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A Socio Economic Study of Selected Newfoundland Provinc1a1
. , Camping Parks

Abstract

Because of the increasing demands'being made on the
Newfoundland Provincial Park System and a lack of data concerning
the’ soc1a1 and economic characteristics of those using these
parks, the wriTer determined that a study. of selected provincial
camping parks Yould help to £ill some gaps_in the basic data |
‘base in the sphere of outdoor reqreation in Nveoundland;

_Data was gathered from the recorda of the Newfoundland

3

Provincial Parks Serv1ce and -hy ﬂ ans of a mail questionnaire

survey. '?he spample of eleven hqured parties provided the

basis for all pf the 5001a1 data 'contained. in this and much of
- . -
|

"~ the .economic data,
The thesis commences with a brief demoéraphic and economic
history of Newfoundland and is followed by an historical account '
of the deve?opment of provincial parks in the province. The
‘wpolicy formulation and planning functions of the Provincial
parks Service are also briefly discussed. - ' .
A'Burvey of the pertinent 1iterature'in the field'of ‘ |
. outdoor recreation was done and it wasg obvious that there was
' Iittle or no agreement among the various authorities on the
means necessary to ascertain the economic costs and benefits of
"'outdoor recreation. | |

&

Using a modified version of the Clawson method, this, writer

i

attempted to determine such social characteristics as'origin,

i . N .
. o . . - b - 1°
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bfitfavel, and length bf stay.

o > . ‘ K v o -
-[/ ~‘ i ‘ - . ’!" ‘ \

size of party, ége}'eduCatiqn, inébme, reasbﬂ_for visit,.mode

<

. 1
The. economic dafa Qas of two types, that éohcerping thex ’
operational and maihténancé coséé of the parks énd that‘deaiing
ith the expenditures of the,samp;e in their home.comhunity.
before the gxcursibn, on the way to the parks, while at the

parks, on the way home from the parks, and in ‘their home community

’

after the trié..‘These'figureS'wére then pr§jec£ed fo include . ..
he entire upiverse. of cémpers in 1570 ﬁsing Ngwfoundland,barks',
In_an attempt to deterﬁine_overall EXpehditufé.

The basjc conﬁlusion-arrived at was that alfhougk the
spending by campers d6es.maké'a contribution to the eééﬁsmy qf- -

‘the proﬁince, it is a small one. : ¢ 7

-k
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" Introduction

] PNy

. N - *
. . . - .
' .
'
/ - . ' ‘ l
.

N

rising utilization of these parks and the effects of this

L6

Becduse of an increasingly comprehensive communications-
network, more leisure time and a higher standard of living,
rthe ever—growing population of'North America is participating
in all forms of outdoor recreational activity in greater |
numbers each year. ProVincial, state and . national parks
throughout the continent have recorded tremendous growth in
the number of visitors over. the past twenty years and the
Newfoundland Provincial Park system is no exception. Since
the system came into existence, agproximately fifteen years
ago, there has been a contrnuous upswing in the number of

visitors who-pass-thrOugh the gates of these parks annually.

Thus, as a result of the ever-increasing use of Newfoundland
: 42 .

?rovincial Parks, the writer decided-that a study of the .

nsage on -the provincial ecbnomy could be useful in determining

future trends in the province.

Investigation

@ ?

Several problemsqnill_be'investigated in this thesis. .
first, the social characteristics of the campers using selected'
provincial camping parks will be determined. Such factors as

age, sex, educational attainment and size. and composition of

..the‘camping party ‘will be used as criteria. As well,,an attempt
‘to identify these‘campers“as to'origin, income and mode of travel

“.will-be“made; - Por purposes*of comnarison; the'sample Has been-

- . .
(<N Y N - ] . ..
T 8 ) . . . . . - . 1



grouped according to origin, i.e. Newfoundland, mainland

. ‘Canada and the United States. . B

* The cost and development and'maintenance,of the selected ':
- parks will be aecertained so as to be able to make a comparison
between these costs and the amount’of income the parks generate.
'As well, the contribution of the selected provincial,camping |
parks to the econbmy'of the Province as‘a,whole.will be shown,
Astwill-be demonstrated'later-in the thesis, this contribution
is uuch more substantial than the mere collection of fees
because of the many other'costs involved in a camping trip;

" The calculation of this contribution.will include not only tne..
. infusion of capital for tne construction and maintenance of the -
eelected‘parks but'spending by the campers'ueing theee parkg as

.well.

Justification’

_ There are various factors which serve as justification

for.this particular etudy; The most obvious~of.these is the .
fact that so very little is knownn about the kinds of people" '.&5
who use the Newfoundland provincial ca@ping parks and the - 'é ; .
'amountsiof money spent bf these peoplé‘forltheir.camping '
trips. Also, little planning hae'been done bf'the Newfoundland
Provincial Parks’Service using data of . this'type, simplYﬁbecause

such data has not been readily available.~ As well,. there exists
:the possibility that studies of this nature done in other areas .
may not be’ applicable to the Newfoundland situation because this_f

province is separated from mainland Canada and also because of _ a;f:




El

o

the distinctive distribution of Newfoundland's population

along its.coastline.

f -

Wb The conclusiens to be drawn,-from this thesis could assist’

o

by

;,,/ the érovincial Parks Service in future planning for'theilocation,
size and facilities of provincial parks. More comprehensive '
planning is necessary if the Parks Serv1ce is to obtain a
sufficient allocation-ofgfunds to properly develop new parke
and improve exieting one;. This planning would aleo'assure

’ that there would be a fa division-of the allocated funde

. ‘ within the system.ﬁ Finally, I believe this study ;s justified :

o because it.demonstrates that\-the provincial parks Lre agents

. vhereby new money is contributed to the province’ s’economy and
M.

{ - that ‘they also. help in the distribution of wealth .more evenly

) B " . B . - . W

g throughout Newfoundland. Thus, it would appear that government - v
g © would be Justified in increasing its investment in Provincial

Parks development.

There are two main sources of data used in this—thesie.

The Newfoundland Provincial Parks Service Supplied all of the
information dealing with the costs of construction and maintenance
of the parks, in addition to the data concerning the history
of visitor use. As well, they explained their plans fdr future
-park development in the province. . The Parks Service was-also : o
‘most co-operative in permitting me'to"use its camping permits3' -
list to obtain names and addresses for a mail questionnaire.

' This questionnaire was the other main source of information “

for this study. Thirty-eight hundred questionnaires were mailed

to campers who ‘used one or more of the twenty-five selected




camping parks during the eummer,of 1970. "oOf these; approximately

eleven hundred or 29% were returned. The answers to these

. questionnaires were coded, key punched and made ready for _ v

computeriiation. Computer programs were then devised to read

‘these results according to the various criteria built into the
s !
programs. The results were analyzed and incorporated into this

study.

The thesis’is arranged in-the following manner. ' The
remainder of“this inxroductory chapter is devoted to a short
description of Newfoundland's demographic and economic history
and an historical survey of the development of the Provincial
Parks Service. 'Chapter two contains an.analjsis of the current
pertinent 1iterature in-the field of outdoor recreation and also

a detéiled-account_of’thé methodology used in the prepafation»

of the thesie.

Chapter three is a presentation and analysis of the " eocial"
\
data collected by means of the mail questionnaire, grouped
according to point of origin. Such data as’ size of party, age

grouping, sex, educational attainment, income, origin, mode‘

- of travel, reasons for trips, parks visited and ‘length of stay

will be examined‘ ST

Chapter four is concerned with "economic" data obtained

. from the Provincial Parks, Servicé and the mail questionnaire.

y
Factors such as capital and operational expenditure, income
from the sale of permits, monies spent by the sample in their '

!

'home communities before and after the trip, on the wvay to. and.

of analysis.. .., - . . C e R

P

£rom the parks and while staying at the parks will be the subjects: -
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. century, the dispersed settlement pattern of the province's
. . , N

.recommendations.

Brief Demographic' and Economic¢ History

-1

The final chapter contains a summary, conclusions and

»

. r
[

. oo . ) .
After the Island's discovery in the late fifteenth

population began almost imm‘edhiately- This pattern de\}eloped .
because of the disposition'of fishing stocks and other resources
around the Island as well as a law which forbade the establishment

of perinanen't’ settlements, It was 1832 before this law was -

-

‘recinded but by then the dispersed settlement pattern was so

well entrenched that the rep'eal'lof this law made little _ '- R
difference to the established trend. By this time the established
settlements were scattered along the province's coastline with o
very little in the way of habitation in the ir\terior of the
prov1nce. ' "

'This condition reached its zenith in the 1900-1930 era

when there were over 1300 communities spread around the perimeter
of Newfoundland. This. arrangement was to be of immeunse value to
the Provincial Parks Service years Later because ,the Parks
Division was able to acquire choice sites for parks '‘without the '
necessity of land - acquisition costs -because most of the 1and on
which the parks are situated belonged to the Crown

The p0pu1ation of Newfoundland has shown a slow but steady
increase over the years. - In 1836, the year of the first .
comprehensiVe census, the population totalled 75, 000. ﬁy the year

' of-the 1966 census_,‘ the population had climbed to 493, 396.

.0

1

L8N
e UUR R,
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. T 1.k 304 . 2607 1394 9.1 . ak.b 45,95 3614 ‘
M 85.2 '1709 . 15.7 82-6 1*06 . 8.0 . 213.09
1956 .F  83.7 17.8 1.3 731 k3 7.9. 201.2 . N.A. NoAy N.A,.
: T. 168.9 - 35.7 30.0 155.7. 8.9  15.9 - Lh.73 415,1 - T
M o©97.3° 219 1.3 8. b9 | 8.7 234.9 _ |
1961 F Sk 21,9 1k.9 78k 4.8 8.5 . 223.0  MN.A. N.A. N.A.
T 191.6 43.8 30.2 165.3 9.7 17.2  h2.69 457.9 L _
. ¥ 1028 29.9 213 90.8 5.1 93 .-, .259.2  260.6  257.5
1966 F  99.1 28.8 ° 21,1 82.8 | .5.} 9.5 N.A. 246 2h7.8  244.8
T 201.9 - 58.7 424 173.6 10,2 18,8 k2,72 505.6 ~ 508.4  502.3
M 106.2  34.0 28,6 597.2 5.6 9.6 281.2 © 284.7 - 277.9
1971 F 1027 32,6 281 89.5 ° 5.6  10.k ‘N.AS 2689 272.0  265.6
T 208.9 66.6. 56.7 '186.7 11,2 20.0  Lh.2k -550.1 *  556.7  543.5
Mo 122.8  37.3 36,2 117.6 7.2 10.3 331.F 0 339.1 323.9
1981 F. 118.5 35.9 35.5 108.9 7.7 125 NoA. T 3190 326.5 31l
© T 2813 73.20 717 2265 b 22.8 45,84 650.0  665.6°  635.3
M 149,5 b4.B 387 139.9 8.5  10.9 : 392,3 . k0O5.0  379.6
1991 F 143,72 k3.0 37,8 128.7 9.6 15k N, 378.2  390.9  265.4
Co T 293.2 . 87.8 268.6 -18,x 26,3  "LL,79 795.9

o

. - y -
Population by Age Group and Sex (00ON*<)

Year Sex

0-1h

70+  %a0-64%  Actual

Medium. . ... High’

. 76.5

7245.0

SOURCE: ADB "Recent Trends", p. 106. .

"\__77%0.5

Fig. 1-1 .
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. Estimates made by. the ADB show a steady increase in the

_‘province's population.over the next twenty—five-years, with
770,000 residents by 1991. (Fig. 1<1) étarting with the 1951

. census, .1t can be seen that an average of 44.4% of the total
population of Newfoundland falls within the'20-64 yeaf‘aée
bracket, this being the group most likely to indulge in some‘
‘form of outdoor, recreatﬁonal a;tivity. S

Most of the censuses have shown the population -of

' Newfoundlandlto be mainly rural, and not until very recently
has the urban-based population outstripped that of the rural
areas. In 1961 the population was evenly divided between the
rural and urban segments, but by 1966, the urban population |
comprieed 54% of the total. .(Fig. 1-2) Like the eituation in
most other areas of North Amerioa,'this trend;toward greater

- urbanizatipn willgundOubtedly continue for many years to come.
This will result in an even greater demand by those living in
urban regions in Newfoundland'and mainland North America for

L) o {
o . more outdoor recreation-areas, especially parks.

ey, -

befinition of Urban and Rural -

- grban 5
1. an incorporated municipality of 1000 and over and having
the legal status of city, town or village.-

2. unincorporated places of 1000 population and over, having
'a density of at least 1000 persons per square mile.

3. ‘The urbanized fringe of one or two above if it has a
population of at least 1000 and a population density of
1000 persons per équare mile. B

y—a

Rural - All other areas

'Source-—fstatistics Canada
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Population of Newfoundland
" year ° o population .
1836 . 75,094

B 1874 - . 161,374
s 1901 .~ 220,984

.. i1ess- . 289,588

-0 et L 361,416
- 1961 457,853
. 1966 493,396
B 1971 524,600

*estimate -

"~ URBAN / RURAL DISTRIBUTION -

400,000_

ry e S

300,000,

. 2°°|°°°_ e

" 100,000, ' e IV
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1 liesi T 19561 1961 | 1966 [-1971°
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. As greater urbanization occurs, there will be more’
aiversificatioa in the compoeitionmof the labour market. _ )
Traditionaily,.most of Newfoundlanais {abour force ﬁag eéngaged
.in the fishery, working long hours for little or AO money.

" Other Newfoundlanders found employment for a few months otithe
' -year as loggers, while still:others worked in a few smali
mines"scattered throﬁghout the pro&ince. Today,-however,.
Newfoundlanders are employed 'in many rielas, even thoughfthien‘
protiﬁce's unemployment rate is still the'highest_in Canada. -

As of Jaﬁuary 1971, the average weekly wage of those
categories reporting to the provincial Department of Labour
was $127 11, for an average work week of 44. 7 hours._ This
appears to be quite a reasonable picture but . it should be

g

‘borne in mind that this does not represent ‘the true situatioh.

w, s

Many categories‘of labour were not reported, among them

fishermen of whom there are still quite a numbér in the labour

force, and if these categéries were included in.the total, tbe
'average weekly income would be much lower.

The tourism plant, of which Provincial Parks is a part,,
can be disigned{so as to help alleviate gome of Newfounaland'
:economic,and social problems. This plant has the_capability
of being & vehicle.by'which wealth is redistributed~throughout '
the province and new moaies-are attracte@lfrom outside sources.

“ As'well;?thé tourism plant .provides the means whereb§ both

) .‘reeidents and nonfresidents can relax and remove‘themseives from

the social pressures.of everyday life./
o€ - A p;

r

"y
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gistorical Development

I - N . , \ v .
The provincial parks were established and are administered

o undertthe authority of the Provincial Parks Act, Number 35,

L e

'Chaptér,49, Revised Statutes of Néwfoundland, 1952 and the '
amended Act 35 of 1954. The responsibility for them was given
to-the Forestry Division of the\Department of Mines and Resources.
In 1954, there were 120 picnic tables set up on the Bonavista,
iBurin and Avalon peninsulas. In'the same year, the first
.prov1nc1a1 park’ wag proclaimed- This was the Sir Richard Squires
Memorial Park, Situated in the vicinity of the Big Falls on the
Humber River and was the result offthe transfer of 3800 acres of -
9

‘land to the Provincial -Government by Bowaters Pulp and Paper Mills

P
/

Ltd. A forewarning of. the popularity of future provincial parks '
"was stated concerning Sguires Memorial Park in the year after |
its opening.' "During the summer season of 1955,.eome.hundredsi

of people visited the area each we'ek.‘ During w.eekend‘s' the : .
facilities were }nadequate to-take care.of the numerous visitors.*x

In 1955 there were also 169 picnic tables situated throughont the
"eastern region of the province. Between 1957fand l96§,the affaire )

of provincial parks were handled by a staff of two working within :_
'thedcrown Lands Division of the Départment of Mines, Agric lture o '\-.
and Resources;: In;l957, the popularity of the meager outdoor
:recreational facilities,'i €., picnic gsites, was commented upon

once again. Y"Careful observation of the picnic sites were made

and judging from the large numbers of people asing the sites

and from the numerous'comments received, it is apparent .that . ‘-1"",vﬂl

'_1 Newfoundland Government, Department of Mines, Agriculture and-'-l
. Resgources. Annual Report = 1956. 64."f L , .
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‘the service is greatly appreciated by the public in general.

- 'were spaced at intervals of approximately fifty miles along

2, R ' . 4

"2

In the same year, a land classification survey' of the Avalon o

Peninsula was carried out under the direction onDr. W. F.

N

Summers and recommended among. other things, areas which would'
! . ' . .

be suitable for the establishmenttpf provincial parks. _ \

In January of 1358,.fina1 agreement‘mas reached'betwéen '

o o o

the federal and provincial .governments for the establishment _
{ “ I

of picnic and overnight campiné sites along the route of the

Trans-Canada Highway. The first thirteen sites selected were: . - ¢

{
" Cochrane Pond, Butter Pot, Bellevue Beach, Jack’'s Pond Square

Pond, Junction Pond, Aspen Brook, Catamaran Brook, Indian River,
Bonne Bay Big Pond, Barachois- Brook, Crabbes Brook and Squires

Memorial. The picnic sites were set up in groupa of 25-50 and

% ¢« o

_the-highway; while the overnight camp sites were about one

hundred miles apart: The reasoning behind the establishment of .

' this roadside system of parks was, "...to provide a measure of

!

safety for motoriste using the highway and to serve as an

1nducement to to&l\f . 3

From 1962 to 1966 the respon51bility for provincial parks
was vested 1n the Wildlife Division of the Department of Mines,

Agriculture and Resources. In 1956 there were three. regional"

Rl -}

parks, Butter Pot, Barachois .and Squires Memorial, five camping

"

parks, Bellevue Beach, Catamaran, Gushue s Pond, and ‘Nétre. Dame,

- . s, o L
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‘as well as eight picnic‘parks, Aspen Brook, Blue Ponds,

Cochrane Pond, Crabbes River, Glenwood\\Ind;an River, Jack'

Pond and Square Pond, for a total of sixteen.— . , i .

L}

In 1966" (Come Home’ Year), the parks became a new separate

fdivision of the same department., Presently, ﬁewfoundland's

o« . ! . . ¢
prov1ncial park system is composed of thirty-six Larks with a

total area of 26 956 .acres, seventeen approved reservation9~

-0

- oA

r

totalling 41, 800 acres, eight proposed reservations w1ty,an
area of l7 460 acyes and two wilderness areas covering an area
of 1, 827 800 acres. (Fig. ﬂ-3) This is tremendous growth for

a diV1sion whose only responSibility during the early 1950 s

' was a few picnio tables. 0f the four Atlantic provinces, only

"~

; Newfoundland has provincial pagk_ﬁacilities comparable to :

. 4

1..

those found elsewhere in Canada., On the basis pf acres per .

~

capita devoted to pfbvincial parks,. Newfoundland leads all of

Canada and is third after Quebec and British Columbia in the |
>

amount of prov1ngial park land as a percentage of’total land

4
area. : o

‘9 ’ . N . , . .
{ ‘ . . .
-]

Atlantic Development Board, Study of Tourism and Recreation

“ in Nova \ Scotia, New Brunswick and Newfoundland. Part 1,

Summary Report. Prepared by - Kates, ﬁeat, Marwick & CO.,
Toronto, 1968, p. 19. . . . )
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- To be used in c6njunct'ion.w.ith Figure I-3-

' -.14:

" PARKLANDS IN'NEWFOUNDLAND -

NO. IN OPERATION RESERVATION . 'ACREAGE .
1. . Central Wilderness Area | - 1,600,000
2. Mary.l;darch E ‘l ) . 78.5*
8. | N.H.. Gander River 860
N Conne River Pond :' 900
5, - -Fr‘er.lchman's‘Cove.\ | B | 12.5“
6. | ) ) Freshwater Pond - .. 1,200
7. ) " o éoosebgrrf‘y’mvel | 50 . d'.. o
8. . Fitzgerald"s Pond 450.
' .9._ - . Cataracts - _ ' | - 32
10. ) N. Hr., to.Branch Rqad/ 10,800
e _ _ ‘Hol'yrjoo‘du Pond ’ 450
2. Avalon Hﬂ;erness Area a L : 227,800
13, ' C 7 Change Cove . - 300
14, La Manche / _ _ 2 2,880.
15. | o Tors.covePond 60 ¢
16. Cochrane Pond ) 53 k
17. . Butter Pot . " 4,330 T
" 18.- _Ifather Duffy's Well o 2
19. Gushue's .Pond | ) 2(_)5. .ﬁ
20. o E
.21. - Northern Bay \S;ands. 12 S
22.  'Bellevue Beach . 1:88 .
23. " Jack's Pond - | 20 L
Eg_ ! DN I
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NO.  IN OPERATION RESERVATION  ACREAGE
7S " Thorburn Lake - 160

' .25, Lockston Path = E ’ : 6Q0

' ..26.: | ' ‘_' ' ".'-g o Téﬁr& Nova National Park :I52_sé. mi.

.27, .- ; I ' . ;\Pftt's Pond ‘ o .10,240"
28, Square Pond’ | B L ) 96
29. " Middle Brook-Fails | o 127

| | 182

, o
30. Windmill Bight .
- 3. ' ' o Deadman's Bay .. 200

2, o ' -First Pond (Boyd's Cove) 400
3. bildoRwm T 1455
3. Jonathan's Pond” o 1,101

35.  Glenwood S  : o _;‘. , ju' ' } ' : o 228"

- 36. NotrefDéme_ o | _ B .' . ‘ 277.8 |
3. - Beothuck - . S L a3
38t_ ~ Aspen Brook 3 . o . . L ' 99,8
39.  Catamaran Brook Lo N 3 5646
0. | o West Pond (Hall's Bay) - 650
M. - Indian Rioer" T | - 35,8 .
v 42, S | * Indian Pond Narfoﬁs o 80
" 43, . Bafe Verte i - .f - n .' - - 110

R girchy'Lake S 300
45, - -SopQS'Arm River _ | : o o 20
6. - Flatwater Poﬁdl B L " 210
e Cape St dohn . -+ - 5,000

. 48, J _ ':i - Z-’ : I Pistolet Bay . - ; ] I . 20.
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- 50.

" . 56,

- -60.

61,

2,990.6 square mites " »f —

Prepared from data supplied by the Newfbund]and

f

Provincial Parl?ﬁ%'vice._, : " \

 NO. IN( QPERATION ’ : RESERVATION' \: ACREAGE
49., | . Grand pond . % - 160
River of Ponds o . _ 150
51. ‘ Proposed Bonne Bay 450. sq. mi.
. - _ National Park (app.) .
- 52, Squires Memorial . | | 3,850 |
53, | Deer Lake (N.Shore) 1,00 .-
54, Lark Harbour 600
55, Serpentine 23,000
~ Blue Ponds ' o i " 152
8. Plccadilly Head 100
58, Barachois Pond: - 8,640.7
59, CrabbessRivér | 7/,.
. Grapd Codroy - o L XL . 3\
Little Codroy Estuary . 204,75
62. John T. Cheeseman o ' _455 .
63.  Otter Bay o . 409'
Total - pperqfing‘pérks' )
’ ' 26,956.25 acres :
Total - reservations - . ' ': i T,
59,259.8 acrés(‘ - )". '
'}otaj - wilderness areas
o 1,827,800 acres _
Tgta1 - all.provincial parklands L
* 1,914,016.05 acres or S,
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parks reached 800,000. ,in 1967 the annual attendance went over

-17 -

¢ : . : A

"Néwfdundland's provincial parks are attractive and offer

subétantial lodging and recreational opportunities, tastefully

_1aid'out}.with.camping and day-use facilities separate."”

A testament of the truth of this statement is the ever-increasing

number of visitors to the prov1ncia1 parks. In 1960 the total

' park attendance was a little over 200, ooo. In 1962 this number

had doubled and by 1966 the number of visits to provincial

1
the million mark for the first time, while in 1§70, a new. record
was’set when just_over 1,200,000 visits were recorded in provincial
parks.,(Figufe'l-4). This last figure represents~an'average of
approximately 2.5 visits by each persoﬁ'lgving in Newfoundland.
If this averaée is maintained, we caﬁ’préject it to 1991, when

the estimateq population will.be'gpproximately 770,006.6 Around

" this time the total number'of.visifs to Newfoundland's provincial -

éarks coul& reach 2,925,000-annua11y. If the provincial park -

syptem.is to be able to cope with such a. situation, policy

decisions and planning should be geared so as to ensure the

. adequate : accommodation of 'this 1ar§e~numbé# df vi§itors.u

Poiicx R .

