCE (for policy changes: Closures,
APPROACHES Access, Quality, Crowding)

CRITICAL LIMITATIONS & SENSITIVITIES: Not Net Value; Sensitive to
assumptions (New vs. Reallocated Spending, Geographic Boundary,

Leakages); Potential Inflation (Substitution, Displacement)

\

N\

¢ KEY CHARACTERISTICS: Captures Net Value (for Benefit-Cost Analysis);
)~ Can be Negative %Jnder degraded conditions); Meaningful even with Minimal

=  Spending (Core object is Utility/Willingness-to-Pay, not expenditure)
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Economic Benefits from the: Centrah Wasa

Consumer Surplus Generated by Activity & Canyon

(2025 Dollars)
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Smith, J. W., & Lamborn, C. C. Q@@@pr recreation use of the Central Wasatch. Results r@02theiditsiuse sunmegan, Utah: Institute of Outdoor Recreation an
Tourism: Rosenberger, R. S., et al. (BeLrgation economic values for estimating outdoor recreation economic be
national forest systBartland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station.
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BIG COTTONWOOD

LITTLE COTTONWOOD

MILLCREEK

REST OF UWC
NATIONAL FOREST

Day Use Developed Sites 30
General Forest Areas 20
Overnight Use Developed Sites 36
Wilderness 10

Day Use Developed Sites 23
General Forest Areas 16
Overnight Use Developed Sites 25
Wilderness 15

Day Use Developed Sites 15
General Forest Areas 8
Overnight Use Developed Sites 15
Wilderness 10

Day Use Developed Sites 25
General Forest Areas 25

Overnight Use Developed Sites
Wilderness 25

Drivers

AAccess
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Smith, J. W., & Lamborn, C. C. Q@@@pr recreation use o
Central Wasatch: Results from the@I2sitor use survey.
Logan, Utah: Institute of Outdoor Recreation and Tourisn
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Brighton Lakes
Cecret Lake - uppe
Catherine Pass
Lake Blanch
Ferguson Canyon
Neff’'s Canyon
Donut Fall
Red Pin
Albion Meadows - upper

White Pine (1) - trailhead
Albion Meadows - lower

mSummer BEFall mWinter OSpring

Smith, J. W., Spernbauer, B., & Lamborn, C. CQ&i¢202 ecreation use and indic
of the ecological, physical, and social characteristics of recreation settings in th
Wasatch. Phase 2 trall use repgat, Utah: Institute of Outdoor Recreation and T
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Drivers

AQuality
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