The present policy and operating practice of the Newfoundland,

:éark Service is to gdevelop withinSthe parks,_basic‘fgcilitieé to

S gbid. 20,

6 Baged on pg ulation éstimatei made by ‘the Atlantic Dévelopment"

; Board in ‘a report. prepared by- the Planning Division ‘of the same

agency at Ottawa in March of 1966 entitled Recent Trends in the
Determinants of Population Growth in the’ AtTantic Provinces and
Provinciél Projections by Age and Sex for the Period 1966-1991
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-accommodate camping} picnicing,'swimming,-hiking and nature
study in a natural environment. Emphasis has been placed on-
the.development of a number of'comparatively'small parks to'
serve the main highway routes rather than concentrating efforts

et

on a few large parks which are highly sophisticated The
principal criteria which have been adopted for the establishment
of a.provincial park are suitable shoreline characteristics on

a pond, lake or the qcean to’ accommodate swimmiﬁg and other
water activities,*as well as associated camping and picnic
requirements. Ideally, the parks administrative staff feels
that the parks should be a minimum of 150. acres and where possible,
" they have endeavored to maintain this standard. The role of'
the provincial parks, deliberately developed,’ is to provide
'only basic primitive facilities for the ‘camper or picnicker.
This has been done in the hope that he will go to the near—by
‘settlements for his supplies, thus stimulating local'trade,;as

well as enabling the vacationer to see more of the countryside.7

_‘«. ; ; . " -
The effects or success of this policy are not known with any.
degree of certainity because thus far no methodical studies of
it have been attempted

Planning c | A ‘)

, 4 ) . ‘
At present, the‘Provincial Parks Service has a 'small but

efficient planning staff, who are engaged in three major types of

o

" projects. These are: general planning on a large scale covering

the'whole,province: land planning, in which.consideration is;given

’

7 Personal interview with ‘Mr. George Chafe, Director, Newfoundland
'Provincial Parks Service, February 25, 1970.

|
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to the value of specific tracts of 1and for parks- and site.-
planning, in whlch particular areas within a park are developed
for specific purposes. Generally, the suggestions of those
responsible for.park planning.are carried out, hut occasionally,
-begause of lack of funds or political expediency, these o
suggestions'afe not brought to fruition. As a result, there

are several_parks in the province which could have better

" locations and others that should have been expanded,

Several important factors are involved in the selection g
- of territory for a provincial park. First of all, the type of |
park to be built has to be considered, e;g. camping or picnicking,
seaside or lakeshore. The size of the proposed park and its
location are also'considerations. Its accessibility with respect
to present and future populatién centres is an important factor
'as well. Other factors such as the shape of the new park, its
topography, local climate, vegetation cover and wildlife in

the area are other facets which also have to be considered in .
the planning of a new park. At present, the planners of the
Provincial Parks Service try to'obtain'tne best combination of -
'these‘factors-when establishing a new park, but‘often the
necessary data cannot pé gatnered because of lack of snfticient

staffs

", !
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. Literature Survey

'near‘major metropolitan areas. :According to pRRRC,-it"appears

- 21 -

Much has been written, particularly in the past five or
six years, concerning outdoor recreation in North America.

Perhaps the most widely read documents.are,the'reports of the

_-Outdoor Recreation Resources Review Commission of the United

States.’ The ORRRC was set up by an Act of Congress to assess E o

the present state of outdoor recreation in America, and to chart

‘a course of action for future development. ‘As a basic working

document, the Commission,published.its'report, consisting of
twenty=six component parts which dealth with all social and
economic aspects of outdooxr recreation in the United States.-'
The factors used included age, income, occupation, residence
and the like. The major conclusions of these reports are
contained .in a summary rTeport and although basic in nature;

have broad 1mplications for future development of outdoor.

“recreation.

One of the basic facts stated in the'summary report is -
that outdoor recreation. is a major leisure time activity and

continues to grow in importance at the rate of approximately o ‘ }

10% yearly.. In a survey done in 1960, it was found that

approximately 90% of all Americans participated in some: form

. of outdoor recreation. This survey also showed that the major

outdoor recreation activities were diving, walking, swimming
and picnicking. The ORRC sumnary report also 'showed that o

opportunities for- outdoor recreation are. most urgently needed o

~

e




PPN
that population increases will accQunt for® 6/9 of’ the increase e
" in future outdoor recreational activity, individual tastes ' o .. ;
- and preferences for about 2/9 and socio-economic factors for |
about 1/9. It was also found that muitiple resources used,
as for example a tract of forest being used for lumbering,
hunting and camping will also increase. ._'i;l—‘le report also
states that bodies of water are ustiallyi the major focii for
' outdoor_'recreati n, being used to swim in, sit.by, fish in, . ’ , !
oki across, dive unde.r and boat on. The c¢onelusion was also
reached by the ORRRC summary report that both edu;ation ;nd
- income affect participation in outdoor recreation activities.
It can be’ generally' stated tnat the more of these a peféon has
the greater -the likeliliood of his partic:.pation in more kinds
of outdoor recreation. In support of its contention ‘that there "
will continue to be an incregse in participetion'_ in outdoor
" reoreation, 'the'ORRRc‘states, "The chiid_ren oof toda'ay rio more
kinds of things outdoors. and acquire‘exp'erience and .skill'ls
in things like swimming and camping that their parents never
had. This new generation, as it grows up, will spend a great
deal more leisure time. outdoors than the parents of today and
so will their children and their ch:l.ldren a&er them."'8

| The report of the ORRRC also observes that’ outdoor
recreation brings about economic benefits._ ’rhese benefits not’
.only refer to.the lo'cati_on:'véhere the recreation occurs hut can_’

8 ~ R
A

8 U.S.A., A repdrt to the !"resident and Congresﬁs by'the'. Outdoor ' " ,:'

Recreation Resources Review Commission, Outdoor Reoreation for IR
America, (Washington, D. c. Jahuary, 1962),_p 29. _ o
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also  affect communities in Iother areasias.wealil._ Thus, considering
these conclusiohs of -the .ORRRC in their brodest terms it can |
be reasonably assumed that if present trends contine, outdoor
recreation will become an even greater contributor to ‘a nation 8
economy. than -it is today_._ on the strength of the. ORRRC's findings

!

and r’ecornme'ndations, the U.S.. Congress approved a program

entailing an investment of four billion dollars by. both federal

and state governments in recreation deve_lopment for a ten-year

period. . _ _ : e - T
b

Therg are four general components of ‘outdoor recreation

which can be studied' in a survey of outdoor recreation potential

- and facilities.- One is the physical aspects such as topography,

‘climate, water resource, vegetation. and wildlif\e. Another

is the institutional aspect. This would include such factors

as the responsibility for planning, management and finance.
i

-The third component is concerned with the sociological elements

ha) >

. and ‘deal with the. characteristics of the consumers of recreation

; such as age', sex, origin ’ eduction, methods of travel and

\ >

reasons for trave’l'/ The final. component is the’ study of the.

economic aspects of outdoor recreation. The emphasis here

is placed on the effect)s of outdoor. recreation, on the local, :
regional and national economy.9 _'

Most- récreationists agree that studies are necessary in .
their field of interest but often they are not able to define

the function or objective of such austudy. Fitzgerald gtates

< -
f

i

-

Development. A paper prepared for e Canadian CounclY o
Resource Mipisters. 'Seminar om Consultation and Liaison in '

. T
“ s ., . - a et
[ L . . P B LY '

v

Kates, Peat, Marwick & Co., The s'x:stems Approach to Resour'ce R

Public Adninistration. (Montsbello, Que., Nov. 6-7, 1967, Vg.z,l,-_
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fa:.rly concisely what such a study should do when he says, '

"the purpose of the recreation survey is to analyze the X

'\factors, . both actl and potential, that affect the oomnunity's :

abllity to establ h and maintain 'an optimum recreation‘ service»

to its people, ani furthermore, to recommend a latter of "
planned steps réaching t6ward a realization of that serv:.ce. n10
Thl_s same writer next proceeds to show - in detail the elements
which need to be contained'-within a recreati"olnal_ study. . First,

the present status of the "subjgct- of the stud_y_mu‘st be

ascertained. Next, the deficiencies that currently exist in

'

the field ‘under consideration must be defined as well as the '

° '

" needs that are present but are not being satisfied.’ Also

an inventory of the resource, physical, social and economic,

that are available in the study region must be listed in the .

11

survey.. cOnaiderable thought must also be given to recommendations

- for improvement of the present‘sitqation. Finally,- and probably

most important of all, a development p_la’yn supuld -be_ laid 'down,

Y »

‘ ou'tl:ining the steps to be taken ip developing the pa.rticuIar'

aubject under study and showing o the priority to be given to _each:

11 Thus, evaluations of the various '

facets of outdoor recreation are neces‘sary not only to determine

such f%ctors as location,ademand and supply but as well, .“"... ‘for'

r \

10 Gerald B. Fitzgerald, Community Or anization for Recreation ,f,'.
(New York: A. S. Barnes ana Co., i93§§, p.ig R L.
1 rpia. pu2sr. . . o
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- the purposesof efficiently allocating ‘public funds ‘between

) 'travel and dollars .

.13

.Parks Conference, (OttaWa- Nov\.f,',1962), p. 32.
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recreational and othér goods. and serviqes, but also for

rationally resolving the increasing number of kinds of confliets

that -arise_ between rec;ceation and other com_peting demands on

L . .
12 g -t . : : RN

' ,rural’ resources. " . - : I

L]

One.of the most’ important factors in any consideration L

- of outdoor recreation is cost, particularly. those costs

k-]

pertaining to the® expenditure necessary to visit an outdoor :

recrea,tion site. These costs can be expressed in terms of time, °

13 "'l‘he number of visits to any recreation .

]

area, per 1000 persons in the population of any - area, is

inversely related to the cost of ‘the whole recreation experience,

L
o

and this in turn is closely related to the distance from where

the pec:sple live to the recreation area"‘“’_ 'rhus, as a

n

'generality it can be stated that the number of recreation visits

to an area” is inversely proportiénal to the costs incurred and

: distance involved.

»,

In many studies dealing with outdoor recreation, these .

’

costs are equated wi'th de‘mand; ‘The costs of a visit to a,

recreation site are computed and then used as an indication

> : )
. Lo

) ! ) I"" '.':

12 Peter H. Pearse, "A New Appro’ach' to _the Evaluation' of = =
Non-Priced Recreatio '

n Resources," Land Economics, Vol, 44

(Feb., 1968), p.87.

Marion . Clawson, Land: and Water for Recreation (Chicago--
Rand, - McNally & Co., 1963), p.45 and Mario Clawson and Jack -
L. Knetsch, Economics of Outdoor Recreation (Baltimore. Johns -
Hopkins Press, 1969), p 62. ,

14 Marion Clawson; "Planning and Managing a System of Parks .
for a Nation", Procesdings of the First Federal-—Provincial

K

vt




' while théDother is based upon the expenditures by users of the-

. _ “ . . ' . ' o
benefits to society as a whole) and secondary (non-economic

" benefits to. the recreation.partitipant) benefits. are takenn

- approach uses thé amounts of money spent by the outdoor

15 &

“
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of demand.. hBasically there are two methdds“for estimating

- demand (ceost). One may ‘be called the recreational travel . o

o

flow method and uses regre351on models,‘grav1ty models and

. linear systems analysis to determine the demand‘for any_

particular recreational site. ‘The’other method is based on

’
- <

a. purely economic analy313.. This system uses willingness
L

to .pay ‘and the demand curve as criteria of demand for a recreation

site. 1’ A R T
At\present there,are two’principal'methods in use for
AN — . . . oA e

éStimating-dollar values-for” outdoor recreation facilities. CER ;

One is based on costs of providing .these. recreation facilities,

‘D

9

particular recreatipn complex. In using the cost method the

1

‘non-monetary benefits to be obtained are judged to be at least

‘equal to the costs entailed ‘and "in most cases are twice as’

'gteat as the actual cost because both primary (non—economic- '

-

'.into considération.- The wefbhinq of costs against'benefits is

1
based on a value Judgement and ag such may not be definite and

'concise enough to propenly plan for future usé., The expenditure

.recreationist as an’ indication of the demand for a particular,
. ¢ . C e
oo , R ,

)

; o . £ 'I. -
’ . . ° . . H

. - . . | . . te . 7

B e c e .
- , . .
. ,
)
.

I

Frank J. Cesario Jr., "0perations Research in Outdoor
. Recreation”s, Journal of Leisure Research, Vvol. 1, No.ql
(Winter, "1969) p 3., N . .

(14
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facility; This is a better iridicator than the cost method- -

-because a tangible e€lement - money < is involved. However,

oare’must be taken in a study using the ex?enditure approach

-to see that only expenditures above the normal day - ta day'

costs of~living are used. These expenditures, while not

-

.direct measures of recreational enjoyment, but the costs

“involved for goods and -services for which there are established

market values, can nevertheless be used as indicators to

’ " .

demonstrate, however generally, theqwillingness'of individuals -
16 -

to pay for a particular recreetion experience.
One measurement of_cost,hss'oeen suggested-bdeotelling
in his 'travel dost approach. ';‘In this method.'distance zones
are establlshed around the park or recreation area. It is
then assumed that those visitors from the most distant zone
would'establish the bulk-line or maximum value of recreation
prqvided by the psrticulsr park. ?hus, those in the distance
zones closer to the park would recelve a dollar value of "free"
recreatlon benefit, Now a t tal figure for free recreational

o

ﬂvalue'attributable to the park can be established, nased‘on a

summation of travel cost differences between the maximum (bulk-

line .cost) and that cost f r each other zone, multiplied by the

number of participants estimgted to use the park from each of

the established zones. This-approach encompasses the following

Andrew H, Trice and ‘Samue). E. Wood, “Measurement of :
Recreation Benefits", Land Economics, Vol 34 #3 (August, 1958).
\ .

AN
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characteristics; The reeults are'meaeured in a standard unit
1 of time and ere-expressed in dollars. Itvis rebresentative’ ‘\
of retreation enjoyment'for which there is no ekpenditure by -
the récreationists per se and'for Which.the'éovernment is o
not directly reimbursed. Also’it is separately derived and
independent of cpsts of providing recreationai facilities.
As well the result consgists of a siggle figure which applies
to particxpants in the region without regard to the form of
reqreation bein; enjoyed or to,differences among individuals
, _ as to their.cepacity to enjoy the recreation benefits. The
result perteins to the area under'consideration alone even
though'other'regions may have similar values. 'Finally, if
- thie‘type of'study is cOnducted prooerly uéin& a large enough

sample, the travel cost figure obtained is usually quitﬁ; ' -//

reasonable and can be subjected to tests based upon judgement ,
values of those knowledgeabie in the field. 17 Although

Hotelling s approach may be considered useful by some, there
. is a method which, in the estimation of other recreationistsr
L s betterz : { S L L |
N , Clawson s measurement on expenditure for outdoor recreation
| A «is based on a demand curve (Fig. 2-1). Since cost re91dence
e ”and the various/éecreation sites, this“burve will show that

the quantity 6f visits to a particularlrecreation gsite is

inversely proportional to the costs involved. These costs can

., . . . .
) oL M

17 1pia: pp.. 20i-202. P - o




. N .
. -
. . .
. a
. ’
, <
.-
t
. . .
'
[
i
e

" Avime)
{(Dollars) -

. . n
. .
. .
. .
.
o
' /S
5 . .
-
N . A
v {Access)
~ .
,
. o
1} -
. . . .
e ———
; ; .
! ’ . )
.
.
Do
. .
.
. -,
. R )
. - P . [
a- . .
! RN . -ty
&L o [ :

1

£

o B
. ’ s
o
/
. )
. v.' ] . .
2 v

ND CURVE

4

b'( Vi

SI1Ts )

’ "
A .
[
' .
o
. ~
N .
. .
'
- Ny
RN
“ R
. «
. o~
. .
-
.
N N
- w
) .
“

«




{

.= 30 -

be'figured'in terms of ease of accessehiiity,-time or money; ;;
Inlany outdoor recreation-exberience, Clawson states that
', there are five segments. First, there is anticipation of -
the experience, next, travel to the site, third, the on-gsite
experience, then the trip back to the place of origin, and
,finally, the recollection of the tr1p upon return to homejzg
These psychological facets of outdoor recreation hawve a
parallel in the mbnetary costs 1ncurred.- First, there is the
"cost of goods in the home’ community befori)the trip begins.
" Next, there ‘are the costs assumed on the way to the Slte. :
'Thirdly, there are the cdste-acguired curing'the stay at.
the recreation site. Then there'are costs incurred on the'
trip back home and finally, those costs which'occur at home
'upon_completionhof the‘trip. When considered in this manner,
it can be readily seen that a trip té'en outdoor recreation
‘'site not only influences the economic milieu of the site -
itself but also that of a much broader.area which includes the
place of origin as well as various points between these two
places (Fig. 2-2). Because all economic aspects of the recreation '
x experience are taken into consideration when this method is . .
utilized, much of the information gathered -for this thesis wasg .
obtained by using as'guideline, criteria set out by CIawson.
These. economic expenditures can. be thus used as an indication.
.Qf the demand for a particular recreation site. fThe'concept_;
“that individual exéenditures incurred in the coneumbtion'

_process reflect the value of the experience to the consumer ;

and’ provides a useful approach to estimating recreational demand. ' ,ff;
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- DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURE FOR A RECREATIONAL EXPERkaCE

s

Expenditures From

' . Recreationists » . : : Y

Viewpoint

Special -

‘ - -

Vv

Expenditures From
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. Automotive Services, .

B T etc. i . i

Rece%ved by Home

_Business

Receiveq by Business
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Received by, Business
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in Area of Recreation




. - 32 -

Cost expenditures can be used to establish value for 'a
commodity that lacks conventional marKet pricing. When the

expenditures are properly delineated, statements of value

A . .o

’ - ! .
can be generated which are essentially equivalent to‘ those -

normally deve-loped for market price c:ormnodit:les."]'8

Many éu‘thorities in the field of outdoor recreation,
especiélly tﬁose, concerned v(ith the daﬁr to day operations of
parks, deé:_:y any attempt by economists to place a deollar
V‘aZ.Lue ‘on a .recteational experience. They ask how éar{?one ’ -
_but a price on the pleastjrei derived from watcpipg a summer
gunsét, ‘'hiking through -an unspoiled forest or ‘boati’ng on a
‘quiet lake. "Not only must the populaf current methods be
rejected, but iteis doubtful that any completely sétisféc}:ory
method can be developed since the valﬁés under coﬁsidefation
are largely int'angible."'19 Admit.tedly-, at present it; is ,
‘di.f'ficult,‘ if not impossiblle; to measure such values in
monetary terms. However, "... large inéreases in use of
o.tyxtdo{)r recreation areas have taken place, and the trend
tow;-u:jd greater use will con‘ti'nue into the foreseeable |

i

_future. The total demand for outdoor recreation facilities

o

P B . , .
of each.major kind is going-to become of even more importance .

as time passes. »20 yntil better methods héirei_been' developed,

r

-

18 Trice and Wood, "-Measuremenﬁ", P. 304,

19 1pia. p. 201 .

9 Clawson and Knetsch, ‘Econom'ic.s,- p. 138

. . . ) . f . . s, - E -
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1

we should continue to use socio-economic surveys, with their

° [

limitations, because we must have gome foim of basic_data upon

' thch’to base plans for the future development of outdoor . -
recreational sites, and thus far the.socio;economicdﬁnrveys,‘
even with thei? limitations, appear to be the best means to"'

gather this data. . -

x

Information Sources . '- . , . R
Most of" the data used 1n this hegis came from two sources.

The Provincial Parks Branch of the Department of Mines,

Agriculture and Resources supplied the information concerning, ~;.
the coets of'construction.and maintenance of the Provincial |
farks in Newfoundland. .This information dealt with such
- factors as capital costs, salaries} and yearly maintenance
costs. -The Parks Service also supplied data concerning -
visitor use -such ae; number of visitor. days, visitors,
campers, tenting and trailer days, origin of visitors, etc.
- BAs well, they supplied detailed information as to their various
- operational and deVelopmental policies-for parks and explained /~(
in broad terms plans ‘for further park development in the i
province. ‘
Y The data obtained from the Provincial Parks Service was
analyzed in terms of the total costs of the selected parke
to- provincial economy.\nThe data concerning visitor attendance ) ": -
at .the park was used in estimating further trend projections o
: >

of visitors in the various parks-and as well helped in

I




/ o ' . : _"" 34 -
E » ,'\ -
determining what this author considers are fairly basic _

changes necessary within the rovincial ‘Parks system.

ia.mail questionnaire as the other main source of
information for this" study. Thirty eight hundred question-
naires were mailed to campers who used one or more of the
twenty-five selected camping parks during the summer of 1970.
Of these, approximately 1100 or 29% were returned. The |
information obtained from these mail-out questionnaires forms
the basis of thejinformation set down . in thiS»thesis concerning - »
the social and economic characteristics.of those using the
Newfoundland's provincial camping parks. .

Because it is ny belief and alsoathe opinion of others
iC1awson and Xnetsch) that the recreation experience begins
_w1th pre-planning at home and ends with memories of the trip
after it has been completed, the questionnaire was designed
toacover five stages of the recreation experience. These are

at:hgme befo ehthe trip; at the piace of the recreationai
experience; jn the way home from- the trip; and at home again o
after the trip. These five divisions were put in the" _ .
questionnaire to obtain what was basically economic information
.about the party saﬁpled., ' o 3 .
A covering letter.was enclosed with the questionnaire. |
This 1etter served a three-fold purpose: | - ( ;
(l)' ToVa\k'the assistance of those heing-questioned;

(2) To explain briefly how. ‘the questions on expenditure
were to be answered,. and

W

(3). To insure the confidentiality of the ahswera to the -

questionnaire.
/

” C e
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n coby‘of the questionnaire along with the introductory letter
was enclosed in an envelope which also contained a_postagef
paid reply .envelope (Appendix). |
The questions in the first section of the questionnaire,
dealt mainly with social characteristics of those being
surveyed. These included such aspects as the number of people
in.the party, the age, sex, and edncacional'attainment of
those in the party, the place of origin, the parks visited
and length’of stay, the reasons for the trip, and-the modé'ofl
transportanion used.’ Questions one and‘twd of rhe questionnaire;
those dealing with the number of peréons éer party, and the age,
" sex, and‘gducational attainment of these beoplé,-nere used to'
determine the coméosirion of tne camoing groups that visit
the Newfoundland's Provincial Parks. This.information could
be of use to the Provincial Rarks_Service-in assicting them
to plan facilities for future park development. Question three,
‘annual income of the family, was‘used to determine what grouns
of people used-the park, using income 4s a basis of comparison.'
\\ .This information may aleo be used for planning future park~.
deveiopment in that different socio-economic groups-of society

v

prefer ‘varied types of outdoor recreation facilities. Question
| " number four, dealing with the origin of. the sample party, served
a two—fold purpose. Concerning visitors fFrom outside the

Provxnce, it provided a method of ascertaining how much new

money'was brought into the Province by campers and other park

users. from mainland Canada and t%e United States. From the

- t . .' . T . . w
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i
) L3

replies received from the Newﬁoundland-based parties, it was
possible to see that,a large number of campers originated
from;certain arees of the province and this fact should be
~considered in future plenning for park expansion. Where -
there are'aigreat number of campers coming- from particular f.
recions it might be desirable to place extreﬂfacilities or
parks'in'that'area. Qnestion five dealt with the parks which
' were visited and the length of stay in these pérks.‘.As well,
~this question was correléted with some of the economic data
collected in the qhestionnaire; to ascertain if the location
of a park in a particular area had any effect on the economic'
life of theﬂgpmmunities in that region. Question nunber six.””‘ i.
dealing with the reasons for the trip, was asked so as to g
determine if there was an expressed need'for expansion of - ’
facilities or the creation.of new facilities in the Newfoundland
EM provincial ParksiSystén. Question seven, which_dealtﬁwith‘
the mode of transportation usied, was designed to oeternine what
types of equipment are.presently being most used by the campers. .
The information gained from such a question could assist 'in
f' the designing,ofycaﬂpgrounds and cemping sites in future‘parh
| development: ‘ .I o
Questions eight through twelve dealt exclusively with the T /

consideration of expenditures made for the trip.

Those answering

A

the questionnaire were' asked not only to list the amounts of
money which they spent because of this. trip but also, if possible,
to name the cqmmunity where ‘this money was spent and, for

] c . . . ) ’j
3 LI . N
Lo ' : :
EN
'

Vo
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question ten, the park at which'they were steying when they
spent this money. Questions thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen
nere incorporated in the qnestionnaire at the-geqnest of the
Newfoundland Provinciai Parks Service. They were”interested'
in determining if people wno made camping trips ‘used crown
land as much as ‘they used the developed provincial parks.;
Questions sixteen,'seventeen,rand eighteen were asked so as
to give those answering the questionnaire the'opportunity to
express their views concerning the. entire provincial'perks
systenm. | . - |
dsing the 1969 park visitors statistics supplied by the
Parks'Service, twenty-five parks which had camping facilities

and the highest visitor frequency were chosen to form the

{//core of this study. Questionnaires were sentuto those -people

who had camped in one. of these parks for at least one night

. A total number of 3806 questionnaires weke maildd out to people

whose names and addresses were chosen at:rendom from weekly
lists of camping permite sold,during the period between the

' last week of June and the,rirst week of Augqust in 1976, and
wno had camped'in.at least one of the twenty-five proninciel :
parks choeen'for'the etudy.-oIt was decided'to obtein a, eample'
using mail-out questionnaires rather than personal interviews

| because the costs in terms of money and time would have besh

[P

prohibitive for personal interviews. : . : )

As the questionnaires were received the answers were

- coded for computerization according to a previously designed

“
5N
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numerical coding systém.- A total of sixteen computer cards * -

.were used for each questionnaire.. An IBM 360 computer was

_used to perform such statistical analysis as frequenqx' . . o

_distribution tables and arithmetic means. As well, the =~ _ s

responses to various independent variables were compared to - :v
] - . .- .

other dependent ﬁariables on*the guestionnaife: The statistical

analyses were carried out through the use of both the étapdérd

~ . l .
program packages and programs written at the request of‘the

author,. . . “.
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a.

Introduction, g L L

Thé parksaselected for use in this study were the parks

in the‘Newfoundland Provincial Parks?system which, in 1970,

a

"+ had faCilities for camping. The selected parks_ are’ scattered

throughout the ProVince, with:<the largest ones located on the

3
°

westand east coasts of the island.’ The& varyain'size from,

4

one of seven acres at Crabbes River to eight thousand six

; hundred and forty—one (8 641) acres at Barachois Pond (fig. 3- 1)
:Eight of these parks, Cheeseman, Crabbes River, BarachOis Pond,
_Catamaran Brook, Beothuck, Notre. Dame, Gushue s Pond and Buttén

4

Pot are 1ocated on the Trans- Canada Highway,.while the remainder

~

are151tuated‘along the major side roads.

Up to and anluding 1970, thqDNewfoundland Provincial Parks

* system, composed of thirty-Six parks, was visited by a totalvofA

]

-7 99 million people. Visitors ‘to the twentydfive parks.nsed
//in.this study accounted for 7 41 million of - the total figure

for all/the parks (Fig. 3 2) ~of the selected parks, fourghave

had over a tQtal of Slx hundred thousand visitors each or
approxiMately 34% of the total number of visitors to all the

parks and about 36% of- the visitors to the selected parks.. -

* s
Three of these parks, Catamaran Brook NotreﬁDame and J T.

B

Cheeseman, are located on the Trans-Canada Highway, with

Catamaran Brook and Notre Dame being about a day' s~drive from
. either St John 8 ‘or Port-auxihasques, while J. T. Cheeseman L

is the park;nearest thenferry depot at Port-aux—Basques,-where-

. > . L . Tl " , C .
many vacationers spend the night after entering or before

T e

¥

g
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~ Total Number of Visitors.
. To Selected Provincial Parks .
(to 1970 -in 000°s)

a

y00@ -

_ao00 S . . . ) . o ] -

300

. . “ . i L . . < .. .
“o0 - : : . o L

. , . ) . ) ..
300 ’ K - , . ‘ . -

3 POND

SOUILE'S MOWORIAL K

N ' N -
TAENCHPAN'S COVE e - .
NIDDLE' BROOK FALLS [
sor'g ARN arver 3

MAECHE
RIVIR QF PONDS
N
DILDO RN

HHE
i

" poTRE EANE
BILLIVUT BLACH .
CATARARAN BROOK
GUSHLE'S POKD
samACHOIS PORD  f
. CPABPE'S RIVER
INDRILL BIGHT .
INDIAN RIVER @ C
GIAND CODBOY
ORATRAN

. BUTTER POT

Y o- 3. currsmomw - -



1y " - 42 -

exiting the province._lThe.other park which has‘had.over
600,000 visitore,'Bellevue Beach, is located less than two
miles from the Trang-—Canada Highway and is the nearest pa?k
to'-the provinCial capital of St. John's. that is 1ocated on
) land which borders the Atlantic Ocean. Three of the four
1_, selected parks which have the next highest total number of .
' visitors up to 1970 are located on the Trans-Canada Highway .
also. As*well Butter Pot and Gushue's Pond are within an
. hour and half driving time from St. John s and Barachois
is about an hour's drive from'Newfonndland's second 1argest
) city, Corner~Brook. The fohrth park, .Squires' Memorial, is
~al'eo ahout an.hour's'drive fron Corner Brook on.a=side road, -
' but located within it ie one of the -Province's bhest salmon

Y

rivers:

-

visitations e

12
o

As previously mentioned, the parks~used'in‘this stud; .

---f were those which contained facilities’for overnight camping.
Figure 3 3 shows the percentage of ¢ c?mpers to total visitors

. for each park.to 1971., The parks can\belroughly divided_into
four groupings. The_firstlgrohp are those_parhelof whichyl?’!;-~
to 208 of the total.numher of visitore were canpers and T

included here are River of. Ponds, Sop's Arm River, Barachois f‘f;fj 

Eond.and Jonathan s Pond. Many of the visitors to River of

,Pondenare Americane and Mainland Canadians.onqtheir way to see

é%% Viking site of L'Anse‘auleeadows'and thie park,is.the N
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and Piccadilly Head.
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3

_closest to the site. Sop's Arm River is ‘off the main

thoroughfare but has'some excellent scenic attractions and

. , ) \
good fishing. Many of the visitors go there specifically

to camp. Barachois Pond serves as a catchment basin for the
Corner Brook region, as well as attracting mnch:of the
vacation'traffic passing along the Trans-canada Highway.

The last park in the group, Jonathan's Pond, serves much

of the Notre e area. besides serving the residents of

Gander. . . 4 N

The next group of parks are those of which 12% to 14%

of their total visitors were campers. With the experience of

Squires' Memorial, which is in the western part of the Provincé -
and is frequented by many cémpers fromICOrner Brook as well

as numerous salmon fishermen,,the other three parks in this-

tgronp, Gushue's Pond, Butter 'Pot and La Manche, are all

1ocated on the Avalon.PehinsﬁIa and are used extensively by

. the re31ﬁents of the capital city, St. John's.

The third group, those of whlch had 5.1% to 10% of the

. total number of visitors as campers, are scqttered throughout

.tne Province and may be said to typify those provincial“parks

which are used consistently year after year by the same

- proportion of oampers to total visitors. These include

'Bellevue Beach, Beothuck, Dildo Run;\Notre Dame , Middle Brook,

Catamaran Brook, Flatwater Pond, J T, Cheeseman, Grand Codroy\

The final group, those ‘with 3% fo-S%.campére,'may be

r l
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rloosely termed the “fringe parks. A glance at Fiqure 3 3

shows these parks are located on roads” other than the Trans-
Canada,Highway and are gor the most part-among the smaller

oarks in the system. It nould be advisable for those |

responsible for parks planning to consider very carefully ' o0
any future expansion for these parhs.v Perhaps these parks, : -
‘Lockston.Patﬂt Frenchman's, Cove, W;ndmill(Bight, Indian Rilver,

Mary March, Crabbes River and Otter‘Bay, could be better
utilizedﬂasistrictly'day-use parks or maybe it wonld be better _

to close them altogether (Fiqg. 3 -4).

! I
7

If wa were to look at the statistics for the total number
~of campers using the.twenty-five.selected parks, it can be

seen that the total for each park ranges from aoproximately
600 at otter Bay to about 64,500 at Barachois Pond (Fig. 3-5). ¢
. Also,.it can be seen that‘the oarks can beiroughly divided
. again‘into rour groups. These are parks with 55,000 campers
or more, which include Butter Pot, Catamaran Brook, Barachois
Pond and Squires Memorial. Parksvthat have had between
40,000 and 4%,000 campers are'Gushue's Pond, ﬁotre pame and |
J. T. Cheeseman. ' The third group are -those parks which have -
" had between- approximately 5,000 and 28 000 campers up to 1970
: and these. are Bellevue Beach, La Manche, Windmill Bight, Indian
River, Jonathan s Pond, Middle Brook Falls, Sop's ' Arm River,
Grand Codroy, Crabbes Riber, Piccadilly Head River of Ponds,
:and Beqthuck.l The final group is composed of»those parks Whichi1.
have hadlless than 3,000 campers.,'These~are Frenchmanfs Cove,

)
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Percentage of Campers to Total Visitors in Selected Newfoundland

. 'Camping Parks:
178 - 208 S 128 - 148
River of Ponds@?" -19.92% .. 'Squires Me(moriél 14.07%
‘Barachois Pond 18,09% - Butter Pot o '12.‘553
. Sop's Arm River ©17.92% " La Manche 12.44%
* Jenathan's Pond 17.27% - . Gushue's Pond . = ' 12.10%
‘5% - 208 . - ' T ° 3% -5
Flatwater .- 9,80% P Crabbe's River . 4..88% )
Middle Brook 8.21% "~ Indian Iiiv,ér ‘ _  4.70%
Piccadilly Head 7.96% " Otter Bay - - 4.53%
‘Catamaran Brook 7.68% - ' Mary March = 4,20%
Beothuck .. 7,308  °  Windmill Bight ..  3.80%
Dildo Run - . 6.53% . ' Lockston Path "3.69%
" Notre Dame B . 6.38% 3 'Ffenctnn‘qn's Cove- 2.805
J.T. Cheeseman - .5‘.72% .
" Grand. Codroy, " 5.36% o '
Be'llevﬁe Beach - * 5.19% o s P
o . Q/
. ’ A ‘. Fig. 3-4 . .
. . . N - .. _J . : ,’-‘ . I‘ R
P} , . ;_:I"‘ , ' * )_:_',,l.. ,:—1 \'( ‘ N
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Total 'Nu"rn,ber.of’;,_C_ampers (to 1970) .
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Lockston Path, Dildo Riyer, Flatwater Pond, Mary March, and
otter’ Bay (Fig. 3-6). - It should be noted that four ch the
parks in this .1'ast group, Frenchm_an s Cove, ~Lockston Path,

Mary March and Otter Bay were included in the ';fringe parks"”

<

group previaously mentioned, that is, “those :parks which out

. ) R . ’ *
of the total number of visitors only had 3% to 5% campers.

" Por the purposes of this study, the data to be -examined
has ,' wh‘ere'possible‘, been broken into vari?u:s catagories by .
origi.n. The three main groupings according’ “'too erigih_ arel
Newfoundlanders, other Canadians and Americans. Thie was: ' . L
done to determine if there were variations m any of the
soc\if-‘economic patterns by campers from these three areas.
From data gathered by the Newfoundland Provincial Park§/

Service over the yeprs, it' was possible to determine the
’ &

proportion of cars visiting the pa'rk.s selected for-this study

. [+] ..
from the aforementioned origins. From Figure 3-7, it can be.

seen that the greatest proportion_of all visitors to the selected

. provincial parks is. composed of Newfoundlanders and this, holds'

true throughout' the entire parks syst’em. In 1970, of a total

of 247 395 cars that vxsmted the twenty-five parks studied
¥

. 224,171 or 90. 6% were from Newfoundland: - Other Canadlan S )

provxnces accounted for 13, 682 or 5. 5%, while cars with

‘.Amern.can license plates number 9,051, or 3 8%. : When the 1970

: figures are- compared tq the average for the years 1960 =71, it

—

1

. a par

~* Note: Thel number ‘of campere is-computated in thé foiloWing e S

manner. - A camper is taken .to be one person spending one.night
in a iark. For’ example, three persons passing two ‘nights in
are ‘counted as six campers.



©  Total Camper Visits
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to Selected Provincia Parks to 1970:

L3

s -

55,000 Campers Plus

' -Buttér Pot -

Catamaran Brook .

Squires Memorial

‘Barachois Pond

‘

5,000~ 28,000 Campers

" Bellevue Beach

La Manche ‘
Windmill Bighé N
Indian .River ._
Jqﬁathan's Pond .
Miadi;e: Brook f;alls

S'op's Arm River

: Grénd Codroy

. Crabbe's Hiver

Piccadilly He‘ad '

' R'.iiger of Ponds

Beothuck .

40,000 - 45,000 Campers

Gush‘uesy Pénd
Notre. Dame

J.T. Cheeseman 4

-

Less. than 3;060 campers
Frenchman's Cove
Lockston Path

Flatwater Pond '

Dildo Run

Mary March

_ Otter Bay
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* Origins of Cars in
Parks Used For Study -

’

TOTAL .1960-1971

T

Nfid.
228,171

B

——;y.—‘Other Canadian
13,682

U.S.A.

L 9,501
o'\-Oti\er

41

 TOTAL-247,398

Ovigiv{j_bf Cars Visiting Provinciil.Parks

Nfid.
1,468,183

—0ther Canadian
.81,082
u.s Aa. "

54,538

'..\fo'thor

13,138

S TOTAL=-1,616941
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» .1s apparent that the 1970 fig@ires are very close to the

average. From this, it can be inferred that the proportion
Lt . , . : . . ) - . . . . ) 9_
of visitors from the various origins has. remained fairly '

constant.” The past e:ight or ten years have seen a small
but steady increase in the number of out-of—province visitors

" to the provmcial parks, but it 'is most likely’ that the y
\
res:l.dents of Newfoundland will still comprise the largest .

r

number of visitors to the park_s for many ye'ars' to come.

|
o 1

Point of ‘Origin

\ The origins of the Campers sampled in the survey will
'now be examined. In the survey, 143 American parties replied
'to the question concerning the point of origin of the trip. :
Figure 3-8 shows the breakdown of replies in graphic form. -
Five ° states, New York, Massachusett\s, Connecticut, Pennsylvania,l
‘and Ohio prov1ded most of the visitors-'in this. segment of the
sample. These states represented 58% of the ‘American sample
" and are all located in the north eastern sector of the U.S. A
(Figure 3-9). This figure also shows that with the exception
-of Washington, Oregoq, North Dakota, Texas, and Florida, the ’-

- 'points of origin in the remainder _of the American sample are
all located in the eastern quarter of éhe United States._
The most frequently v’isited parks by the American campers .
1n the sample are located on the“west coast of the province. M
J. T. Cheeseman was the most frequented probably gbecause it

is the first camping park one comes to on the Trans-Canada

Highway after leaving the ﬁerry at Port-aux-Basques. ,Camper’s

<.
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At FTee
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‘New York . . 31 ~

A

Massachusetts - - - .. L 200

,Céhpéctic,’ut ., ~  w V13

Ohio . . . ‘ . \ 10

"Pe,nhsylvér\i'va S ';]_o

Michigan .. . . - . B :
Maine - .o

6
New Jer_séy‘ . L '_ o R 6
Illinois 3 - " N L - .4

‘ 4

Maryland - - e o
¥ 4 . “; '- R o ) : * [N >

.New Hampshire . * - - . .4

s L . Ja . ¢

Missouri ; oL I 3
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W [ I
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L
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Iowa
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~>

Rhode Island - ’ '

Washington R
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would also tend to stay -here overnight if-they were catching

'lthe‘ferry'the next:morning.. The next most used park by the

American saﬁple wasiRiver of ‘Ponds. ,The'probable main reason:

- ffor'this-park's use is as a base, from nhich to travei to

-

.

‘which to tour the west ooast regio

L'Anse aux Meadows to see the Viking site 1ocated there. Barachois

- Pond - Park was the next most frequented park by campers from the

L

United States and it.prohably.served them well as a base from
| n,gl the Province. Notre
Dame ParP's most obv1ous attractlon to visitors from the U.S.A.
is its location, in the centre of the TranS*Canada route about
3

a. day 8 drive from Port-aux-Basques or St John s. Both Squ1res'

‘Memorial and ia Manche were the parks most used by the Americans

' surveyed:— Squires Memorial would be attractive as a base for

B .
whlch to tour the Humbér region, 'as-a salmon riVer, and as a

stopover p01nt to and from River of Ponds Park. LarManche was

probably used by these v151tors beoause of the.difficulty of

'Obtaining'a camp site at Butter Pot-Parkf which'is'usualiy.

_filléd‘bg capaoity by reéidents of the -St. John's region.

,Thexorigin of campers from other Canadian proﬁinces

"included in{thé'sanpleiare:shown in Figure 3-10 In reﬁly -

; to th ‘inquiry on the questionnaire concerning point of origin,

there were 153 answers from Canadian parties from other provinces.

It can be seen from Figure 3 10 that there were replies from

all provinces of C

ada e cept Saskatchewan and the Northwest /-

Nova Scotia, Que c. and New,Brunswick accounted\for 93%‘of ‘the

total,'with Ontario having 502 and Nova:Scdtia'ZG%, thereby:far '

~4;-'--. . - : "_ - .

3 - - - {

»
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. to the questionnaire

. province visitors.

- 56 -

t

outstripping the other provinces (Figure 3-11) . Many of "the

Ontario campers have friends and relatives liv%ng in '. S

Newfoundland and this is one of the main reasons for their -

camping.: Nova Scotia is the closest province. of.Canada to

‘Newfoundland so.one would expect many out-of-province

]

campers to be from this prov1nce.

[P

The most frequented park by Canadian campers in the’

sample was J T. Qheeseman, next came Barachois Pond, and in

third place was Notre Dame. . If we exclude River of Ponds from

the 11st of parks most frequented/by the Americans who replied

see that the aforementioned three .,

. parks were the most frequently used by both Americans and

out-of-province Canadians who replied to the survey. _
The actual number of non-local cars visiting the selected
parks in 1970 is shown: in Fiqure 3-12 It should be noted

that this shows the cars ‘that. visited the parks but not the

reason for doing so. Doubtless, many of them wvere not campers"'

but just day-use visitors. It can be seen from this graph

-
.

that Notre Dame, Squires Memorial and J. T Cheeseman are in

)
;the top seven parks that registered non-re51dent car ‘visits
‘in 1970,_'Thus it wouldfseem logical that any plans for the

- future improvement or expansion of these thtee'parks especially

-

"should.také into'consideration the anticipated needs'oﬁ out-of-

In the survey- taken for'the purposes of this thesis, it

'was found that- local or Newfoundland*campers had points of

.‘origin in almost every region of the Province (Figure 3~ 13)

4 P S
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- .point of origin, vis1ting Bellevue Beach numbered fourteen. ‘

L -60- . e : !
-.Those camplrs.from the.urbanfareas'ofithe Province accounted
for.70.2% of the park visits by Newfoundlanders'in'the sample- |
”of 766 replies to the question concerning point‘of origin on .
the sample questionnaire St. John s was the leader with 301
or 38 8% of the total, followed by Corner Brook and Gander
-and'Grand Falls (Figure 3414). The following series of maps

' will show the distribution of these parties in the parks usedj./
- for this study v :
| of the questionnaire réceived in the sample from |
Newfoundland, those giving some community in Newfoundland as'.
thelr point of origin, 759 answered the question concerning
' the*parks visited on this particular trip. (The replies
: dealing”withlseries of maps will he hased on.the number .
'replying for a particular park out of this sample of 759
'replies ) The first park to be examined will be Bellevue
:Beach (Figure 3=15). As can be readily seen, most of the
' fifty-seven parties who stated they v1srted this. park lived

- within a radius of fifty miles from the park, and the majority
;(38) came from St John S. Communities in the Conception Bay
--area had the next largest number and there was a scattering of -
'joﬁher visitors from several other places in the province, The

number of parties, having other provinces of Canada as their

4 oo

(This number of Canadian parties is taken from a sample of 154)
-'American camping parties numbered two. - (The quantity of American‘

parties is taken.from a sample of 143.) . Ly

. . . : . [
\ . R
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. O .
. . . v
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. Eighty-one parties of the total Newfoundland sample PR

visited Butter Pot Park and again most of themfcame from

-

. Newfoundland parties with all but six coming from within a -

'stated they camped at 1.a Manche park. . . .

within a fifty mile radius and of these the ma]ority (47)

listed St. John s as the point of origin._ There were also

six mainland Canadian parties ‘and two American groups |
VlSltlng thlS park. Lockston Path Prov ncial- Park, which is‘
"one of. the province s least used parks, had four Newfoundland
parties campingpthere and no Canadian or-hmerican groups, Ofi.-'

the local parties sampled st

there, three _came from&/,»

"BonaVista (within 50 miles) and the other from Gander (Figure 3-16).

Gushue s Pond park accounted 1fty-nine vigits from

4

o 1

radius of fifty miles and the majority from St. John S (Figure :

3”l7). From the samples taken, no Canadian groups and only one

kAmerican group_stayed-at the’ park. La Manche Valley Park tells' , o

_“much ‘the same story as Gushue's Pond. All But. One of ‘the .

E

‘_Sixteen Newfoundland parties were from St. John s, which eaSily:'

falls Within the fifty mile radius of La Manche. There were

also 51x ‘Canadian groups and nine American groups sampled which

'
. v

Figure 3- 18 deals with Beothuck and Frenchman 8 Cove parks.i
Forty-nine Newfoundland campers in the sample stated they visited
this park, while ‘six Canadians‘and three U. S.:groups stayed here
as'Well.' It can be readily seen that Beothuck drew campers
prov1nce w1de.- This fact would appear to emphasize the hypothesis
that Beothuck park is used as.one of the mid-way bases hy

e . . : . ' e s .
’ . - N N . B \
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vacatloners travelllng around the island. Frenchman?s Cove -

»

. _ _camping partles in the sample numbered only seven, five of
Newfoundland orlgln and oné each American' and Canadian.

This park is well off the maln thoroughfares and, as could

be expected,.ls 1nfrequent1y-used compared to most other. ’

Lo parks in the system.
Co T e ‘The distribution of Newfoundland campers surveyed who
r ' i \ \
T stayed at Notre Dame and Otter Bay . parks is shown in Figure 3—19.

There were 51xty-one local camplng partles Whlch stayed here

v
~

as well as elghteen Canadlan and- eleven Amerlcana ‘Phose residlng /
v

= in* St. ‘John's were in- the majorlty, but,another twenty partles

came from'within a fifty-mile radius of‘the paskx As well, this.
l;)/ﬁ' . w
- park serves as a mid- day point along the Trans—Canada nlghway,

which may help to account for the distrlbutlon of points of
orlgln for other Newfoundland campers. It has been stated already

that Otter Bay park 1s 1nfrequently used and Flgure 3 19 tends
r r N l

to demonstrate thls. As can- be seen, only two" iocal camplng ~
. partles sampled stated they stayed at Otter Bay and only one T s

-.Amerlcan p%rty did 11kew1se. Agaln, At should bhe emphas1zed
@

that the probable reason fqr the little -use of this park is its

>
i

: - . L, ' . .
. relatlve 1naccessab1ﬁ§ty‘ . : L
M - . M ) ‘ . . ., PR )

Flgur”’3 20.V1V1d1y demonstrates the differences 1n the . A

use-of a park: which is readlly accessrble and one whlch is not.

Catamaran Brook and Mary March prov1nc1al parYs are approxlmately
. ‘ |
o ) forty mlles apart by road but Catamara\\BrooP 13 1ocated on the o

' %rans-Canada Highway, whereas Mary Marcgals 1ocated on a dead-end

I
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secondary road. Of the campers sampled, oneohundred 1isted

Catamaran Brook as a park they visited and almost half of

them came from withln a fifty—mlle radius of the park while
Ttwenty—four groups listed St John's. as the point of origin
for the trip.' There were also six Canadian and four American
camplng groups sampled who stated they also stayed here. = The
popularlty of thlS park is due, to a large measure, to- the.
fact that it is centrally located in the prov1nce and picks

LN
up holiday traffic;going Doth east,and west. Mary March Park

is among theileast'frequently used for campfngpof the:Newauhdé '

iand.Provincialt?arks. Only one Nveoundland'group,and one B
‘Amerlcan group stated theyvstayed -at. this park The main use_
.for this -park wOuld appear to be a day—use facility for the )
'¥re51dents of the. town of Buchans located nearby. - _ . :

" of - the Newfoundland campers surveyed thirteen stated
they v1Sited Flatwater Pond Park overnight (Figure "3~ 21L
There were ‘also one’ Amerlcan and two Canadian parties which

,'_'stayed there as well ‘ This park is s:.tuated wel% off the

"Trans Canada ﬁighway, so the resnlts of the sample as they

apply to this park were not unexpected _ Jonathan s Pond Park'

.“ [

:'was used by twenty three'Newfoundland groups sampled eleven

‘of Whlch came from the town - of Gander, satuated\a short distance‘

’

- away. Four .Canadian, and-’ three American parties sampled used

4

",this ‘park as well. It wbuld appear that Jonathan s Pond is used

m\ I

‘by the residents of Gander as a camplng park as well as ‘a day—-
s. O s . N .
use park . a . = - P . [ RV o L :‘ Co . . ’

3
1o
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".. Figure 3-22 'shows the origins off‘tr?e}i.Newfoundlan.d' sample '

for Indian River and Middle Brook Provincial Parks. _As can’
[ be readily seen, neither park attracted many Newfoundland :
camping parties from Wlthln a fifty-mile. radius. Most of the
total of nineteen parties who replied that they stayed at
Middle Brook came from St. John' Sy while the thirteen of those
listed for Indian River had their points of origin scattered ‘
¢ - throughout'the'Province. Also, one Canadian and two American
,\_' parties stayed at Indian River, while four American and ten
Canadian groups stayed at Middle Brook.: The probhable reason E

.; ' for the larger number staying at Middle Brook.isiits locatibn

very close to the Trans Canada Highway.

The origin of Newfoundland campers sampled using windmill

4

Bight and Dildo Run Parks is shown in Figure 3 -23." “Dildo Run

o located well off the major highways had seven of the Newfoundland ”

o . parties sampled staying there, as well as three parties from -

v

&
Canada “and three from -the United States. Windmill Bight- is also

located fairly distant from the Trans Canada Highway, but forty—

. one Newfoundland camH;ng parties stayed there. Howeyer, one of
\ T

rthe few large sandy beaches in the prov1nce is located near this

') »

v j . park, SO it would appear that this attraction cancels out the
‘ inconvenience of travel in the minds of .the campers. . Two

Canadian parties and no, American groups sampled stayed at this

13

- . -
‘ . - 4

. o ] . | .
a park T

;”'., N gﬁiu Those Newfoundland camping parties using‘Grand Cddrdy Park
"numbered nineteen, the ma]ority of these coming from within a
. . L, , “ e AT
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fifty-mile radius of the park (Figure 3-24): As well there

. . . ) ¢ |
were three Canadian and five American parties’ sampled which ,
used this park. The facilities'for overnight camping in )

}-‘ ‘
thlS park are among the least numerous in the whole system,
)

walthough 1t is occupied fairly regularly as a day-use park

Sop s Arm River Park had 91x Newfoundland parties out ‘of the

3

total sample staying overnight ‘as well as one American party

".but no campers sampled from other Canadian’ provinces v131ted T

"it. ThiS»park serves.as another example of _the restricted

use received by most parks that'are not located. on or near
«ri

- the Trans Canada nghway or near a major concentration of
pOpulation. HOWever, the percentage of copies to total v151tors
is relatively high 1n this park. A '

Piccadilly Head is-a provincial park whose mainAfunctidn‘

“ 1

appears to be that of serving the population in the 1mmediate

AN

vacinity (Figure 3 25) Of the eleven Newfoundland parties in

ce the survey Wthh stated they v1sited this park, nine listed -

their place of residence as being within a" fifty-mile radius

) of thlS park, and f1ve of these. nine lived in Stephenville. .

There ‘were also three mainland Canadian parties sampled who '

stated they Stayed at this- park but none,from the United

L $

States. However‘[hmericans‘were much ore in ev1dence at o

\

_River of Ponds Park, ‘even more so ‘than. NewfoundIhnd parties
sampled of the ‘total’ number of parties sampled that statedp ,

they v1s:ted this park, twenty-foun resided in Newfoundland,
f ‘ \
nine were from other Canadian provinces, and twenty-91x were-

. f ) . :
‘. . . [

. . ,e R : -
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B ‘There were_ also .five Canadian'and Hfive' =An,1er'ican groups |

M

o Canada, 1ts attractions are such that the park's drawmg power “ ..{"

Ve

Ponds.

_‘I‘he' former had eleven groups or 1l.4% of the total sampled. '

, flow:.ng through 1t Although it 'is not located on the Trans-

’

‘from the United States. This park is the clos'est to the
Viking s:.te at’ L'Anse au Meadows and one of the few areas in
.the region that has facilities for overnight camping | A
proposed park to be built closer to the site should see as

much, if no'c more, use of its facilities as does River of

s é

Figure 3-26 shows the origin’ of Newfoundland parties

sampled who visited Crabbes River and Squires Memq;frialf'BarKs'.'»

N

sampled who visited ‘this park as well. Of the Newfoundland

r ¢

parties, three \were from Stephenville (w1thin a fifty-mile

~

radius) and three were from St John s, the other origin, being

5cattered throughout the island. Although it is located on

K3

the Trans-—Canada Highway, Crabbes River is one of the smaller

' u

parks in the system and is used mainly as a day-use facility.
Of the forty replies received from Newfoundland camping parties
saying they stayed at, Squires Memorial Park, séven stated

thei;r point of origin as St. John's and seven as Corner Brook..

s

sixteen of those replying, including the Corner Brook groups,

»

came from within a fifty-mile radius of the park. sir Richard

Squires Memorial Park is one of the larg'est provinc:.al par)v:Sn _:’

- ‘s

in Newfoundland a,nd has an excellent salmon river, the Humber, .

¥ J.S considerable, it being one of the most fréguently used parks o ,i'_'.

'each year., e o PR
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The last diagram in- thls serles Figure 3~ 27, shows the o

Id
g

: .origln of Newfoundland campers: sampled who stated they stayed
‘at J. T. Cheeseman and Baracho:rs Pond Parks. Of the fifteen
Newfoundland parties sampled replylng they stayed at Cheeseman,

five were from st. John's, two from Corner Brook and five,

Y

were from. Channel/Port- ux—Basques. Twenty- fiVe Canadian, and b

twenty-eight American parties sampled also sta,yed at this park .

v

-This park, a;though not’ very 1arge, serves a tWO—fold ﬁunctlon. 4

It is ‘used by the r‘?SldentS Of the area, mainly Channel/Port-. TN

[} »

aux—Basques, ‘as a day usé faclllty and it _also serves as a

. stopover,poz.nt for Newfoundlanders .leaving the province,and
outs‘lde tOU-I‘lStS commg" “here. These c'ampers fr‘equentlyfstc;p-

¢

here. because th:.s park ‘I's the closést to the ferry termlnal

r [ N '

'at Port aux—Basques. Barachols Pond Prov:l.ncial Park ;.s one

.on

- Gof the most popular camp:l.ng parks in the province.' Of the

0

Newfoundland partles sampled, eighty-two stayed at Barach01s L _'. -

Pond Of these, th:Lrty ~two were - from Corner Brook, thirteen ** ' .

from St. John s, six from Stephenv:.lle, and five from 'Port-“ o
aux-—Basques.* Forty-four partles or_ 54% came from within a o A
s . flfty—mlle radius of thJ.s park. 'Thererwere 'als'o nineteen'- . : 3
| CanadJ.an and twenty Unlted States camp‘ing part:.es samgled . B

P

who statevd) _they stayed he're.’ ' Tl‘his p_arl(,_._the largest in ‘the N
lqewfoundla.nd .system; is ‘lo.c’ated" near the Trans—canaoda Il‘ighwa'y',' , L
. :th'us 'ea‘sily accéssdhle_;, Also, J.Jt ha‘s excelleﬂtoscenic quallt:.es l 1_.‘5
£ and good campinp f'aCllltleS. It ;:ould be classed as the ) :_'

. "\ l .
reg10na1 park for the‘\ west coast area of the prov1nce. Howeyer, : "
j

N 0l

s/ ©

it is frequently, sub ct to over-use and subsequent misuse.‘.;‘ P |

. #
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of the various parks for camping.

Size of Party .

- 82 -

i

Care has to be taken to see that this park is not used to

- the point where its ecology is destroyed and thereby

preventing Barachois Pond park from always remaining,as
attractive as it is now. L -
The number_of Nveoundland camping parties sampled,and

the parks at which they stayed is shown‘in Figure‘3—28;“The

"first ten most visited parks accounted fom 594 parties of 78.3%

of the total Newfoundland sample{ Figure 3-30, Sik of these

parks are located very near the Trans-Carada Highway,'and the

.:other four, Belleyue Beach, Windmill Bight, Squires Memorial

and River of Ponds have outstanding attractions in comparison

7

to the other parks in the system. Seven of the ¥irst ten

parks (Figure 3-29), Catamaran, Barachois, Butter Pot, Notre

- Damg, "Gushue's Pond, Bellevue Beach and Squires Memorial, are

- o

aIso among the first ten parks in total number of campers up .
to and including 1970 as shown by Figure 3-5. Therefore, this.

wouldiseem to shou that tHe,repiies.to the sample taken |
agree‘reasonably well with the statisticS'gathered by thez

Newfoundland Provincial Parks Service concerning. the popularity:

* L}
The'average size of a camping party in the sample aérees
quite closely with that figure used by the Newfoundland

Provincial Parks Service and the National and Historic Parks

3

- Branch of the Federal Department of Indian Affairs and Northern»'fl

‘_Development. These agencies use a'multiplier of four when
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Park _,Visits' By

Newfoundiand Sample
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'DISTRIBUTION OF NEWFOUNDLAND CAMPING PARTIES BY PARK = . .

: v
’ , ) No. of  Parties . ‘
‘2355\ ' P ' %n Sample - \"PeF‘Cent>’ ‘
1. catamaran lu\lbo 13,20 )
2. Bafachois R : P 10.80 .
3. Butter Pot 8l 10.70
4. - Notre Dame - 61" 8.30
5. Gyshde's Pond- " 59 7.70
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21, -
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Squires
River of Ponds

Jonathan's Pond

_Middle,Broo§\

Grand Codroy, .. .
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Chegseman
Indian River
Flatwater Pond
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. Crabbs River
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" Sop's Arm River .

Frenchman's Cove
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"'Mary: March
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coneidering the number of persons per.party'yiaiting their'

o parks. In the sample taken for this thesis, the average o,

number of people per camping party was 4 021 (Figure 3~ 30)

.If based on the origin of the party, the average size was.

;4 28 people per Newfoundland group, 3.28 per Can\\ian and

R

3. 4§ persons per American party. There appears to bhe a'
relationship in this sample between the partybsize and the
p01nt of origin, but how strong the correlation was could not
be determined. It can be said however, that party size of '
, q;mpers from the more distantnpoints_of.6rigin, i.e. mainland

Canada and the United States, were on the average'slightly

. , | | _
smaller than those of Newfoundland. ' ' . -

Age

" A.cross tabulation was made between the’age'of.thenhead !
of the party and the number of parties. The total number of

_replies of this question concerning the head of the party

. was 1077, of which 744 were of Newfoundland origin, 155 of °

mainlﬁnd Canadian and 148 American. The largest number of

. parties were concentrated 'in those groups where the age of the
head,of t%e party was between 20 and. 50 years with' the peak‘
between 25 and 40 years. (Figures 3-31 and 3-32 shéw the
relationship in.graphic form.) There is a_eteady rise in'the.»

A

number of parties according to age towards the peak and after

aée.so there ie.an-overall decline.in'the'number'of parties;
The average age of the head of the parties sampled was 38‘7‘

years. Pccording to origin, ‘the average ages were' Newfoundland -'lﬂ

37 8 years' Mainland Canada 4 37.2 years, United States - 44 6
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L S o . ;NumBer in Party by Origin )

L Nfld. ' 2 Canada . United States | . Total .
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years; Broken down. by origin, thoserof Newfoundland origin

S L . :
follow .the ovérall pattern, but it would appear that neither

.. the Canadlan or Amerlcan sample was really large enough to

be able. to make any conclus1ve statements.
With regard to the age of the oldest female in the party,
approximately the~same 31tuation exists. The largest numbers

are -contained in the 20 50 year old bracket with the great?st

concentrat10n 1n the 25 40 year old groupSJ. The overall average
" - age of the oldest Eemale per party sample_was 36.3 years. By
origin, the averaée ages were: ,Newfoundland‘35;6_years}-Mainland

. Canada - 34.9 years; United States - 42.9_years. The peaks &‘

-showing the’female age by number of parties follows ahead of

thpse.showing male age, which would seem iogical since wives

" are nsually‘a fe& years younger than their husbands.

In the 1104 parties in the sample, there were 2035

children in the f 1owing age groups.} 0 -5 years old 530

6—10 years old, 682, 11-20 years old, 823 -This is an average'

of 1. 84 children per party.
Thus far, the following statements can be made concerning
the characteristrcs{pf camping parties-sampled in the survey

used for- this thesis: ) . .

(a) The average size of the:party is 4 persons.'

(b) The age of the parents is for the.most part
between 25-40 years old, with the average age

of. the head of the party 38.7 years and ‘his -

wife's average age being 36. 3 years.

’(c) -Each family has - an average of two children.

a
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The educational characteristics of those sampled will .
p }

now be considered. In the camping gqoups sampled, 1063 male

heads of party replied to the queséio concerning educational
attainment. "of these 764 were from Newfoundland, 152 were main-
land Canadians, and. 147 were Awericans. ‘The majofity of

Newfoundlanders completed high school only (40. 57%). Most of

the Canadians had completed university (27 63%), while the

“largest group of Americans classified by educational attainment

were post-graduates (37.41%), (Figure 3-33). This sample also
showed that approximately 78% of the Americans, 74%-of the g ff
Canadians and 32%iof the Newfoundlanders had at least some ’
univer91ty education. The number of Néwfoundlanders who  were
university graduates and post-graduates declined in comparison
with those mho had some university, while the Situation for
Canadians and Americans in the sample showed an increase of
university graduates and . post-graduates over those'with.gizzl
some u%iversity...%hus,'it would'appear.from.the sample that o

there is a direct relationship between place of origin and

" the quality of education.

The number of replies concerning educational attainment

"of the oldest female (wife) in the party was 1063, of which

'764'were,from Newfoundland, 152 from other Canadians and 147

from Americans.(Figure'3—34) Again Newfoundland women.led
the other two groups in completion of high school as the

furthest they had advanced in their education (47.35%) ..

\_r’_J

. The largest group by educational attainment for both Tainland

“he R ,!‘
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Percentage Distribution of 'Educational Attainment
in Sample by_Origin . .
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: university education was appro,ximately Ath

Income o . o v

. attainment and income and this situation held true for the

. Americans, for & totcjxl of 973 replies.' It can be sﬁen that R y

'.family income was above $10 OOO. In the mainland Canadian

."-sample, the lavgest percentage Were those in thew$ 0, 000\- ST

S : . v
. ' L4 .
T SRR
' ’ ’ ’ ! MR 2

Canadians and Americans sampled was universxty graduation

(34. 02% and 35 71% respectively) The, sample also showed that

approximately 23% of- the. Newfoundland

'ma]es, 62% of the.&

Canadian and 71% of the American had had at least some R :
l T
bsamg for all three

w,,.'

- a

groups but the proportion of other Canadian and American v

o2 " r ,' 7
women who were univers:.ty graduates and post~graduates was‘nuch

higher than Newfoundland females. - 0 e ' .' '

° . -
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There is usually a gorrelation between educational - )
sample taken for this thesis. —\Figure 3-35 is ‘shown the

income distribution by percentage of the sample for each L -'

Gons

ar

Canada and the United States. In reply to the question TN
concerning annual family income, there were 681. replies fz‘am

'a AN

those - of. Newfouhdland origin, 147 from Canad}ians and 145 from

ol

4'.;}'the majority of Ne%vfoundland campi_ng parties had an annual ,, "

family incoms téiow}“’ﬁlo 000.and most of these were in the - ° S 4:1
$7, 000 - $9,899 range (3;%), follovved by those in the $‘10 000 - \
'$14,999, -category (29%) . ‘_ Sixty-two percent of those groups '
‘sampled from Newfoundland had an annual family income of less_f"v", 1

.than $10 000, while for thirty-two percent of the sample, the‘ o

0o




e T : S .
‘ - o . - - 04 - o . .
g‘ - e v ..3‘:4_’, o ‘1d ‘ N | )
. Percentage Distribution of Income in Sample.by Origin

1 .

G I .

- GANADA . . . . . UNITED STATES .
<

. il ki il
o | ﬂ”“%ﬁ
| Il
' "H. !‘, il

. ’ }':, l‘l"

Y

-,
. -
.
—_— oL .
= o ’
. T, P

‘ ‘ s " t.o- "'“.".). | ' V/III 'u’-“nb -"9."‘9 .

' 1
. ~ a - .. . . . . N .
. R R 3,000 ~ 54,999 . Hmmm 810,000 - 524,999 e st
. P LN . 3 . B . K - ) ) ) B
B N L 7 - . y 0 R ) ) ‘ ) . : o
- . L . - —— ) . o . l
\ . o, E 13,000 - 66,990 . R 915,000 - §i9,999 . . o " o
. ) ~ ’ ’ 'e 9 ¢ T N - . *
. ’ B . : m 120,000 plus Woe v [ , i )
0 . . . " i - . . ! ' - .
Ve . . Y n g "3 \' o [~ T s . R . E
Ry . e coo DA - i ‘ '
" : [ 1 Y . v . _
' . i : S - Fig.. 3-35
. Ve R . . ' . ,
| : ' - -
. 5 ’ .
: e A
o '
;



- 95¢-

$14,999 category (28%), followed by those in the $7,000 -

$9,999 ‘income groups (27%). The percentage of those whose

yearl} family income was below $10,000 was 37% and those aboqe_
_$10,600 was 655; In the sample taken for those parties whose
point of origin was the United States,'the largest peroentage
again'fell into the $10, 000 :J§14,999 income of less than $10,006
and 81% were over $10,000 (Figue 3-36). The average overall

<

d family incomes were-' Newfoundland - $9 011, mainland Canadians_-

$12, 577, Americans - $15 999.1

E . i

Thus, it can' be seen that'there_is a direct correlation

between educational attaipment and income in this sample of
* camping parties. The higher one's educationm attainment, the
;higher one's income in most cases. This is shown'quite clearly

, in'Figure 3L37 Of these Newfoundland parties sampled, 68%

f f of 'the head (male) of party had no university education and 32%
; ‘fhad at least $ome. In 62% of this sample, the family income (
éiﬂ was below $10,000 annqally and for 38% it was over $10,000 per
iy . year. - ' ’ . ~ - "I)

The mainland Canadian sample showed 36% with no university'
land 37% with incomes below $10,000 annually and 64% with some
univer51ty(edscation and 63% with an-;nnual family income of
over $10,000. For ‘American campers sampled, the percentages '
were 22% with no university and 19% with incomes‘below,slo,obo
yearly and 78% with at least some university and 81% with'annual

- ineomes above $10,000. It might also be added~that not only .

v does there appear to ‘exist a direct correlation between that

o in~ this sample, ‘the Americans, as a group, were better educated
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' o ' o - . $9999 or.less’ $10,000 or more
- ) . .‘ i / ““~ 3 o . ;‘ . ' .
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COMPARISON OF EDUCATION OF HEAD OF PARTY AND INCOME
. $ - ) i .

» ' i .pi}-
' * Male Education f‘amily- Income
. —+_ No, Univ. Some Univ. $9999 or less $10,000 ‘or more..
o Nfld. 68% 328, 62% . . "38% ,\

Canada 36% ~ 547 , 37% 63%

" U.S:A. 22% 78% ; 19% 81%

. Total 579 43% 52% dsg
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and had higher ihcomes than did?Canadians who in turn were

better educated and had higher'incqmes‘than did Newfoundlanders.

Reason for Visits. %f ' ff;”

Another question on the survey concerned the reason_forl
L the camping trip. Ten choices were given and those'replying
were ask%9 to state the reason for the trip in order of
",importance. Those‘replying gave anywhere from one to five
‘ansyers to this‘question. lhe choices given werer, cahping,
éicnicking; swimming,'hoating, fishing, hiking, photography,
.viewing scenery, nature study,’;nd other, For analytical
purposes,)the*replies were broken down by boint of origin.
The most'frequently given reason from this-camping sample.for
the trips to the parks was naturally camping.

' There were i099 replles to this question and of these
186_were.from Newfoundland parties, 159 were from Canadian '
parties, and 154.from those from the United States. Of
these, .86. 5% of the Newfoundland groups said camping was the
most important reason, 92.5% of the Canadian parties stated
this fact, and 79.2% of the American groups (Flgure 3~ 38)
One thousand and twenty-three replies were received concerning
the second most important reason for visiting the parks'and
of theée 732 were from Newfoundland, 145 were from'the mainland
Canada, and 146 were from the United States. ' I

‘ 0f those from Newfoundland ‘41.5% stated that swimming

LA

f.was the second most important reason, for the trip.f Of those




REASONS FOR TRIP TO. PARKS (in-Rank Order)

e |

oy l§y Peréentage of Sample

-1st Reason o1 2 3.] 4 5. 6 71 8 9 10
Nfld. 86.5 1.4 2.7 .6 3.9 , .1l .1 2.4] .1 | 2.0
Canada 92.5| .6l 0| o 6l of .o| 4.4 o | 1.9

v.s.a | 79.2] o .6/.0f 4.5/ .6 o 5.8 .6 | 8.4

21';d, Reason J1 2] 3.] 4 5| 6 7 8 9, 10 _‘
NEld. | ] 7.9|22.4|41.5| 4.4 T0.4| 1.4] 1.9 7.8 1.2 | 1.1
canad#. | 4.1]35.2(19.3] 1.4]- 9.7 1.4] Z.6[17.9] 2.1 i.4
U. S. A. 6.8(17.1[11.6[. 3.4/ 13.7| . 3.4] 8.9|30.1| 452 .7

3rd Reason | 1| 2| 3| 4| 5| 6| 7| 8] 9 |10 >

NEld. © 2.0[13.7(26.1| 7.4|14.7| 7.0| 5.8[18.2| 2.9 | 2.1
canada © - |- 0| 5.6|27:8| 1.6 7.1| 4.0{13.5|31.8| 7.1 | 1.6
‘U. 5. A. | 5.4] 3.8|11.5 5.4|20.8| 6.2|23.1|26.2| 6.2 | 1.5 |
sthmeason | . 1| 2|'3| 4| s sl 7] 8] 9 110
wexd. | .s|11.8|10.7|10.0)15.2|13.9]11.5[17.3| 3.7 | 5.2
. Canada | 0 | 6.3] 7.8| 3.110.9|- 9.4|25.0{15.6{14.1 | 7.8
uosea | 3.5]9.3] s.8] s.8| 2.3[12.8]2%:6]17.4]12.8 [ 2.3
B 1 1 ‘ o
5th Reason'| | 1 2° 3 4 ‘5 "6 7| 8 9 10 .
NE1d. .8|11.8|10.7| 10.0[ 15.213.9{11.5(17.3| 3.7 | 5.2
canada- | o0 | 6,3 7.8 3.1|10.9| 9.4|25.0|15.6 1.1 | 7.8

v. 8. a. [ 1.7]8.3|13.3] 1.7] 5.0|2147|10.0|10.0]20.0 | 8.3

© measos. [ 3
) 1. ?,‘ainpi,ng . 2.-. Pic.ﬁickir.lg | 3. Swim,m_i?lé
”4. _.‘Béa;ting” S 5 'Fis/ﬁinga ' A”,o'6.,r\ Hik_ing | '
. 'Phdtoéi'aphy _ j8; Viewing VSqenax.‘yA 9. NatureStudy .
"~ 10. théf s | ':"ffxfi“1?:_F;g;,a;sgflf;ﬁ,;';;f:;;
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'"stated that viewing sceneryJwas the fourth most important

-_and 27.9% of the American visitors stated photography as the

- 100 -.

a

’ reason, and'of-the American visitors, 30.1% stated that

vxewing scenery was the second most important reason for
visiting the provincial parks.

Those that gave -a third reason for: visiting the parks
numbered 914, of which 658 were from Newfoundland, 126 from

Canada,. and5130 from the U.s. A.. Again swimming was.the mostr

' important actiVity that Newfoyndlanders stated as the third

reason they visited-the parks (26.1%). Both Canadian and

American parties stated that viewing scenery was'the third.

most important_reason'why they camped in Newfoundiand. Thirty—

one point Eight per'oent of the Canadian and twentvfsix point

two per oent of the American groupshstated this reason,
Five.hundred and thirty—tvo parties gave a.fourth reason

for visiting the parks, of which 382 were from Newfoundland,
Gi\gfii;from mainland Canada,- and 86 were'from the United . o
Statess Seventeen point three per cent of the Newfoundlanders S

reason they visited the park/ ‘while 25% of the. Canadian visitors ,. . i

: fourth most important reason for visiting the parks. o

Only 362 replies stated a fifth reason for the trip to : ,'._':~“

the Provincial Parks. ,0§1these, 1260 were‘Newfoundland,-42

were'Canadian'and-Go were American.' Twenty-three point one

per cent groups stated viewing scenery as the fifth most
important reason for' the park visit, 21 7% of the American o

group stated that hiking vas the £ifth most important reason :

for the park visit while the Canadian group stated that :.':j“f:' ‘;“Efi




-mainland Canadians and 156 from visitors from the United

“The first four of the above mentioned plus "truck with camper"

o accounted for 93% of forms of transportation for the entire

..tent trailer (34%) and those using the family car and bringing

- 101 - S A
photography, viewing scenery, and nature study were all .
important equally as the fifth reason for the trip to the

park. o

Besides camping, the four other most important reasons:

" for a trip to any of the probincial parks are swimming, s

‘which is particularly important to the Newfoundland group,

picnicking, viewing scener§,}and photography. These_iatter

1

two seem to be very i@portant to the mainland Canadian and

American groups as the sé&ond, third, and fourth most'important

t

reasons for visiting Nveoundland provincial parks.

....

'Mode of Travel ) S

-There were ‘1101 replies to the question-in the survey
concerning the type of transportation used in travelling to

the parks.' of these, 786 were. from Newfoundland 159 from

: states. The types of tranportation which\:ould be ‘checked

in the question-were:
B . ‘r .
a. family car S f. bus _
~b. family car with trailer.. g. truck \
c. family car with tent trailer ‘'h. truck with trailer
d. family car with tent i. truck with camper\

other

Ch .
.

e. rented car . S

*

sample (Figure 3 40) Those using the, family car pulling a j ‘;;f%

SRS BT e Ty Y
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MODE OF TRAVEL
: - Other - Family Car.- d
Truck With '
Campex: 5

Newfoundland Sample .

21.4%

Family Car
Wit Trailer

24.4%

I ' Family Car
: With Tent )
40.1%
Family Car
With Tent Trailer
g Oother. - Family Car
N e . o :
“Truck With'
.CamRe;:._. ’ .
14.5% \ S
) ) Pamily Car . Canadiqq,Sample:'
: With Trailer '
ry , N
JFamily Car ! Family Car'
With Tent - - With Tent Trailer §
: 39.6%



N . q

=103 -n I .
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.- .Family car -

?E@“rqﬁily Car
(& With'Trailer

(S
American Sample

Family Car\
" With Tent

Trailer
14.7%

Truék.With
Camper’

~Family Car
wWith Tent

35.9%

‘Pruck With'
Camper

Fahily Car .
with Trailer

19.0%

- Family Car
With Tent

Family Car . . - B
' With Tent Trailer. ./.

28.2%-
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a tent (28%) were inithe maﬂority for the sample, ‘éhe
‘Newfoundland sample showed a similar situation (Figure 3-39)
'Most groups used a tent trailer {40%), follgwed by those
3u31ng a tent (24%) HoweVer, the sample taken of mainland _
Canadians (Figure 3- 39) demonstrated that the largest single
group nsed a tept (40%), followed by those using the family
car with a tent were the most used form of" transportation and
'accommodation (36%), with family car and tent trailer (15%),_
and truck w1th camper (15%) being ‘almost. equal for second
place (Figure 3-40) It can be readily seen that in this ) " 3
sample of groups vigiting. Newfoundland provi cial parks in ' ;
the summer of 1970 the most popular mode of ransportation .

s . R
by. far was the family car and ‘the most used forms of accommoda-

. . ] .
\ : - - . N ' .

tion were tent trailers, tents;" trailers, and truck campers.

ﬁength of Stay ™

Those replying to the questionnaire were asked to‘statewv'
the name of the parks at whlch they stayed on this -trip and-
) the length of time that they spent in each one. . The length . , :Ar

of stay by’ point of origin for the sample ‘shown in Figure 3-41. |

As can be seen, the one-day visit was the most popular-with - o 'gyi
°-,slightly over 1, 000 pafties staying in awpark for one day. E _ | ;{I
The next ‘most frequent 1ength of stay was the two-day with ' |
approximately 600 parties replying in this-manner._ The number
of parties continues to get less aSJthe length of’ time stayed ';Jl-wkegi‘
'[‘at the park increases, except for the seVbn and- fourteen”ﬁay ' :
7,‘ ; a*s' time periods where there is once. again :n increase in the number“_g;}ﬁfvi

of parties. - L {— "g S L.;F ' .'QN
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If the 1ength of stay is broken down by percentage of'.
the g;tal number of days spent at - the park by those campers
from either Newfoundland, mainland Canada or the United /™~
States, a more detailed impressioﬂ may be obtained (Figure 3 42l. v
It can be seen that those parties from Newfoundland are almost o, .
_ equally divided between a one day and two day stay (30 5% and
26 1% respectively). On ‘the other hand, the sample for mainland
Canada showed that 65.6% of the total days spent at Newfoundland
prov1ncia1 parks were of one day'’ s duration followed by a two-
day stay whichnaccounted for 22.2% of the total number: of days0
viSited."The American campers sampledashowed that 57% of the
total days spent by-them.in Newfoundland provincial parks were
of ope. day duration. They had slightly more visits of two. - QQ
day s duration than did the Canadian sample. The American ' T
sample showed 24, 9% of the total days stayed in Newfoundland
‘parks were two days duration. ' ",,ﬁ

The~average 1ength of stay for the Newfoundland camping
'parties worked . out to be 2. 8 days. =The Canadian average
length dT stay per park was 1.3 days and: the length of . stay
for the American group sampled was. l. 5 days; IThe overall
_average length of stay for the total sample amounted to:. l 87
days per park.. As might be expected because the Newfoundland'
'camping parties were closer to home, they stayed longer at ]
:thelparks on the{average than did their American and Canadian “'ul',fn =
}counterparts. Howeveﬁ it might‘plso have been the case thati:il;;_- -

.since the Americans and Canadians were less familiar with the;;fﬂ ./f'ﬁm}

'prov1nce, they spent more time "touring .Q_“.l



) ) o ’ ; - "
T A - — ]‘:07 - i
- LENGTH OF, STAY BY ORIGIN ‘; . .
| PERCENT OF VISTTS L
o . ] _  NEWFOUNDLAND SAMPLE :
’ ........‘.........-o..'. CANADIAN“SAI‘!PLE . b
. : ] . L
- " == "L . AMERCIAN SAMPLE |

70 “T . R _\ ———\: ) "y

-.ﬂ. . 8 ~ . -'-~. - ~

- !. . . o 2 - .
i" \ ) K o r";’.

, S b ' R
. 60 — :. ° 4 e - "
' kN - ' : /
' i L : <t
. 7 R i
v ‘:| . '
: 14 o
! - ' > \\:.

|

-3
<O
-




r

- . :
< -0 4 ! *
: . T.e
. ©
R . - .
v . N
N . s . -
- . °
Q - -
ao - - . . ¢
. - ’ N
- . - .
. .
- - ~

. - ' s

~ N . .'
w - A} .

coe
. - » B .
K - - ..
. e : .3

- ® : ~ v .

0
~
.

) v - R P . . . ] . °
> . . - - L . . . . .
B » . - . —_ . o N
g . o . ‘ R ¢ . >
~ 'S . -’ © - - . < . . - - .
— - . s e - . . . [_—
. v : - " R . . = .
. - 4 .
. N .- 7
- . £ . - - .y LN .
. : - . o te .- © >
e . o ‘ " ’ . -
o ¥ -t - . ot - R
v ° . o . . - 2 - o . ~ * -
. . _ - . . . a ~° . - -
- RN ' - . . . . - - . .
. . - . - N . - - -
. - ° , 5 . L . . s s /0 N
. - R N- B > .a .
- 'S . S
- . . . « L4 - 3 - <
- & R . 2 - A
- ~ . C o~
e .. . - -
N B N . - N e - .
. - e . L) . -
, .- . t. . - ' ' . . P :




- 108 - |

Introduétion K

This section will'deal with daka received from the =~ ' !
‘Newfoundland Prov1ncia1 Parks Servige concerning the operation,
maintenance, and capital costs of provincial parks, as well as -
revenue regeived from botﬁ camping and picnic permits.

The subject matter concerns -itself with such aspects as
the total cost per select;d park, the-operating and'maintenance
costs including salaries, the cost per acre, the tot;i'cost per
visitor, the capital cost per visitor, revenue ‘received for the .

use of the parks and a comparison of revenue and salaries to 1970

Operational'Costs . ~

et
5

Up to and'including 1970, the total cost of the~ﬁewfoundland'

.'Prov1ncia1 Parks system has been $5,238,600, of which approximately

$3,706, 100 was spent in- the parks selected for this study. More ' ;
or less, the same proportaion applies to capital cost where out'i -
of a total of approximately $1,700,000 spent on the total system, Cor
' $1 400 000 was spent in the parks used in this survey. '

| The total cost for each park used in this study is shown .

in Figure 4 l. Tﬁe parks used in. the snrvey can be divided into

three groups according to total cost, these costing $200 000 and

over, $100,000 to $199, 000, and, under $100 000 (Figure 4-2)

For séven of these parks, the total cost ranged from $200 000 to =
approximately $500,000. With the exception of Beothuck Park o é'ﬁﬁz

which is only covered for a five—year period, the’ other parks in -

 this ‘grouping have,been in operation.for at least,twelve years. .",’
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PARK - TOTAL COST " ACRES :  YEARS GONSIDERED

~ 1. Butterpot . - 503,848 - T N I
2. Barachois - 328,204 o seal - . . 12
.3. Gushues . 355,052 ‘1 205 . - . 11
4. Beothuck . 239,698 ° o s
5; Squires’ | 231,368 : 3890V | 12
6. Notre Dame é10,477 - 278 EYE
74 Béllevue . 204,363 188 12
8. Catamaran . 182,064 * 57 -« . 12
" 9. Cheeseman ) 136,777 . .ass ;2'
10. Lamanche . 135,947 | o | 2880 . . " o 5 :
'11. Frenchman's . 134;444 ' o125 - L ' L } .
" '12. Piccadilly © 106,711 . 100 4 5 L
'15A Jonathan8 o1 o102,235 -; 1101 s

1

", 14. Indian River 99,593 36 | 12

15, Wipdmill -7 95,072 182 5
'16. Lockston - 93,746 | 600 - 5
17. River of Ponds 90,490 150 5 5
'18. Middle Brook 88,792 . | 127 - 5
| ;9.'91160 Run- 80,887 ' . 455 ) 4

20. Crabbe's River ~ 80,203 - . JURREE R B

'21. Mary March 64,728 . 79 - 3
22. ‘otter Bay “ 64,232 ’ 400, . 4 ;
23. Flatwater . - 64,166 - 270 - . 4' .

" 24, Sop's Arm 63,734 ﬁm§§§ o200 . e 7
) . -t A . - = oL . ,
25, Codroy . CoLAm2s g 4 A
'o l--_" . . ' } _‘...- " . ‘ .. : ! I'

o . ' | B ' Fig. 4-2
t .. ,’ .
: ¢ ; r‘\ 1 -
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The capital cost as a per cent of the total cost of these
parks ranged. from 26% for Grand Codroy to about 52% for Otter “
Bay. The average percentage of capital cost.to total cost
workednout to approximately 32% for”the parks used in this
survey (Figure 4-1). As can be readily seen, those parks having
the largest total cost as well as capital cost are. those which' g
have had the greetest.visitor'use and are‘iodeted near major
concentrations of.population. b

'Operetion and maintenpnce costs-for the selected parks .
ranged from $31,000 to $280,000 (Fignre 4-3){h With the exception
of'Sﬁuires Menorial Park, the parks hnving the highest operation

and maintenancde cost are again those vhich are located mainly

. near centers of population. Those having the highest operating

and maintenance costs are also located on the . Trans—Canada

Highway, thus providing ease of access.l

The shaded areas of the semicircles shown in Figure 4-3
indicate the percentage of the operation and maintenance costs
)

that were paid out in salaries for each park. Salaries as a

percentage of the operation and maintenance cost range from 42

to 68 per cent (Figure 4-4). fThe overall average of salaries

Capital.Costs

as a percentage of the operation and maintenancb costs amounted

to approximately 57%.

The capital cost of selected parks to 1970 is sggwn in o

* /

Figure 4 5. Theycapital cost for these . parks range from

approximately $12 700 for Grand'todroy Park to $223 OQO for;
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Rank Orden

1.
'2-
3.

"9,
10.
11,
12.
13.
14.
15,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
2N
22,
23.
24.
25.

Butterpot . -

quachbis
Gushues
Squires
Beothuck

" Notre Danme

Bellevue
Catamaran

Cheesenan
LaManche.

Frenchman's
R

Indian River

Piccadilly
Jonathan
Windmill

River of Ponds‘
Crabbe's River
Middle Brook

Lockston
Dildo
Sop's Arm
Flat&ater
Mary March
Codroy
Otter.Bay

e

» anlafies as ¢

30,895

Total Maintenance & Years ' AVerage‘Yeérly _

Operational Costs Considered . Maintenance Costs Salaries of Maintenance -
280,813 9 31,201.44 163,297 58.15 '
203,498 13 15,653.69 109,833 53.97
161,040 11 '14,640.00° 91,474 56.80-
147,469 13 11,343.77, 91,762 62.22
130,477 5 26,095.40 57,335 43.94
130,317 13- 10,024.39 76,070 5¢.37 .
128,056 13 ' 9,850.46 68,571 -  53.54 1

© 118,670 13 9,128.46 73,236 - 6171
o . _ o BRI
95,422 12 7,951.83 62,486 65.48
80,765 5 16,153.00 42,313 52.39
77,930 4" 19,482.50 ° 36,143 46.37 |
66,805 13 5,138.85 42,770 64.02
65,880 5 13,176.00 " 34,967 53.07

624562 5 12,512.40 38,880 - 62.14
61,230 .5 . 12,246.00 34,827 56.87
56,723 5 11,344.60 33,983 . 59.91-
'56,270 13 4,328.46 33,187 58.97
55,613 5 11,123.60 - 33,804 60.78.
53,670 5 10,734.00 - 36,608 .68.20
51,396 4 12,849.00 34,437 67.00
43,157 7 " 6,165.26 29,335 67.97;
-37,293 4 - 9,323.25 17,218 46.16
36,703 3. "y 12,234.33 . 15,438 42.06
36,542 4 ' .9,135.50 24,581 - 67.26
4 . +7,746.25 14,613"

47.2% -
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Butter Pot. The averaoe capital cost was 557,475; .lt would
appear that although the size'of the park in acres is a factor
in the overall capital cost of any particular park it is not
" the only 1nf1uence on what the capital cost would be. For |
example, Beothuck and Gushue s Pond Parks are among the smallest.
| parks in the systenm, yet they ranked fairly high invterMS of
capital cost (Figure 4-6). On the other hand, La Manche Park.
which is the fourth largest park in terms of size, approximateiy
' 2900 acres, ranked tenth in terms of capital costs."Thus, At
would again seem that the parks having the most réadily available
~ ease of Access (Trans-Canada Highway)'and those located near
" centers of population have'the greatest input as far as dapitalp
costs are concerned. | |

.If the cost of the parks is broken down'on-a per acres
basis, the size of the park becomes the dominant factor. . Figure
4-7 shows that the . trend is for the smallest parks such as.
.Crabbe's River and. Grand Codroy, seven and eight acres respectively,
to have the largest cost per acre. - On the othe; hand, the largest
‘parks such as Barachois (8,641 acres), Squires Memorial (3 890
.acres), and La Manche (2,880 acres) Parks have the smallest per
.'acre total cost (Figure 4-8). 'The total'cost per acre ranged'
from¥$1l,458,00 for Crabbe's RiVer.(7 acres),.to $38.60 per acre
for Barachois‘Pond Park having an area'of.S 6;1 600 acres. ' The.
average total cost for the parks selected in’ this surveynwas
,'approximately $151 00 per acre up to 1970. capital cost ran@ed
from 53,419, 000 per acre for Crabbes River to $l4 00 per acre for

,Barachois Pond Park. The average - capital cost per aére to 1970
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‘Capital Cost by Selected Park to 1970

‘Rank - Park . capital Cost - ﬂ"Acréa

1. Butterpot . '$ 223,036 o 4330.
' 2, Barachois © - 124,7060 . - 864l
‘3. Beothuck . 109,220 - . 184

4. Gushues = . ‘;":94,01ii . 205 |
5. Squires e 83,89§ : | 3890 ©
‘6. Notre Dame. ‘. , 80,i30"). o ’278' )
‘7. Bellevue | 16,307 i: o ";aa_f
8. Catamaran 63,394 ' 57
9. Frenchman's "56,514 S 125
10.. LaManche - 55,182 . 2880
11. Cheeseman' o : 41,355 I.f.‘ ’ 455 - . . "‘y
12, ‘Piccadilly . - - 40,831 w0 g
.13, LocKston ‘ . 40,076 o 600"
- 14. Jonathans: - -:'89,673; " - ilol .
| 15. Windmill L o qu,eéz S 1182
\16.‘River of Ponds 33,767 " S 150 o
17. Otter Bay © 33,3370 . ao0
'18. middle Brook - . - 33,179 o 127
19. Indian RIQQr : '_f‘Bé,788 S 36
20. Dildo Ran L 29,493 - s
21. Mary Mprch’ . ' 28,025 - R o 79 _ ’ o
22. Flatwater - 26,873 - . 210 S g%{;‘

'23. Crabbe's River 23,933 TS

d

24. Sop's Arm - 20,577 . - - 20

.25. Codroy T 12,736 o
| T . 1,436,886 Average 57,475

e

‘.

. . o o ‘. v A,l’ L . .
. . . : ' . PN . o, e L . i s Y
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Cost Per Acre .

PARK -~ - Total Cost Capit.al Cost , M
1, Crabbe's River ~ 11,458 .~ *. . = 3,419 )
2. Grand Codroy - 6,160 . 1,502 8 |
'3, Catararan 'Broo'k 3,194 ' 1,112 57
4, Sop's Arm " 3:,18"7 : ) 1,029 20
5. Indian River - 2,766. . - . 81l 36
6. ‘Beothuck . 1,303, . s94 __,___._‘,_. 184
7. Gushue's Pond = 1,244 o T ,205;“
8. Bellevue . 1,087 SR 406 - : s
| ‘QAT‘Frcla'tzchx'n n's L1064 125
" 10, Piccadiflly 1,067 408 . .100
11, Mary March - - 819 " oo : 355 . v_ 79
12. Notre Dame 757 C 288 278
13. Middle Brock 699 S 261 127
14, River of Ponds ' 603 . | - 225 ' 150 °
15. Windmill 522, L 186 ° 182 .
16. C_heesema'r; - | 01 : , W91 T 155
17. Elatﬁate_'r' S, 238 .. . 100 - . 210
18, pildo | 178 e s
19. otter Bay’ 162 . - - 83 .. "~ 400-
20. Lockston” 1 Y 600
21, Butferpbt" . s s L s . - 330
'-22.‘ Jonathans o 95 o ” IJ 36 , ‘ . llpl, |
53. _Squi:':.es. E - L 59. '- o .7122 ) ' .’3690 '
24. Lamagché“ e | | 19  2m80
25, Baraéhbis e } .38 R VN T
. motal 37,33 . 0 12,246 24,768
S AN — ,




was approximately $51.00° -

Visitor Cost

Qo e

[£Y

Figureld-g shows the per' visitnuo'r c}ost to 1970 .to the‘»»
e -hselected parks. - Included in this cost ire the capital, anain-_’— -
- tenance,fand operational cost ‘£to0 that year._ 'I‘h_e" greatest per: -
vigsitor 'cost, sS4 .86 can be attributed to, Otter Bay Piark. . Up
to and including 1970, this park cost a total of $64 ,232 and
was visited by 13, 208 persons. ﬁ‘he lowest per visitor cost,
$ ._20, was attained by Cheeseman Park Including the year _
1970, this park cost $l36 777 -and had a total of 66, 985 visitors.
The total cost for the period to 1970 for the selected parks
was $3,706,110- and total number of ‘'visitors for that same period
- was 6,610,752, for an average overall per visitor.cost of $ .
(Figure 4-10). . | .
The average per v:.s:.tor capital cost to 1970 was g .211.
The capital cost per viSitor ranged from‘“$ Oﬁ'ffin Cheeseman Park
to $2.52 in Otter Bay Park. (Figure 4-11) Natiurally, the highest . 7

y
per visitor capital cost -was attabned by those parks which had

. /f"' theelowest 'number of visitors in relation to capital costs. _ I
. -However,. a time factor does enter into the picture. For example, ° o
Otter Bay and Mary March Parks have ,been in existence for four '

and three years respectively. 'Jf.'hihsF a portion of. their high »

capital ‘cost per visitor can. be attributed to the fact that . 7 ‘

these parks have not been open for enough seasons 80 that they

J could build up a large number of visitors. Other factors which ‘

/ had a bearing on the Capital costr per the cpank, and the facilities -

in tl,le park. A park wpich has been open for aa great numher of
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SR S 'I.'otal Cost Per Vlgftor %o’ 1970 *
. Park - . Cost -per’ Visitor Total Cost | T " visitors .
1. otter Bay ﬂ' - 4.86- T oea,2320 . 13,208 B
12 Mary March o 2. 92 T o 64,728 22,200
3. Flatwater’ '2 27 ) YU 64,166 : ' 28,294 -
‘4. LeManche i 2:09 5 . 135,947 T 65,142
5. Dildo | C - 1.97; N\ 80,887 | 41,145
;":' 6. sbb's-xfm ﬁ_ik " 1.66 ” 63,734 \ 38,515
A *7. River of POnds - 1.46 - ) ‘“90,#90 ‘7 61,390
. 8. Piccadilly‘ 1.36 . log,711 78,571 .
9. Jonathan's v 1,23 102,.23_5f' ' ﬂ. X 83:,1;10
10. Prenchman®s’ ar 134,444 ., 115,861
11. - Beothuck ., '1.08 239,698 2;1,691"
iZ;-Butterpot 1.04 - 503»849 485,860
13 chk“slt{\m' . 97, ' V 93 746:’ 96,.346. o '
14, Barachois- T .86 328,204 381,020
- 15. 'Middie Brook , . .79 o 88ﬁ79§ L 112, 302_
. 16. Gushue's - . .64 . 255,052 v 401,879
. 17, SQuifes. <;”k;: .63 ¢ 231;368 .g‘ﬁ . ©370,369
18. Indian River - - Cisa 99,595 - ° ' .185,532
19. Windmill . _:45 Rt <" 95,072 211,190,
© 20, Bellevue ', . .33 204,363 628,165 -
21." Notre Dame - :'Ll,jg' _510,437 ' | -662,470,._
(22. Catamaran -, 1 ;Q{' .29 . 182,064, 626,038 N
. :21‘2,'(_'2rabbe's R.ivér» Bt ,2:9 \: " 86,205 n ?80,,,243’ .
'23. Codroy = - f:/a. D28 o 49,278 .. 176,602
.24;.Qheesem;h. f . .20 M136 777" . é69,085
- : Totdl .61 | -3,795,1}0 7 6,061,752 -
© e ST L R o
| Lo DFlgs 4s10 T
: ey L - i T “
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) o
seasons, one which has a large number of visitors, one that is

fairly small in terms of acres, and oneé which has few facilities, v

could expect to have a small per visitor capital cost (Figure

4-12).

1%

Revenue .-

[ ) . <

g

‘The Newfoundland Provincial Paris Service‘first began to . e' v
collect fees from pafk\users in-1966.  These fees consisted of ﬁﬁw'
\two basic types. One: ;fseasonal pass, covered entrance to all ‘
the parksffor the entire season and enabled the possessor to

—— e -

use all the day-use facilities in the parks. This seasonal c .

<

pass‘cost’ $2.00. ‘A second type of revenue comes from the
camping fee which'is.$1.50 perlleht for a camp slte.

The total revenuetcollected by the Provincial Parks”SérVice ) ‘)
.'slnce 1966 was $300,832, of which $258,481 cane from the parks - ;.
used in this survey. Fees have been collected in the parks’ |
over a time perlod of two to five years. Revenues from ‘the

parks ranged from $527 in Otter Bay Park for a period of two A
years to $35,909 in Butter Pot Park for a period of five years
(Figure 4-13). ' ' )

Figure 4-14 shows the distributlon of revenue in the parks
used in the study. Again those parks located along the Trans-
Canada nghway and near centers of population oollected the
largest revenue. Naturally, the time period during which the stﬂ
~ revemie was collected in a park is the dominant factor affecting L j‘}

‘overall amount of revenue collected. - . . - e T e

KR
\

I T
-
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Capital Cost- ptiﬂ Visitor

. Park Capital Costﬁisitor é:apital Cost . Visitors
" 1. otter Bay 2,52 a 33,337 . - 13,208
3. Mary March  ~  1.26 . 28,025 | 22,250
3. Flatwater | .95- 26,873 . 28,294
4. LaManche .85 " oss,182 65,142
5. Dildo R N oo 29,493 - - 41,145 |
6. River of Ponds . .55 33,767, 61,890
_ 7. sop's Arm | . .53 120,577 ‘ 38,515 !
8. Picéadilly .52 . 40,831 | T 78,571
(.9. Beothuck | 49 .. 109,221 - 221,691 ‘
410.-Frénchmanﬁs _ 49 0 77 56,514 . | 115,861
1l. Butterpot | }46 o 223,036 - .. . 485,860
12. Lockston .42 .. 40,076 . 96,340
13. Barachois .33 124,706 381,020
14. Middle Brook .30 o s3a19 112,302
(15, Gushues - | .23 --i 94,012 . 401,879
(15. Squires " .23 . ' 83,899 .. 370,369
16. Indian River .18 32,788 185,532 ..
17. Windmill .16 ) . 33,842 . arase
(18, Notre Dame - 't a2 80,130 L - 662,470
‘ §1e, Bé;leyue ‘ a2 . 76,307 - . 628,165
19, Catamaran’ - .;o' . 182,064 - ' 626,038 -
fzot Crabbe's River 09 - 23,9$§' 280,243 §
. 21. Codroy | 0T C 12,796 B N '175,6q2",_--f}
22, Cheeseman rotai .06“',', 3 ) m%f%g% T '6_,75)%%:%2—52' '_

- PN

 Fig. 4120
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‘Revenue 1966 -to 1970

Pa;k ‘». ‘ Revenue - Years Collected .- : Averéée'
1. Butterpot g 35,909 7182
2. Barachois " 26,088 ” ) 5318
3. squires 23,007 ‘ - 4601
4. Catamaran L 21,908 | 14382
5. Cheeseman 10,437 3997
. 6. Bellevue - 1876§9"" — ! o L 1 - 3618

'7: Gushue's . 7,744 | .0 3549
3) o 53{3

B. Notfe Damé" v~ 16}517

LR RN U B CRRT RNT BT S R N IR I

9. Beothuck U 10,986 0 . - ~ o §i473

10. Indian River 7,440 - i ¥4ée

11. LaManche 7,060 - ’ 1765

12, crabbe's.giéer ] 6,974 - 1395

13. Windmill . 6,436 “ 1609
14. Jonathan's 6,158 AT | " 1540

15. River df.Ponds". 5,986 . 4 1497
15,.c$droy' - 4,366 . 4 1092

17. Lockston - 3,9543’ -4 988 .
18; Middle Brook © 3,945 4. : lsang
19. piccadilly - 3,764 4 | 941

20, érgnchman-gf | . 3,242' 3 081
"21. Sop's Arm’ - 2,596 4/ Y649 7
522.;Flatwater . 2,382 "2 ~11;1

23, Dildo Run 2,317 3 792
'24.:nar§ March .. = - i,szs= f;sz | I769' ‘
25, oé&é:»pgy; S s21, .I,‘_;ii; | .:'~26§:r
- ' .258,581 . 100 years L

’

et vy wvemage
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Although it is highly doubted whether revenues from{park

users could cover the total cost of construction, maintenance

and operation of the parks, it is in the realm of possibility
that this revenue could cover the cost of salaries of those
directly responsible for the day-to-day operation and maintenance
of the parks, at least during the. season when the parks are

open, if not all year round."Figure 4;15 shows‘the comparison

of revenue to salaries for the selected parks from 1966-1970. °

Thus, it can he seen that those parks in which the revenue

‘ collected mostfc16§z7;>approxi;:?EE“the salaries, are those

parks Which have the highest visitor use. Again these are the .
parks which are mainly located on the Trans-Canada Highway and .
are situated near centers of population.- Revenue as a percentage

of salaries for the period 1966/70. ranged from a’ high of 77.9%

for Butter Pot Park to a low of 7. 02% for Otter Bay Park. 'The

1average revenue to salaries percentage for the parks used in

this study was 43.91%. The overall average for the total

- Newfoundlanad Provinc1a1 Park system was 40.7%.

The revenues collected could. certainly be brought much

closer to the salaries spent in Newfoundland provincial parks.

: One example of how this could be done would be by the. introduction

of a picnic fee. A daily rate of. $ .50 could be charged for

each picnic site in a.park. This would entitle a group to use

the park's facilities for one day. 'The'introduction of such'a"

fee should increase the revenue to- the Newfoundland Provinoialx_”:

Parks Service by at least 60% of what the total annual revenuej‘f -

-

is at present.
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Comparison of Revenue to Salaries 1966-1970

NI ' Yeard™
Park - . .. Revenue . Balaries Considered
1. Butterpot | . 35,909 o 46,158 © s
2. Barachois 26,088 . 36,105 5
3. Squires. ' 23,007 ot 38,271 5.
4. Catamaram . 21,98 34,046 . s
5. Cheeseman , 19,437 - 33,068 5 .
6. Bellevue 18,089 :‘ 32,303 5
7. Gushues. 17,744 35,259 5
8. Notre Dame 16,77 C v 33,463 5
9. Beothuck " 10,946 14,941 h 2
10. Indian River s 21,824 5
11. LaManche . 7,060 \ . 19,752 4
© 12, Crabbe's River . 6,974 21;796 5
13. Windmill o 6,436 ' ) 20,195 ‘@
"“14. Jomathan's. 6,258 © 20,524 4 .
15, River of Ponds " 5,986 . 19,186 .
16. Codroy . 4,366 20,318" 4
17. lockston . 3,954 ' 1e,801 4
18. Middle Brook " 3,045 20,044 4
19. Piccadilly L 3764 20,909 4
20, Prenchm;n's_ 3,282 . . 19,253 3 '
21, sop's Arm .’ 2,596 20,238 4
22, Flatwater - 2,382 , T 7,879 2
23, pildo 2,377 19,873 3
24, Mary March. 1,528 ~ 6,214 2
25, Otter Bay - - .© 5271 7,496 2
. potal .258;581° .  588,997. 100,
L ' ‘ | Fig. 4-15
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. "During the 1ast ten years, real disposable inc0me per’
capita gfs increased about 2.75% per year. The population of
Canada has been grow1ng at a rate of 1.6% .per year. Various,
studies on recreational spending produce different éstimates,
but in general, spending by Canadians on recreation of 5f37
kinds appears to be increasing'at a rate of aboat 4.5$“per
year."33 Thus it would seem reasonable to expect an. increase :
in spending by those camping in the province s provincial parks
also. . ‘ . A |

In this section of the chapter, the monies spent by the
sample will be determined According to the origin of the
camping parties, mainland Canada,.the United States, or
Newfoundland, purchases made 'in the home community before the
trip, on the way, to the park, while at the parks, on the way .
home, and in the home community after the trip will be shown
by commodity. Purchases made, other than at the exact site
-of the recreational experience, af/’contributors to an economy
in .the same sense as those made at the:site. Thus these

purchases must be. considered part of the .total expenditure on

!
¥

a recreational experience.

At Home Purchases . .

Purchases made by the Canadian group - sampled in their

~ “home’ communities before starting on the trip to Newfoundland,

3?. Hildebrandt:Young'Associates Ltd., The Economic Impact of

National Parks in Canada. Prepared for the Department of : :
Indian Affalrs and Northern Development, National and Historic-,,
Parks Branch, Vol. l, (October, 1970). p 80., : . ’
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amounted to $3,051, for an average of $19.31 per"party.
hFigure 4-16 shows:the types of goods which were bougnt in the

' home community before the trip. Of the $3,051 spent, $1,044
was spent on sporting goods and camping supplies. Groceries'
'and beverages accounted for $615, gasoline and»automopile,
services cost $593,'photographic.supplies'$381, clothing and
footware'$257,'while restaurant food, health service and drug
store supplies, and "other", accounted for $73, $6§, and $lo0,
respectively. -

The "at home" purchases made by the 157 American sample
bhefore the trip amounted to $2,617, which is an average of
$16.67 per group.' As was the case with the Canadian campers,
.the largest amount of this total, $838, was spent for sporting /.
goods and camping supplies. Gasoline_and autonobile services
cost:$647, photo supplies $509,. .and groceries'and beVerages:
.$337. Clothing purchases totalled $1{3, ”other“ itens $52,

. restaurant food $49,.and drug store-supplies.gdz‘ (Figure 4-17).
| The 789 camping parties which came from various points in
ewfoundland spent a total of $23, 632 in their home communities
before the trip (Figure 4-18). This averaged $29 95 per group,
* much more than the Canadian average of $19.31 and the American.
average of $16.67.  As was the case with botn;jge.Canadian and
;xthe American group sample, tﬁe'dewfoundland,samole'spent most
;of the "at home" purohases.total on sportingigoods and camping
~ supplies. This accounted for $7, 509 out of the total of $23 632
Groceries and beverages was the next 1argest purchase, t6ta11ing

"$6 629, foilowed by gasoline and automobile services, $4 650._. in;g:,”

“

. -
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Canadian Campers Sampled
| At Home Purchases = ..

- o (before trip)
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. Groceries and Beverages

"QWWU Suppliss




| - 132 -
' : !
- - American Campers Sampled |
ELE At Home Purchases o
| (before trip) -~ . 7

o

Drug Store Supplies : . /
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Newfoundland Campers Sampled
At Home Purchases
~  (before trip)

A =
brug Stora Supplies Other

s

‘ " ' ’ Grogeriee and Baverages
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Clothing and Snoas '
©
1
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Photographic Supplias’ - Restaurant Meals v
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The next highest amount was.spent on clothing and'shoes $2,363,f

\ . :
followed by photographic supplies which COSt $1 164 'Restaurant

 food accounted. for $669, drug store supplies for $351,nand

other unspecified amounted to $117.° S
. . The areal distribution of 'the "at home" purchases made

/
before the trip by the Newfoundland camping group sample is. shown

in Figure 4-19. As mighﬁ be expected the largest: overall |
total.purchases were made in St.fJohn S. Purchases by the party
sample in the.: capital city amounted to $ll 256 The campers
sampled from Corner Brook spent“sz 944,-those from‘Grand ?alls

$l 878, followed by Gander w1th $94l The totalwpurchases made~,

1n these four urpan centers before the trip amounted to $17 019

-

or 74.?% 'of the [fotal amount of money spent by the Newfoundland

camping groups §amp1ed' Other communities had purchases ranginyg’
from $567 for Grand Bank to purchases amounting to $2 and $3
for such communities as Portugal Cove and Happy Aventure.

Groceries and beverages and gasoline and automobile services

-y

'purchased by the Newfoundland sample group before thevtrip

amounted to $11 279 or .47. 8% of the total.. Sporting goods and
camping supplies totalled $7 509 or 3l 8% of the totai, while

all other purchases amounted to ‘$4, 844 qr 0 4% of the total

" . The total expenditure made by the group sampled in their B

-home communities before the trip is shown in'Figure 4 20 The,‘

2

1argest expenditure was made on sporting goods and camping

supplies and the amount was $9 391. The second 1argest expen— ”

'diture was. for groceries and beverages amounting to $T,581,4;f?--1"{”’1‘

followed by gasoline and automobile services which totalled
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$$ 890‘ The total expenditure on groceries and beVerages, gas'
'and automobile supplies and sporting goods and camping supplies.
totalfhd $22, 862 Thls was 78.02%° of the total amount of $29,300
spent by thisfentire group in their home communities before

they left forlthis trip to the park This amountg to an average
expenditure by.each group of $26. 54 or $6 63 per person for a '

‘party of four. '
ot

"On Way" Purchases"

'Anotner}typeqof purdﬁase on . which the group sampled were
‘asked to give information were those made on the waywto the
parks; The‘purchases made by the Canadian'group sampied on tne ;
way.to the parks is shown in‘Figure 4_2@4‘ The purchases have
t * been divided according to those made ;.on the mainland and those -
made in Newfounddand;_ The total amount purcnased“by the"
;Canadian group was $19,673. For the 158 parties sampled this_
uorks out to an average of $124.52§_ This'was'the amount.spent :
V_both'in and out of the province. The total expenditure by this
group in Newfoundland was $4 564 for an average of $28 88 per
party. "The largest 91ngle item of expenditure was for ferry
,passage. This accounted for an - expenditure of $8, 490. .The‘

next 1argest single expenditure was on gasoline, $4, 156, of

'_which $1 323 was spent-in Newfoundland. Groceries and beverages

. Spcounted for $2,205 of which $782 ‘was spent within this "

province. Oof a total of $19, 673, $4,564 or ‘23, 2% of the amount
- of money the. Canadian sample spent to get to- the parks was spent L

in Newfourdland., ° S i R .

o
~
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> In‘-Figur'e' 4-22 is shown the distribution by conununity of
‘the Ccanadian groul;[s. spending in the province of Newfoundland
on the way to the parks and as can ‘be re'adily seen, the
" largest expe.nditures wer‘e made 'either at the major.entry
points to the oroyince or in the larger cities and towns
located '‘along the 'I‘rans—Canada Highway. Port-aux-Basques
ranked first with purchases -totalling $630, of which approx-
nnately 17% was spent on groceries, gas ahd restaurant meals.
T St. John s was second w1th purchases of $586, of which about
48% was spent on groceries, gas and restaurant meals. Third
- was Corner Brook WJ.th purchases totalling $331,: fourth was
Argentla with purchases of $220, and fifth was -Gander w1th
purchases made' by .the Canadian sample of $196. Other commun_ities \
a where relatively large purchases were mad& include: Fox Trap,“
.Clarenville, Grand Falls, WOody Point, and St. Anthony.

THe expenditure made by the sample from the United States
totalled $24 \QGB. The average per party for the 157 groups
amounts to $153 30. Of the total amount of $24,068 spent by
this group, only $3 837 was spent wh:.le in Newfoundland This
is an average of $24 44 per party, somewhat lower than the
av_ex;age amount spent per Canadian party. Again, as with the . _-j'"—
‘Canadian group, ‘the largest 'single~e5(pend1ture was for ferry
-passage,/which amounted to $8, 767 The second 1argest ,
texpendﬁ:ure was for gasoline and automobile ‘services amounting
to §5, 764, followed by groceries a‘nd beve::ages ‘which cost. a
total of $2,840. pf_-the'total of $24,068 spent’ by the American

.group, $3;837'0r_ 15.9% was spent in’ Newfoundland (Figure ,4;23,)_,;;
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°”
The American groups spent their money in fewer places
than did thoge from Canada (figure 4-24). As with the
Canadian'group,_the Americans made their purchases either at

the major points of entty to the province or in the major ‘ ' 7)

"urban centers along the'TranSTCanada Highway. For example, -

it

the largest single total expenditure was made in Port-aux-
i ’ . ’ ,
Basques. An amount of $617 was spent here, of which $i22 was .

for groceries and beverages, gasoline and'automobile supplies,

" and restaurant‘food.' St. John's placed second with expenditures
. of $56§, of which appronimately 16% was spent'on:groceries, '
' gasoline, and restaurant'meals.; Qorner Brook received the
‘third largest expenditure.fron the Americans, $4é2} followed

by Gander with $154.' Smaller sums of money were spent in such

places as Deer Lake, Clarenville, Argentia, Ferryland,'St.

|
The intran51t purchases made by the Newfoundland group

on the way to the parks will now be considered The total

'expenditure by the Newfoundland group amounted to $13 975

For a sample numbering 789 parties, this average $17 71 spent
by each group (Figure 4-25) As might be expected, the -
largest . 51ng1e purchase was for gasoline and auto supplies,

totalling $5,319. The next largest expenditure was f6r meals

)
-

in restaurants'Whlch totalled $2 410. These three-items-

accounted for & total expenditure of $10 848, or 78 1% of a total

) overall expenditure of $13, 975.

Ehe distribution of these purchases ranged over a far

¢

(wider area than those of either the Canadian or(\//rican group L
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'(figure 4-26). . The greatest amount of this expenditure was
concentrated in the central Newfoundland region, Springdale,
Badger,]Grand Falls,-Gander, Gambo, and}Glovertown had total
purehases-of $25 or more made “in these communities. -Other
communities which had fairly large expenditures.made within :
:their boundaries include Port—aux-Basques, Stephenuille,
corner Brook, GWhitbourne, and St. John's.. Purchases of §25

or less seem to be fairly evenly distrlbuted throughout the
'prov1npe. Both Gander and Grand Falls had expenditures of
over $1,000 made by Newfoundlanders on their way to provincial
parks. _ o ) .

The purchases made by the entlre group sampled on the way

_to the -parks amounted to $57, 716, of which 822 376 or 38 R% ,\\\\NJ‘
was spent_ln Newfoundland. Jhe average par party total expenéf» o
diture for the 1,104 groups sampled was $52.28. The average

amount spent per‘party in'Newfoundland for the 1,104 groups

sampled was $20 77. The largest overall expenditure was for

ferry passages and this cost the sample group $17,775. The next ' ";,
.most purchased commoditvaas gasoline and automobile services
owhich accounted'for $15,239, The third greatest expenditure;

was for groceries and beverages‘amounting to'$8"l64, followed:

by restaurant meals in the amount of $6 257 (Figqure 4- 27) : ) .
Summarlzlng the expenditure nade on ‘the way to the parks by’ the T
'total group ‘sampled, it can be seen that the Newfoundland group
: consrsting of 789 parties spent- §13, 975, the Canadian group, h
| con51st1ng of 158 parties spent $19 673, and the American group,: .

having 157 parties spent $24 068 for a total expenditure of

. , -
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Purchases .at Parks A

4 . ! ) ¢ L ot
- for which most money,was spent, groceries, amounted to $8,743, |

: . . ot o . v,
L . : - L - . .

_ Thus, it can be seen that there may be ‘a correlation
tfe,distance travelled to the parks and the amount of
mon ﬁrspent by the: group sampled The American group, which
came from the_furthest distance, spent'the greatest amount of
money, #hile the Newfoundland'group, which were-closest to the
-parks, spent the least. However, one mﬂst not be too. hasty
‘in stating a definitive correlation between the distance
traVelled and the expenditure made.‘ It must be horne in mind

that the American sample had the,highest average income,vwhile

‘the Newfoundland sample had the lowest.,_'i -

’ - L. \ * o . o
> . - - N . . 5
' .

. ) . .
M »
-

The expenditures made by theasampled group while staying

’

‘at the parks will now be con31dered. " The total amount of money

" spent by the l 104 parties sampled during this segment of their s

recreation experience totafled $31,312 (Figure 4-28). -This'

¥
amounts‘to a per.party average of $28.37. The‘sinqle-commodity-' '

pamping'fees coSt,thejgroupf$5t§53;' Gasoline andjautomohile
supplies were next, totalling $5 774. The'next largestT' o
expenditure was for food’ in restaurants and this cost the R
'sampled group, while staying at the parksh $3 023. other_f
expenditures were $485 for photographic supplies, $J 332 for .
clothing and,shoes, $l 405 for sporting goods and camping N
supplies, $34l for health services and drug store supplies,:f{f
$134 for 1odging fees, $l 602 for curios, gifts and souvenirs 1}52?

~and $530 was spent on unspecified items.jf,u
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_?he'purchases made while'staying at the individual parks’

will now be considered (Figure 4—29) "The parkpwhich accounted-

for the 1argest expenditure was. Barachois Pond, which accounted
for the sum. of $4 573.¢ Butter Pot had the next 1argest

expenditure, and this amounted to $3,792,3wh11e Catamaran-

-

) followed closely pehind with a total of’$3,647,. Other parks which -

‘fell within the $l,b005-'$2,000 range of expenditure include
. ) _, % ~ . a—\ . .
.Gushue's Pond, Beothuck, Notre Dame, J. T. 'Cheeseman,'Squires

[y

Memorial;uand River of Bonds.' The other parks sampled had less
; than $1,000 each spent by the sampled group staying in thém.
These parks are Bellevue Beach Frenchman's Cove, La Manche, . .
3Lockston Path Windmill Bight, Dildo Run, Flatwater Pond, Indian
:Rivegﬁ Jopathan's Pond, Middle Brook Mary March, Sop s Arm River,
.Grasg Codroy, Crabbe 's River, Otter Bay, and Piccadilly Head

Thus it, can be seen that the top ten parks accounted for $26,432

,or 843" of the total amount spent by the sample grdup while stayingu T

" at the parks. The average per park total expenditure for each

.of the twenty-five parks used in the sample amounts ‘to $1 252
"?’ The communities where the sample groups spent their money
-;while staying at the parks is shown 1n Figure 4-30, As can be
._-readily se n, the distribution of expenditure is fairly evenly .
spread throughout'the province.‘ The eight communitie%rwhich |
‘had the most expenditure by. campers while staying at the parks
p.accounted 52: 49% ‘of the tokel expenditure of $31, 322 or $15, 361

. A listing o

-spent in each follows:

[

these eight communities plus the amount of money - e
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fsurvey sheet.'

AR E’f Coeasze T
1, ‘st. John's - $3,219
¢ 2 Grand Falls - $2,888 .
' “3. corner Brook - $2,549 E e
s .4, .Stephenville -.'$1,450 .
-« 5. Gander - $1,443
© 6. Badger - §1,364
) N ?ort—aur-Basques - $1,35l-

| 8. 'Lewisporte.f'$1;097

~

Purchase Hintefrland ' . ' ;

.The hinterland'of purchases.made'nhile staying-at'the

parks will now be consideredl Figure 4 31 shows the hinterland

I4

of Mary March, Crabbe s River. Notre Dame.and Bellevue Beach

Parks. . The hinterland of Bellevue Beach went as far north as
Trinity.and as’far-east as .St John s. Other communities where ,
purchaaeE'were'made by those étaying at Bellevue Beach'were

Bellevue, Dildo, Whitbourne, and_Chance Cove.. The hinterland

of Notre Dame Provinc1a1 Park extended from Corner Brook to

Gambo. Other communities-included in this hinterland were !

‘Deer Lake, Badger, Grand Falls, Botwood Gander, Notre Dame '

Junction,- Glenwood and Twillingate. The communities at which .

’_'purchases were made by those staying at Crabbe s River Park

'included Port—aux-Basques, st. Andrews,_Doyles, Codroy, St.‘:

Vincent S, St. Georges, Stephenville, Corner Brook and Woody

:.Point '&he hinterland of Mary’ March Park cbuld not be identified-

because theré were no replies to‘the appropriate question On the ’

Y . .

L.

v . - ) . ' .
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or’ Grand Codroy, Flatwater Pond,: Windmill

The hinterlan £l
_lBight, and La Manche are wn on Figure 4-32. The hinterland
for Codroy Park includes the settlements of Port—aux—Basques,

Doyles, Upper Ferry, Codroy, Corner Brook, and Deer Lake.

The hinterland of Flatwater Pond Park includes the settlements
- of Deer-Lake,'Baie Verte, and La Scie., The hinterland of'
”Windmlll Blght is quite compact for the most part, and the'

‘

settlements 1ncluded here are Gander, Lew1sporte, Clarenv1lle,\
Lumsden, Newtown, Wesleyville, Badger's Quay, Pool'S'Island, o
'Vaileyfield; and Pound Coue. Rurchases made by those people
staying atﬁLa ﬁanche Parg:during their stay were‘made in St.
John s, Cape Broyle, and’ Ferryland o ‘A

The hinterland for Piccadilly Head Park is showh 1n ’
Piéure 4?33,‘as are the‘hinterlands for Indian_RiVer and Dildo. -
'Run‘Parks. .The hinterland'for Piccadilly Head:includes the A
settlements of Lourdes, Piccadilly, Port au Port StephenV1lle,
.COrner Brook, Deer Lake, Woody Point, and Grand Falls.‘.The.
:hinterland for ‘Indian River Park anluded Corner Brook Stephen—
ville, Grand Palls, Gprinqdale, and Gander. The hinterland

: forfDildeRun Provincial Park is, contained within'a verf small '
) H .
-
area.- anluded in the settlements 1n this hinterland are Dildo,

"'Summerﬁord Virgin Arm, and Tw1llingate. L
The communities where purchases were made by those staying

'at Barach01s, qpnathan s Pond, and Lockston Path Parks are

5

shown in Figure 4 -34. The hinterland for Lockston Path includes “ e

.the communities of Port Rexton, Tr1 ity, and Clarenville, while

n L 4
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the hinterland of Jonathan's Pond Park includes Gander and

-

Gander Bay.~ The hinterland of .purchases made by.those staying -

at Barachois Pond Park extended from Port-aux-Basques .to

Gander. Other”communit;es included in thig hinterland were -
Doyles; st. George'e, Fiat.Baf, Port au Port, Stephenville,

| StephenvdlleZCrossing,"Cornef Brooh, Woody Point, Deer Lake,
Pasadena, Botwood, and Grand Falls. ‘

The hinterland'for Otter Bay, Beothuck} Ffenchman's
Cove, and'Guehue's Pond Parks are shown inp Figure 4-35} _The
‘ hinterland'for the dtter Bay'Prouinclal Park was Port-aux- = .
'_BasqueS'in the west and Rose Blanche.in the east. Beothuck
":Park's hinterland.included Peterview, Bishobs Falls,‘Grand
Falls.and Gander; .The hinterlandifor Frenchman's Cove Park |
'.was very compact and included the settlements of Grand Bank,
Fortune, St.,Lawrence, Burin,iand MarystoWn . Included in the.
Jhinterland for’ Gushue's Pond Park were the communities of
Clarenville)‘Whlthourne, Qarbonear,,Bay Roberts{ Cupids,
ﬁrigus,'Avondaie, Harbour Main; Holyrood,land St. dohn's.~

, The hinterland of" another four of the prov1ncia1 parks
is shown in Flgure 4- 36. The hinterland for Cheeseman Park
extended as far- north as Corner Brook and also 1nc1uded the'
communltles of Stephanvxlle, Jefferies, Codroy, Doyles, and .
Port—aux*Basques. The hinterland of Rlver of Ponds Park. was .

e

fairly extensive.' Settlements where purchases were made by

"~‘those staylng at Rlver of Ponds include St. Georges, Corner

14

Brook Rocky Harbour, St.- Paul's, Hawkes Bay, Cow Head

[C * . 7 R - . ’ <}
. . . - . .

.\‘
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Parson s Pond, Portland Creek Daniel's Harbour, Bellburns,"
'River of Ponds, Port-Saunders, Pdrt au Choix, Brig Bay,
'Plum Point, Forrester s Point Flower s Cove, 1! Anse aux‘d
fMeadows, St. Anthony, and Pollard S . Point. The - hinterland of
Catamaran Brook Park was ‘also fairly\ertensive. Included"
-in. it were the communities of Corner‘Brook Pasadena; Buchans,‘
o ’ (Millertown, Buchan s Junction Badger, Baie Verte, Springdale,..-
' Twillingate? Lewisporte, Bishop S #&113, Grand Falls, Gander,
Brookfield, Eastport, Traytown, Glovertown,.Terra Nova, and
Port. Blandford. The hinterland of Butter Pot Provincial Park
. included the communities of Bellevue, Clarke s/Beach, Harbour
Grace, Brigus, Holyrood, Kelllgrew 8, Manuels, and St. John's.

S "~ The distribution of the hinterlands for the final. three,

. provincial parks sampled is shown in Figure 4~ 37 The hinter;

'land for Mlddle Brook Provinc1al Park extended from Goobies ' -t

to Wesleybllle and’ included such communities as Port Blandford, )
Eastport, T towhi, Glovertown, Gambo, Dark Cove, Mlddle Brook,
~ ‘and Gander,rai:le the hinterland for Sop's Arm Park* was - 3 Fkt
. covered by the communities of Grand Falls and SOp s Arm

‘The final hinterland to. be considered is ;hat of Squires .
- | . .
Memorlal Park The communitles where purchases were made’ by

. . -« those campers. staying at this park r?cluded Grand falls,

":\““%gﬁ\\Springdale, Baie Verte, Hampden, Cow Head, Wbody Point, Cormack,'
Deer Lake, Steady Brook Corner Brook, Stephenville, Robinson s

- L]

and Port-aux—pasquesx R

- The- results of the sample taken show that the spending
by those staying at provincial parks is fairly Well distributed

- . ’o.'
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" urban centers. ¢ ' . : S
:"‘ . . ‘ ' ' ‘.,‘ . . N o T ‘ to. ) B
"On Way Home" Purchaées‘,~ . R \“Fx\;\N\, sl

the sampled group on their

| For the 158 parties sampled, thls Was an average expendlture of ';-\,

. :$32 77 made 1n thls provinCe.;:" ." . 7, !/;:_ﬁm'

. ’!,. ’ ’ - - - . a

y t

throughout most oj the_island.. It;would appear that the-size T
of the ‘hinterl of'the various parks'is in direct proportion o
j - .

to the number of V1s1tors staylng at a partlcular park For
/ - N

s JIN , :
-example, Dlldo Run, whlch ‘has a small number ‘of campers )
staylng 1n relation to Barachois Park has a ‘far smalIEfT///;/ )

hinterland than does Barachois Pond Park. Another conclusion‘
’ <

that-can be drawn_from this segment of the sample is that

the larger'urban centers across thefproVince seem  to benefit

" most by having'a camping park locaﬁed'nearhy”' It seems that oo

most of the spendlng by the campers 1s done in these 1arger
e R

Con51deratlon w1ll now be glven to the purchasas made by

\way home from the parks after thelr -7

- . »

,tr1p . L ‘ - N

t . !

Thé Canadlan group sampled spent a total of $8}783 as they
®

’ made thelr way to thelr re51dencestafter their park v151t. Thls f

\ ‘ }_ :

was an’ average per party purchase of $55 59. 0f the§$8 783 total“

spent on the/way home, $5L177 or 58 9% was spent in

. k‘ - . -‘

As mlght be expected for this segment of the recreation

I
N, L e

Q)

experlehce, most of the money spent was for gasoline and jﬁf,

' automobile servrcesm This commodmty accounts for $2 740 of\the R

totalh and of thds}!$l,3§0 was spent in Newfoundlanda ,The nemtr'

' largest amount was for'me 1s in restaurants and, this totalled*“ Lo

. . 4 ‘ 0 " . . T
- . . . L L . !

. ‘s . L ol e . L v
B J . ot , : . . ) “) PR \\-- © s L . '\ :
: .o HE . ) ) LT ‘r” ) [
\ . 1‘ -C 2 R ; ' o . vy , o, . L .
' \

| . . r '

ewfoundland. 8
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$997;'of which 5528,was spent in thls provdnce. fﬁ“total of '

$972 was spent for grocerles and beverages and $402 of this

amount was spent 1n Newfoundland. The totals for most other s
- : y

commoditles amounted to 1ess than $§00 each (Figure 4-38).. N

In Newfoundland most of the expendlture was made at .=,
exit p01nts (Flgure 4 39) ’ The town of Port-aux-Basques recelved

the_largest amount ‘of tourist exit’ spending, $l,320, most of

which was spent for gifts, curios,.and souvenirs. .Argentia was

4

" the community which, received the second largest.amount of

-

expendlture, a total of $698 all of whlch was For glfts, curlos, !

and souvenirs. St John s recelved the thlrd largest proportlon

of expendlture, $591, of wh1ch approx1mately f1fty per . cent was
n ’a..)v-

' spena\for grocerles,fgasollne and automoblle services and

restaurant meals.‘ Other fairly’small purchases were made inj

o . _— . op
such communitles as Carbonear/ Clarenville, Candef, Crand Falls,

P

Botwood Corner Brook, Stephenv111e,_St Georges, and . St.

Fintan 8. (Figure 4- 3°) f':yﬂ
e .
" The Amerlcan campers sampled#bn the survey spent a total

of $13, 121 on thelr way home from’ the pérks. Of this amount

$5 432 was sbént in Newfoundland The total average expendlture

sper party was. $83. 70, while the’ average per party spent in-
Newfoundland was: - $34, 60., The $5,432 spent in\iveoundfand by

the Amer1¢an group represented 47. 5% ‘of - the total amount spent\\'.

»

by th;s group on their way home. from ‘the par?s..,
Agaln the single 1atest commodlty purchased by the sampled

group was asollne and automobile senv1ces, ‘of whlch the total
Vs

expendit&re amounted .to $3 898 'Of ;his amount, $699 was spent

, \q



o
,
1]
>
‘
.
PR
L
.
-

Yy .
L ]
» $3,000 T
4 [
PR XY :

Q -
. $3000 -

- 166. - \}_ o i' L
.PUrchéses_Made"By | )
‘Canadian Sample - -

- OnWay Home - .- |

- ' " ., “ .
E:j In Newfgundiend - . . N .

{

. - o © ' * \
Outside Newfoundiand ’ " :

1 6 .
, .

v .

This graph shows the total purchases
'* by commodity of the Canadian group
‘pampled and what part.of the tbtal.
‘purchase was made in Newfoundland
and outside Newfoundland. : e
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in Newfoundland‘\7The secoud‘largest single'ekpenditure was o '

-0

on curios, gift{/ and souvenirs, and this accounted for a’
total of $3 232, of which $3 076 was spent in "this prov1nce.
Groceries accounted for $1 460, of which '$390 was spent in .- 0 7

'Newfoundland, hile the expenditure for~restaurant meals

A amounted to $1, 419, of which $352 was spent here. Expendituresl

.:after their trip to Newfoundland..

s
for other commodities were relatively smaller (Figure 4-@0).

kS

g " The communities where the expenditures made by the

American sample ‘on their way home forom the parks in Newfoundland
can be seen in Figure 4 4a1. The Situation is similar to that
of the Canadian group in that the largest expenditure was made.l
in'Portfaux—Basques.- The,economy of this community'penefitedr
by,aﬂtotal of $l,557'spent hy Americanzvisitorsuheaded home 9
3 the‘\tbtal exﬁenaitu're,
$1,463 was spent on curios, qifts, and souvenirs. mhe community
‘which received the second highest economic - benefit‘from these ,:al !
VlSltorS was Argentia. Of a total of $l , 206 spent ig’this
community, $l 202 was spent on curios, gifts, and souvenirs.
In_St. thn-s and'Corner Brook these ViSitors spent-$llo and

§242 respectively. Other communities whichrbenefited by ‘ ", “

spending from this. group were,Placentia Bay L Argentf’Gander,

.4

Grand Falls, MillertOWn, St. Anthony, Flower s Cove, Forrister 's
POint, Rocky Harbour, Deer Lake,-qtephenVille, and Doyles.

| The expenditures made by the Newfoundland group sampled on
gﬁhgir way  home from the parks‘amounted to $6 561. \This was an

,average of $8 32 for gach of the 789 parties sampled Again

? \ ,. EN
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SRS hy commodity of the ‘Américan group | .
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the commodity on which most money spent was gasoline and
automobile supplies. This accounted for ‘an expenditure of

$3 494 (Figure 4 42) The next’ largest expenditure was for

L\-

,restaurant meals, totalling 51, 269 Groceries and beverages

were next and these cost- the sampled group $805. These three

commodities amounted to $5 658 or 86% of the total expenditure'

" made by the’ Néwfoundland group sampled on the way home from

_the parks. ._' ~ " S s
” Thejcommunitieszin:mhich mostlofgthe expenditures~were
e are located inlthe-east‘central_area of the'prouince‘
(Figure 4—45) 'ln‘Gander these.Campers'spent $753 on their -
.way home from the parks, in Grand‘Falls $667, in Corner Brook
$360, in Clarenville $353 ‘gnd 1n ‘Deer Lake ¢320. As can-
_ be seen from Figure 4- -43, the communities 1n which the dargest

sums_ of monqy were spent are thoSe Whlch are . con51dered to be

aurban centers and/or those located along major access routes.

,"_However, it can also be readlly seen that numerous small

,purchases were made .at various communities scattered throughout
c s .

.,the wHole 1s1andr

"A consideration of the total expenditure made . by the group

e L

sampled shows,that hy far the largest eingle commodity which .

was. purchased by thzs group on the trip h?memfrom the parks was

: for gasoline and automobile supplies (Figure 4- 44) . For the'

entire sample this commodity cost s10, 133, of which SS 553 was

.spent in Newfoundland . The next 1argest expenditure oﬁ the
&

sampled gnpup was for restaurant meals, and this cost $7 908

£
; e ’ . . N
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e
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Purchases Made By
Total Sample
iy On Way Home

e
$8,000 — -1 -
—
D In Newlcundiand
E Outside Hewloundiand
§7,000 — b
] This qraph shows the total purchases
- by commodity by the entire group
sampled and what part of the total
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" "At Home" Purchases (After Trip) - -

- _1_75,'-.

of which $2,‘,149\.w'as- spent in the province. The next largest -

_expendi'ture’ was’ for gouvenirs, gifts,. and curios, and an amount

of 85, 747 was spent for these, of whic.h $5',35'40 was spent in
Newfoundland ' ' . ' '
The total expend : ure__for the Sampled group on’ items

purchased on: the way home from the parks. was $32 688, This

)’7 U‘

is an average of $29 61 per party for each of the 1,104 groups.

\sampled. The total expendlture in Newfoundland was $i7 170,

rd

"and -this amounts to a per party average expendlture of SlS 5.

-The $17 170 spent in Newfoundland represents 52.5% of the total

expenditure made by the sample "group - on theJ.r way home from -

the parks.

”

PRI I

Consideration will now be given- to tho'se ekpendiotu'res ,

[ 4

'made after the sample group returned home from the trip to the

parks and Whlch were dlrectly attributable to. that trlp.

The total purchases made by the Canad:Lan group sampl:’ed was

«

' §594. For the 158 partles this was an average per party
,-expenditure of $3 76.- Of ‘the total»of q594, gasollne and

' ;automoblle services accounted fo:r;, 5425 (Figure 4-45). Photo*-

3 N .

..graphlc supplles and deVelopment accounted for $86 of the

total amount followed by grocerles wh:.ch accounted -for S71.

' Sporting goods and supplles and restaurant meals accounted ’for

-

the othex $12. oW -' .

"The total "at home" expendlture fqr the llmerican group
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‘sampled was $181 For the 158 parties sampled this represents >
an average expenditure of $l I5 per party. ﬂ '
' Photo supplies and film develppment accounted for $ld4 of

Z\ﬁ the total ‘of $181 spent at home after ‘the trip (Figure 4~ 46) "'l

,

Gasoline and automobile services accounted’ for the other $37

t 2

None of, the parties stated any expenditure for the other _r,”, .
commodities 1isted in the questionnaire.

The total expenditure for the Newfoundland group sampled'

-¢

amounted'to $2 671. For the - 789 party sampled}{this is an

P

expenditure of $3.39 per party.. T - L U

I d

_ 'The commodity whach accounted for most of the expendlture/

' of $2,671 was groceries, amounting to $l 046, followed by-

gasoline -and automobile serv1ces which amounted to $807.. An ¥ "y

‘o

expendlture of $365 was made for photographic supplies and
. | o

'fllm development. The expenditure for the other commoditieSr T S” ‘

listed -on theé qnestloﬂnaire amounted to $453 (Figure 4- 47)

¢ S

The distribution of the” expenditures made upon the return

home after .the trip can be seen in Figure 4~ 48. ASﬂmight ‘be

IQ‘I

expected the largest total expenditures were made in the major

urbah area, of the prov1nce. The 1argest 51ngle total expenditureuy“

. was madetin St John s and amounted to’Sl 345, Corner Brook-
G"ranked next Wlth an expenditure of, $247,,followed by’ Grand Falls 'lé'.
_—‘with $147, and Gander thh $l36 Egpenditures between $25 and |
5100 were'made in such communities as BUrin,«DunVille, Bonavista,_?‘

',Glovertown, Indian Bay, Wesle ille, Lewisporte, Botwood, Baie

* ,Verte, and Stephenville, ,Purrhases of .1less than. $25 made by ,:' N
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~the Newfoundland sample in their home communities were made

.(ﬁigure 4- 49) ; The largest single expenditure was for gasoline

|" - 18l - . ) - ‘
. . . '
. ¢ f o . . ) R .
a . . .
-

4

in the settlements of SandyVille, Fortune, Placentia,
Cappahayden, Ferryland, Torbay, Wabana, Kelligrews, Holyrood, , s

Brigus, Bay Roberts, Port Rexton, Eastport, Springdale, Deer

-Lake, Doyles, Port-auXrBasques, and Isle aﬁx\Morts.

The total expenditure made by the sample in their home
communities after the trip which can he directl{-attributed ]
/kneir recreation experience was S$3, 446 This works out

to be an average of $3. 12 each for the 1 104 parties sampled

and automoblle supplies, $1, 269. The next 1arqest expenditure

~ was for groceries and’ beverages, and this amounted to $1,117.

{

V.The sampled group spent $595 on photographlc supplies and film

development in their nome communities after returning from the .
trip. The remaining $465.out»of the total of $3,446 was spent
< . ' t ' I

among. the other commodities mentioned in the questionnaire.

The total expenditure by, the'sampled group was $154,472,

.The sum of $97, 171 or 62 9% was the total spent in Newfoundland

However, only $27 946 or 18. l% was spent by the out of province -ff‘z

sampled camping parties., : L A L ;
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’ using the parks in 1970 will now be considered. '.' R

:Prov1ncia1 Park system was 37 035., The questionnaires mailed

A
.mult@lier -of 33.56. was used, - o .

. "At'\ff&gne’,' Purchases (before trip)

" an overall expenditure of $8'7 826, while the total expenditure
"total extended expenditure breakdown amounts to $315 161 for

'and beverages, $197, 688 for gasoline and. automobile services,,’

- . F . . . i '

L: 'P‘roje'cted‘ Estimate‘s' of Sample"Univers"e" '

- The estimated expenditure of the total camping universe

‘- 3

The total unive‘rse of camping parties using the Newfoundland

e

¢

out on a random basis totalled 3 806, of which 1,104 or 29. 01%‘

,‘/\

,-were returned Lo e

¢

. - \k
. By means of simple extens:Lon of the survey sample to
tc{tal universe of the 37, 035 camping parties using the parks in.

1970, it can be seen that the estimated total spending of those =

’ u51ng the parks system makes a cons:.derable contribution to

: time Prov1ncial economy._ I -

gle 51ze of the sample used was 2. C>8% of the total number

of camping parties in 1970 To obtain the various expenditures

| of the total universe of 37 035 camping parties, therefore, a |

}

n

N\ The total "at home" purchases by the sample amounted to
$29 ,300. The. extended total for Canadians in the un:LVerse of

)

37,035. is $102, 392, Extending the American sample, results in.

b

for the Newfoundland group is $793,090 (Figure 5—1) The

sporting goods and camping supplies, $254 417 for groceries

‘.\ . . . M ‘ a . . - - - ' . " . ,OL
. o . -

[T L :
DT el s
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'5$93 061 for clothlng and shoes, saa 932 for photographic

supplies, $26, 545 for restaurant meals, $21, 511 for drug O

'-.‘

'store supplles, and $6 008 for unspecifled. 3.

The 1nferred total expenditure for all campinq parties

o »‘ln 1970 1s $983, 308 | of this amount, $793 090 was spent 1n: A:

j'Newfoundland and is.not "new" money contributed to th&

_pronncial economy. However, such an amount is 51gnificant

‘to local businesses across. the province. '-V; o .

. =
L oA "«L

. . - . . .
° . .. - ) B : . .

" "on way",Purchases

_ During the trlp on the way -£0 the parks the total spent‘
’~'_ _1:' by the sample was $57 716{ of which $22,381 was spent ln
| Newfoundlahd. Of thlS$22 381, the sum of $8, 406 was spent
'_:?;"f.;. by the.out-of—province group in Newfqundland. '
' '”{,i\(‘ ‘ Extending these figures to the entire universe of
campers "in Newfoundland parks duning 1070, 1t is seen that D -}f;: o

" the total amount sgent on- the way . ‘to the parks was Sl 936 949

Q

The eXpenditure in Newfoundland by the group was $751 106 coe ;(
'(Figure 5 2) If the total expenditure.is broken down by L
point of origln, the Canadian portion of the universe '
'expenditure totals $660 226, of which $153 336 or 23% was
' spent in this province (Figure 5-3) ' Those campers thSe
'tﬂ( ) ffﬂ origin was the United States spent $807-722,'of which $128,770,
- "or 16% was spent in Newfoundland (Figure 5 4) The Newfound~:
land group spent a total of $469, 000 on their way to the ’.
.parks (Figure 5~5), - The greatest ekpenditure by both the {i”‘.: ’: ﬁ;‘

]

K . . “, ) . . ‘ .
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‘and Newfoundland.groupS'on which'the gréatest expenditure;

-‘camped at Barachois spentu$153 470 (14. 67%7, Butter Pot T

SCSICENRRE TS T-Y, SR Lo

-

Canadian and American group was for ferry tolls, which

a%ounted to almost $300 000 for both groups. If, for

Y

B3

can.belseen that thehcommoditiesvfor the: Canadian, American,

9

’ ’ - . - - Q R .
was made were: gas- and auto services, groceries and beverages,

L} ! s '

of the gfeater distance they had to travel to get to the parks

and the ferry costs.

. -

Purchases at Parks _ _ " °

+
—

The total- extended expenditure made by campers in 1970 °

r

while staying at the parks used in the survey was S1, 051, 166

' (Figure 6-6)Y.- Of this amount, the largest expenditure was

for. groceries and beverages, $203, 415 or 28% of the total,

which - is a significant amé;nt of bu51ness for ‘the small

fl

rural grocery: store trade.
The expenditure made by the universe‘while stayihg at

»

the various parks is shown in Figure 5-7. The groups who.

$127, 260 (12 1%),- Catamaran $122 393 (11 6%), No'tre, ‘Dame

$91,183 (8. 7%) and Riveﬂ of Ponds, $67,791 (6.5%) . Those T

-

'camping at these five parks accounted for %3 5% of the total

.~spent by those staying in the parks used for the survey. The‘"

i .
expenditure made by those wh&vdid rot list the parks at which

% comparison purposes, ‘we omit the ferry.toll expenditure, it o

‘and.restaurant meals. - The larger expenditure, proportionally, -

-by the Canadian and American groups would seem to bhe therresult:

¥

A

[ PR



e
o
.
.

K4

.
.
a
.
.
B
i
w
' -

«

$100,000

Baverages
- .
¢
. . ‘.
: M ’
' A
P
SRS !

Groceries | Cavping
Fees

wto .
Services

[ -
LT .
- R

Pasls

Flg. 15—6' .

. . - . . ' ' -
\ v - Yo
' . C ° AR Y N
"'. ' : ' - > -
\» - . » . - ,' K3 .
" . . } , .
. 1y . ’
—_ 1 nl - i
\ ' N . ' .
.t ' '
Extended Sample Purchases . ,
. i L
- s A b . : o
N N N ) Lo .
. At Park o
. . .t -y '
. kY ’ - . .
S L - ar . ' . .
. ' : ' , !
o - 6 ~ ' g .
. ) ’ . '
. N T, N - "
. _ ,
, . . , -
1 3 - \ ' L4
o '. - . . . ¢ . .
N ) . ; f . ! B
’ ) 85 -
. ' 0y 3 4 N - * o
" - . < . -
M 1
l. .
. ‘ . e i
- { , ’ A
.~ I -
. . R , - o . ] .
’ 1
. L . e -—-'(L i (4._._., "
X _ P .
tas and | Restaurant | €11ts and | Soortieg | Tlothing | . Other  [Photagroph-| breg Store( fodging .
t N . Grigs | Goods - snd s |t Supettes| Swpplias | Corta

.
.
1
.
L

.
[
1
°
I
PN
[ .
L, .
\
a7
' f
- N
.
' .
i 1
.o~
,
s [N
. 5,
1
o
- Pats




e ) . Extended Sample P.u'r,ch'ases
$130,000 __,ﬂ. AtParl( —
.uo.oo’o -ﬂ . :’ : ‘ . ny
‘ s'ﬁggg'.gzas-'gg.ssgagg;Hﬁ‘s"‘ 1R k
: w | B . " w | = . E "l a - ).
N e 55 ES Bi"iaé'ig' el g
g Fl §§§§§§§§§s 'ﬁg e T
o | T " Flge 5e7 . o ',
e o '

:‘“G. .




~ 193 -

they stayed or who spent money while staying at a park not
rused in the survey, (principally Terra Nova National Park),
totalled $1,0l8;647. Thie amount plus the'$l,QSl,166"
spentlin the sampled parks totals $2,069,813."'For the total
lof-37,035 camping parties, this is an average‘expenditure_of

$$55.89,

On Way Home Purchases

on the may to their home;communities, the extended

Canadian spendinq totalled $294,757. Of 'this, $173,740 or
58.9% was spent while still in Newfoundland (Figure 5-8); - d
The expenditure of the American groups while on the-way'home
was $440,341, and of this, $182,298 or 41.4t'was spent?i_ .
thie province (Figure 5-9). The ﬁewfoundland portion ofﬁ:Ee
~camping groups universe spent a total of $220,l8l on their

way home (Figure 5-10). T o
| The total extended expenditure made on the way home ;rom
zthe parks was $995,285 (Figure 5-11). The amount of $576,225
or 58 9% was spent in ‘Newfoundland by the group. The Canadian

and American segments. of the universe spent $356 038 or 35 8%

-b'l

" while still in Newfoundland

e . o , Lot

At Home Purchaseé (after trip)

o

"The Tat home" purchases made by the Canadian group amounted

to an extended total of S$Y9, 935. For the American parties, the_ ,

‘total was $6,074, while for the Newfoundland sample it totalled
$89,639. The overall extended total was $115 648 (Figure 5*12)
Gasoline and auto services accounted for $42 588. of this amount,

& .

. while grLceries and beverages cost $37 487 Photographipﬁup
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supplieé, in all probability'fiim development, totalled
. X 1 : .

s

$19,968. ., o o

If the amount spent by the sample 1s'extended to include
the'entire universe of 37 035 campers, it totals $5,082;356 . . v
for 1970m, The sum of $2{337;287 was spent in Newfoqndland_
and of this amount, $938, 042 is projected'to have been
-spent hy the non-reeident'groﬁps and nay be oonsioered-"new".
-money added to the economy 6? the province. |

"In lgkﬁf the salary budget of the Provinc1a1 Parks
.Service amounted to $373,200, while operation and naintenanCe
‘costs totalleq.$165,300, for an overali.cost_of $538,400;

The "new“‘money added to the provinpiai economy in 1970
by thpse out~of—province campere was $938.042 'The total
?perational cost of the parks in 1970 was 8538 500 Thus ) N
there was a projected net profit" (increased cash flow7 of !:-

' $399,542 accruing to the provincial economy . |

Sunmarz’"
-Statistics gathered by the Newfoundland Provincial Parks
Serv1ce have shown that the number of campers to total visitorsi
range from approximately-3% to a high of 20%. It is ohvious
therefore that the overwhelming majority of visitors to

(Newfoundland-provincial parks can be“classified aS‘day—nse
visitore., Therefore the parks system should -be palnned and

managed so’ as to cater to.a higher degree to day-use visitors.

. Statistics also show that by far the qreatest number-of

._._.,_.__——1_—. ; —_—
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v131tors to the parks come- from Newfoundland. From 1960 to'

2

1971, 90.8%° of all the visitors to the parks were, from

-

Newfoundland, while 5% were from mainrggg Canada, 3.4% from

I

o the United States, and-.ﬁ%-from other.countries, It is ,

a

obvious then that for many years to come the Parks Service
wiil have to cater to the local park visitor.
-. The parks v1sitors of American origin come mostly from
the northeastern seaboard of the United State51 Therefore
~this is‘the area in which any promotion for Newﬁoundland
' wprovincial éarks, or for that matter, for any tourism promo-“
;tion of any kind, should be concentrated. The parks that
..are most popular with the American campers ho were surveyed ‘ .
',' ! show these to be-Che%feman Park, River of Ponds, Barachois, -

-

Notre Dame, ﬁa'Manche, and Squires Memorial. ’Perhaﬁsfin R o

these parks some facilities should he. provrded to cater

-spec1fica11y to . American tourists. However, that is not to ,
- say that these facilities canndt be used by any park visitor
iﬁ-they'so desire. | -" o _ o ,i' I
The Canadian campers.surveyed showed that most of them " K Y
came from Ontario, %ollbwed by Nova Scotia, Quebec,'and New e
f Brunsw1ck, these provinces accounting for 93% of the total '
replies. Thus, it would seem obvious that Néwfoundland tourism
'promotion should be conCentrated in: these provinces. The parks
most frequented by the Canadian visitors sampled were Cheeseman*

.Park Barachois Pond, Notre Dame, Bellevue Beach, and Squires

’G "ﬂ : Memorial. It might be well if the Provincial Earks Service

«
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were to investigate the .possibility of the need -for facilities

to_cater strictly to the Canadian visitors.to these parks. ' .

The origins of the Newfoundland’campers replying to. this -

-5 tEr ("._.(

survey were sPread all_across the island of Newfoundland.

-

However, campers from what may be considered urban areas of

the province accounted for 70% of-the park visits. St. John's’
was the leader with 39% of the total, followed by Corner prook,-
Gander, and Grand Falls."The most popular-parklfor the. |
.Newfoundland.visitors was Catamaran,‘followed by,Barachoisa
Pond,tButter'Pot, ﬁotre Dame, Gushue‘s'Pond, and.BelleVUe heach.

In the sample used for this the51s, it was shown that the
'average size of a campingv'party for the whole sample was 4.—;)21 - g
.persons.a The average size of the parties from Newfoundland was,

'i4ﬁ;8 people, of mainland Canadian orig1n.3 28 persons, and from
' the American sampie the size of the party was 3 46 persons. - C

r

The average - age of the head of the party sampled was 38.7

> ‘&
years. - According to origin, the aVerage ages were, NewfoundIand

',37.8 years, mainland Canadians 37 3 years, and those from the
"' United States 44.6 years.' The average age of the wife of the
| party was 36. 3 years. By origin the average ages were, 35 6 p -
years for the Newfoundland group, 34.9 years for the mainland N
Canadian group, and 42, years for the Americans. The average ;i.

~

_ number of- children per party was 1, 84 with those in the 6-10 \ ' o

- - . . o -, RIS Al

year group being in/the majority.

‘Educational~standards showed those.from the United States .lfﬁﬂy

were best’ educated, having 37 4% of the sample completing .j;lﬁi ;:.[;g




' was camping, of which 86 5% of the Newfoundland sample,\iﬁiS% e A-ﬂ
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- . : : . p
post-graﬁuate work UniverSity graduates accounted for 27,6% =y

of the’ educational attainment of the mainland Canadian group, _- Lo

.while Nwaoundlanders who completed high school only were in' . o E

the ma]ority in the sample (40. 57%) The wives in the sampled E (" {

group showed that those from Newﬁoundland had 47.35% gho completed—’////z;
high school only. ‘The lar¥est group by educational attainment . . f
Y

-

for both the Canadian and American sample\:as university.gradu-«
ation and’ accounted for 34. 02% and 35. 71% respectively of these
two groups. 5 '

The correlation ‘between educational attainment and income .

\'

was very. obvious in this sample The average income: for the -

American sample was $15 QQB, for the mainland Canadian group

\

$12,577,. and for Newfoundland part of E/B/Samplt it was $9, 011.

81% of)the American sample had family incomes over $10 000, the

« - . S

éanadian sample had 63% above SlO 000 while only 32% of the ,.i'

-
o

Newfoundland group had incomes of $1o0, 000 or more. ' . '~" . .

The main purpose of most parties for Visiting the parks‘

of the Ca/adian sample, and 79.2%. of the American sample 5 atedf
this as their main reason for coming to the parks.' The second R f:t:_
most important reason for tne Newfoundland group for ‘visii ';'::. A ‘ﬂ
theaparks was sw?mming (41 5%) The Canadian group stated N

~that picnicking was the second most importanE reaSOn (35 2%),‘

and the American group claimed that viewing scehic 1andscapes‘-.

was ‘the second mdst&émportant reason (30 l%) éyewfoundlanders_“uigsrf; P

once again gave swimming$as the third most important reason for ~’H'Q;-

[ .o
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. two’ days dur%tion‘ The overall_average length of stay for the

' Newfoundlani%:ample .was 2 8 days, the Canadian sample was 1 3 ifi“ :

.t B 1_““- ,.'_'. ',." . ‘-. . _:-.:.. qv
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]

v151ting the parks (26 l%)., Both the canadi n and the;Americanx

parties sampled stated that viewing scenery was the third most "\

important reason while they camped in Newfoundland, 31 8% and e S ;'
26.2% respectively. e : o -_ e
‘_ . "‘_\ . '
In the overall sample, the most frequently used mode of ' -

transportation and accommodation Was the family car with tent

) o

trailer,’ The Newfoundland sample showed’ that 10. 1% used family

L TN

car with tent'trailer, Canadian sample had 39.6% a family car

with tent, while the Ameriean sample ghowed that 35.9% of this

¢

group used a fgmily car w1th tentl The modes of- transportation

ot A

which ‘include family qar, fag_ly car with trailer, family car

L3

d with tent trailer, and family ‘car with tent, count for 933

- S . ' o

of the total sample which answered the question concerning mode

°

of transportatlon.

'3 " oLy L
I : e

The most frequent 1en§th of Btay in one park was of one
ey [y ' R ..’
day s duratipn._ This was_ ﬂollowed ‘by a two. day stay. -The S

Newfoundland sample. was;almost divided equally between a one,

anq two day stay'VBO 5% and 21 6% respectively ) The sample |
for mainland Canada, however, showed that 65. 6% of the total E o
days stayed in‘Newfoundland provincial parks were qf‘one day s :rf .
duration, followed by a two—day stay which accounted for 22.2% o
of the total number of days v1sited.$ Thés\\\r;gan campers
sampled showed that 57% of the total days spent in Newfoundland‘ffﬂ;; a:=

>

Pr°Vi“Cial parks were Of,one day s duration and 24 g3’ were Of T el 5
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days and the American sample was 1. 5 days. The‘overall average N .
length of stay for the total sample was 1.87 ‘days per park. o

3

Qp‘to 1910,’the total cost of the Newfoundland prov1nc1al
parks system, has.been,SS 238, 600, - Approx1mately .$4, 400 000
was spent in the parks used for thls study. The total capltal "_..'
costs of - the parks in the Newfoundland system was approximately ‘
$l %00 000, of whlch S] 400 000 was spent in the sampled parks.-
The capital cost as a*percentaqe of the total cost,fOr these

parks ranges from 26% to 52%. The cost of operatlon and mainten-

. ance of the selected parks ranged. from $31,000 to $280 oo0. ¥ :

’.
\

~
”

.
v '

d

Salaries as a percentage ‘of these costs went 42% to 68% or an ;.
[ . -

average of 57% "The average capital cost per acre of parks to

1970 was approximately 451, whlle the- average cost per’ acre'. T

/
[

was $151 -lu . ' . C '. R f o /
o7 “ ’ : . & o

The Parks Serv1ce flrst began to collect revenUe in 1@66

and from that year to 1970 the\total amount colle ted was S _ -

$300,832, gf which $258,581 was.collected in the surveyed’parks.-' ’

The amounts ofwrevenue‘qollected ranged :from $527 collected 15'&
L= o . ' . i n ' ‘.
Otter Bay Park for a period of twp years, to $35,909 cpllected %
. ‘ 'y
;n”Butter Pot Park for a five year period. - L

'? o

fﬁ: It is dodbtfhl whether the revenues collected fro% park o
users: couldscover the total’ expense of cons&;uctlon, maintenance,

< e v
and, operatlon of. theoparks. However, it is in the realm of . ‘

o

'possfbility that the revenue collected could cover the cost of

e .
salaries to those directly responsible to the day “to day operation

of the parks. If a fee of 50¢ per party of Jfour- had been collected | o

from the appgoximately 2 000 oob partigs whlch v1sited the parks

LA
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since their establishment, this would have-been:a revenue'of
$1,000,000. This compares favorably to the total. of:Sl:297 000

that has been spent on salaries th%; far for all parks' personnel -
1nclud1ng administration and headqu rters staff. Add to this

‘amount the revenue that could have bheen collected from the

camping parties (144,250~part1es of one.day duration), this

would :total approximately another $230,000 which can be added

~

to the $1,000,0n0 stated.previously. Thus it is not ﬁnreaqonahle i

toﬂstate that the revenues collected in the parke could~pay=for¥l~~4—t—>\§

the total salaries of all those working in the entire parks system. .

¢ d

Y The total expenditure ‘for the sample group of 1,1n4 amounted

to_$15Q,239,of this - $97,161 or 64.7% of the total was spent in

L )

Nveoundland The total per party average expenditure'was ' et

$136 62, while total per party expenditure in the province was k'
©

$88 01. The per person .total expenditure (for a party of four)‘

was $34”02 but the per person expenditure in Newfoundland ) .
& .

dropped to $22. 3 For}the'average ten day vacation spent. in the -

I

parks, this amounts to $3. 40 per person total expenditure per . .
day and $2.20 per. person expenditure per day spent in Newfoundland

-~

The total purchases made by the Newfoundland sample amounted
to $66,839 for aﬁsample totalling 789 groups. This works out
.to be an average_per party puréhaee of'$34.7l\oria per person'
‘average purchase for party of;four'of $21.18.. 4§'"“arten day .
staf, this works out to be Sé 12 per person‘per day.
J The total expenditure for the Canadian.sample was $37 101 _
For the sample of 158 parties, this is an expenditure of $234 82 .
. per party. ?he cost.per person for a party_of four was $58.71

)

«
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and for an average stay of ten days, this amounted to $5.87

. per .person. The total amount spent by the sample in Newfoundland‘
/ ' ’
was $14,741. For the 138 parties, this amounted to $93 30 as-

the average ,purchase per party. Divided by fOur, the sum of

$23 33-1i% obtained which works out to an expenditure for the -

'ten day stay of $2.33 per person. X
)t

For the’ American sample of 157 groups, the total purchases

~ for the camping trip amounted~to $44,987. The_average per
party expenditureawas $286. Sﬁ which was expenditure per~person .
lfor a party of four of $7l 63. This amounts to expenditure for
a- ten-day’sfdf of” $7 16 per person per day. The total spent
,.by the American sample in Newfoundland was $14,269 ‘for a per

party average of $90. 88, This works out to be a per person .
_,average of $22.72 or $2.27 per person per ‘day for a ten day '

‘stay., If the average per person expenditure df'$2 24 per day .5 .
spent in Newfoundland is multiplied hy . the total number of '

campers for 1970, the total expenditure by. these campers is

i £
\

$331 813 68.

‘7 - A .
el : o . o
The basic intent of this paper has been to. examine the .

social and economic characteristics of V1sitors to the provincial
parks system and their influence on the economic mileau of the

province, - Such facets as age, sex, education,‘payment, and the
v 1
size and composition of various camping parties has been studied.

'Also attempts have been made to identify those who camped in

the provincial parks by means of origin, income, and mode of ,".
: \
travel. Not only have Newfoundland based camping groups been T

studied, but as well, those from mainlana Canada and the United”- f . ;MQ

r . . L
- . '_ o . . n LT,
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States have been included. This was done so as to determine
what effects these outside campers have had on the Newfoundland

4

economy and to ascertain if their. social characteristics were

2

any different than the,Newfoundland sample. . As to the economic
aspects of the prouincial’parks s;stem on the provincial econonmy,
such factors as the cost of development and maintenance of the
parks have been shown and, as well, the contribution of those
pegple using the parks to the provincial economy has also been
determined..“ , | ' o - '. 2

The justification for such a studp'has_heen plainly stated; '
The most‘obvious justification for such a study is that very: |
little'is known about;the social:and economic aspects of those.
using the.camping facilities~of'provincial parks is known at | §N
present. As well,.planning has not been based.on an assessment -
of variouthypes of'demands for differnet sorts.ot facilitiesa: | >
in the provincial parks. Aslo, studies of this tfpe done in |
Jarious other sectors of North America may not be applicable to
'the Newfoundland scene because of “the geographic situation of
'Newfoundland and because of-Newfoundland's uniquejpopulation
distribution along its coastline. AsS well: itthas been .shown

that the provincial parks are a generator in the economy of the

Province. _ T R

Recommendations and Conclusions
a . . :
‘More studies are needg@h%; Néwfoundland,.not only dealing
_ with the provincial parks sys m,"hut ﬁith'the whole field of L

.tourism. ObVlOUBiy, much more useful data can be obtained from




- body of water.. This body-of water serves as a focal point
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such surveys than from the not too comprehenEive statistics

)

presently gathered by the Provincial Parks Service and other
. ST _ ) : ,

Government tourigm oriented agencies. It would seem, therefore,

that'snch surveys would be completeiy,juetified to'be carried

-

' outiat léast every five years, if. not within a shorter period

N L] D :. L] : 3 [}
of time, so as to determine the trends in social and economic

characteristics of those tourists Visiting the pro#ince. Tt

'is highly recommended, therefore, that serious consideration

be given to carryingtout such surveys at frequent intervals.
Such a series of surveys mould enable government to determine
tourism trends so as to plan deveiopment‘in a logical manner.
' There is an increa51ng amount of data becoming available
concerning various components of outdoor recreation. Because
of "the large populations centered in major urban areas, many
of these studies &eelfparticuiarly with the problem of the need

for outdoor recreational facilities near large metropolitan

hY

~areae. As well, the possibilities of multiple use for an&

.part1Cu1ar atea is also/ﬁeing considered quite closely in many

areas. This is particularly true -of areas containing a 1arge

for major recreational pursuits.‘ Other recreational studies
concentrate more on the economic aspects and benefits which
outdoor recreatiOnal pastimes can bring. An outdoor recreation
facility can provide income in an area where there are no other
possible ways of making a living; Besides the economic benefits
of, outdoor recreational pursuits, the social benefits provided

by ontgoor.recreetional,facilitieg have . also been studied. It

o et o =




| -209~. "
i - s .

has been shown' that the presence of such facilities can produce
a reduction in the need for law enforcement programs, mental
hOSpltalS, pehitentiaries, and other correctional institutions.
At'present, neither sociological or economic studies of‘outdoori
recreation are at a stage'where definite, precise, quantitative
measurements‘can.be taken. It will be necessary to refine the
methods.psed in such studies to a more precise-degree before

they can be ‘said.to be 'very accurate. (.

There were many favourable comments received from the S

sampled group aboutsthe.quality of the Newfoundland provincial
'parks system, However,lthere were several comments which
appeared on the . questionnaires again and' again dealinq:ﬁith.

. changes which these campers Telt would improve the service
provided 'in provinc1al parks. Many people suggested that
showers and laundry fadilities should be installed in at least
some. of the larger parks in the svstem. A large numher of the
sampled groups also felt that facxlities should be provided

‘ where such small staples as milk, bregd, and ice could be
:obtained Perhaps small concessions stores could be rented to

€

residents»of near-by communities where these items could be

‘,sold to park users., These stores could be de51gned by the
parks service so as to. blend with the ‘natural surroundings and
" not be esthetic eyesores within\yhe park

Many other campers suggested rather strongly that more and

E better . facilities be provided for trailers. Among the facilities o

suggested were on-site:electric power outlets, sewage dumping .

- station, fresh water hook-ups at each trailer site, garbage

J —.)




disposal areas'and‘larger, more accessible individual ‘trailer

‘scale map of the local area showing points of interest should

, Another suggestion:from many members of the group concerhec

. such a facility would do much to increase the enjoyment of the

-.210 - . o o v
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|

sites. As well, it was alsoisuggested that fresh water outlets

be more conveniently located at various' points around a camp- -

ground.

{ ' h -
SOme of the sample, particularly those from outside the .

province, stated their disappointment in a lack of more seaside

u

parks. They helieved the parks se:vice was not taking advantage

of an excellent recreational‘resource. Part of the group also

felt that some of the parks were too far off major highway routes'

to be readily accessible to most campers.- |
Other members of.the samhled group sdggested that.a small

he on display in each park. Other campers felt that 1nternal

security was lax‘or~non—existing. Farly morning or late evening

noise and’ non-campers in campgrounds disturbed the recreationa]

experience of many of them. Better methods of security should

be émployed by the patks service to protect those campers wishing_

to enjoy. peace and serenity of the parks, ’
the re-establishment of roadside picnic sites. Perhap5fthe parks
service should investigate the feasibility of establishing such\

sites in conjunction with scenic viewp01nts along major highway
&

f.routes. Other members of the sampled group suggested that o7

consideration be given to the possibility of establishing small
playgrounds in some of the camping areas at’ least. As most S .ﬂ!

camping parties are composed of at least one cr two small children,y f\

4
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cemping "experience.
The final maﬁor recommendation of. many of the sampled
parties elluded to the possible extension of the. operational
‘éeasoﬂn in some of the major provinc1a1 parks. Such activities
as winter camping, cross-—countny skilng and snowmobiling could
be.incorporeted .intlo,a winter program. ‘Not only would such a
p'rogram provide mo’re recreational outlets for the p'opu.l'ation
‘but would also prov1de employment for extra personnel in' the
parks during a period when many of them would be unemployed.
‘In'most areas of the vgorld today, the long run trend _of
p'ar'k quality'is’ downv.;'lard.' Newfoundland, however, is in a for-—
tnnate position. in this 're-gard. In this pr'ovince,.the parks |
system is still in.t:he early'deve.lopmental_ stage . and steps can
b.e taken'to ensure th:atl the parks are maintained at the highest
standard In. order to do this there are se{reral needs to be ,
satisfied in the construction of new parks and the development of\
_parks already built. First it is necessary to provide and
maintain the wilderness aspect within the parks. Then there‘ is
a need"to"sup'ply ad'equate and appropriate environmental ‘space for
both day-use activities as well as for extended stays. Also, it
is necessary to see that sufficient forest is availahle w1thin |
the park for essenti-el ‘firewood needs, posts, shelters, signs,
markers, bridges,\ and corduroy, etc; Finaliy, these every day .
.park needs should be satisfied without impa::.rment of the values
that recommended the site for park-development in the first

o instence. . To serve this end, commercial enterprises should be

kept to an absolute minimum and where permitted to exist in a




that such facilities can obtain interpretive elements such as

.of the 1andscape within ‘the park that could very rapidly make it e
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park they should he placed under the sole and strict dontrol of

[ ‘ N,

the parks adm1nistrat10n division. 'If ‘such steps are not taken,
Newfoundland's provincial parks could quickly‘ lose their
wilderness aspect which many people find 50 attractrive;

There are some facets of the provincial parks system

. which need improvement. There is a desperate need for more

1nterpretive faCllitleS in the parks. At present, there are very
few such facilities in the system and there is an urgent need of
them, not only for their educational value but also the fact that

they will help protect the n,atu_ral environment of the park in

. hiking trails: they will give: those people. using the park somer

' . . " S '
thing to do with their unoccupled time. ‘These faciliti.es can \

-contain in'terpretlive elements such as hiking trails, labelled

flora and fauna and small exhibits. More’ interpretation centers
should"be constructed in at least the larger parks. They’ would
help to attract more v151tors to the park and enable these

visitors to enjoy their stay ‘even more,. through greater awareness

‘of the natural surroundings.

Another facet of park development which needs more attention -
is the construction of more day—use areas or the enlargement of
present ones within the parks. One of the most important factors _ " .' '
which have to be cdnsidered,in the design of a park is the_
e'lement"of the human erosion. . If day-use f'acl:ilities: in ‘the -

prov:.ncial parks system are not expanded, many of . the parks will

be subjected to great overusage with resulting rapid deterioration
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,unsuitable for any form of recreational activity.

In broadening the power of ﬁewfoundland Parks Service,
consideration should be oinen to severai proposals.; One such
proposal which merits investigation is” the widening of the power
of the parks division to. 'desitjnate certain areas as future parks
or reserves. Once the parks service has designated such an area
"for a park, this designatlon should not be able to be changed
without legislative authority. As well, the plans and proposals
"of. other gove,rnment departments which may alter tl@ natural ’
1andscape in any way, such as the Power (‘ommission and Highways
o o D‘ep'artment,' sho{ald be required to be submitted to the Parks .
| Depa'rtment for study and' the recomme.ndations of the Parks
Department-cong:erning the effects of these plans on the naturali
. landscape should be given consideration in any new cons't:ructibn .
by .these other government ag.encies. '

Enother consideration which should- be given some detailed
t{xﬂy is the combinlng of the Parks DlVlSion with other divisions
of government in a new department There are several combinations
for the administration of parks in conjunction with other govern-

ment divisions. .vPossibl_).r the best combination for a new aepart—

. ment of governinent in this pro‘vince woﬁld beé the divisions of

' Provincial I_'arks,-Wildlifel,. Forestry and Crown Lands. These

‘units should be combined irfto one department so-as to manage the -
entire natural landscape as a unit. Another advantage to be |

)’

obtained would be that *communications between them would be more

o direct and much quicker th_an at present. Also there woulc} be
7 . - - more c'o:-ordinat/ion in such activities as planning, deVel'opment,' .




‘public education, ete. Finally, the unificati of these

* future park deVelopment be needed, but it: might perhaps be
' (<4 : .

advisable for the Provincial Parks service to -als'o' look further

‘provide only basic primitive facilitie® for the ‘campeg: or

‘natural environment will not be sufficient for future needs. A

14

divisions intd a new department may result ih a lowering of

costs because of a possible reduction in the overall numbers

A

of staff and the use of the same facilities and "~ equipment.
Because of’ ever—increasind population, more leisure time,
better methods of transportation and communication, and higher

incomes, 1t is conceded by most authorities that all over the

'~

world, expans:Lon_ in the field of Yutdoor recreation will continue‘.'

n

This will also be the case in Newfoundlend. With g.reater'

urbani'zat'i'on continuing in the province and with the population

’

expected to.’increase by at lea'st 50% over the next twenty years,

it is_obvious there will' he a need for expafhsion in the provincial
¢ /,
parks syster'n. Not only will the present areas reserved for

afield for poss:Lble park reservations so as to be able to cope

b,
'

with the ever-increasing number of people, not- only from the
province of Newfoundland but also from all of North America,

and perh‘aps' as ;nell'froni ﬁurope, who will use"prgv_incial parlte.
over the next twenty to thJ;e;izy year periodr | _’ , - !

The role of the Provincial Parks Service ha's been to . ) ‘

picnic]'cer. It would s‘eem, 'therefore, ‘that the present‘policy SRR

is to develop within the parks basic facilities to accommodate

camplng, picnlcking, swimming, hiking, and nature study in. a

' * .
. . Ty . N -
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"'_pa'rks,' not only for the behefi‘t for residents of the province

In view of the obvious future d'e\nqxd and the- pressures

'
l

.this demand will place on the provinc:ial parks system, it is

~

recommended that the’ following proposals be given conSideration

-

- as p0551ble areas which need 1ndepth study. A comprehensive '

L

revis:.on of the act and regulations governing prov:.ncial parks

is needed with a view to ,the demands’ that ,would be made uponj

themlin the next fifteen to twenty ye’a'rs.' ""The claseifi_éatibn

and zoning system to all future park development. The develop-

ment of various criteria fqr the identification of areas of -

. provincial s.ignif’icance wirdch should be incorporated withln a

!

provincia park. ‘A comprehensive’ review of the administrative

plant of [the Provinc:.al Parks Service to be able to meet the-
expanded range of respons:mbihties whlc'h is surely to he brought

about by a more diversified _type . of development. The -delineat_ion

of recreational activities and” development that pertain to 'social

rehabilltation from those that pertain strictly to the economic K

, aspects of tourism development. A_ study of the‘ feasibility of

possibly. extend_ing the. operational seas'on'o‘f the prov(inciai~

P 4 toA

A

'

"but also as a possible factOr which mig}}contribute further ‘

to ‘the economy of t}xe prov:n.nce. The protection of’ natural

>

_heritage areas within the province which aré not now the

responsibility of any provincial aQency, such as International.'

Biological Proqram Areas, bird sanctuaries, and unique landforms. ' .'

E Consxderation should also be given as to what extent the bevin-»

cial Parks Serv:.ce should bé responsible for non—urban recreational

use, development and control such as ski facilities, canoe trails,

. f
. . - ,
;v! ' v
4 T . 5
. . - . .
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v and snowmobile trails. ' ‘ . T N

o ‘ . - et

At present, the' prov:.nce is n the envialgle position of

just commencing to lay out a provincial parks ;cllevelopment - R <

sc-h'eme. Therefore, an ideal opportuni%y exists to ftake
‘ advantage of the many years experience ‘of other provincia]: and

state parks systems to develop the Newfoundland system as one ST
v ' of the best in North America’. oo e SN
Because provincial parks are one of the main components

]

_ . of the total recreational capacity of Newfoundlznd - their | .
- . preservation and developmentyshould be high on the '1ist'of '

SV ‘.prz‘..orities of the provincial authoritjes responsible for’ s‘ociavl'
.a"nd economic planniﬁ)g‘. X Unless Newfoundland's provincial, parks
" ' . . ] L * N ! - N .

are .develope,d and managed in the best interests 6f. future
generations, one of the province s most 1mportant resdurces I s

will be damaged :I.rrepairably. It is the responsibility of the a3 _ ...
. - .
present generation to ensure that this does not happen.

’ [ .-
B [N ' . . 5
. -
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.- MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND A E 4n - ’ .
T St ]ohn 8, Newfoundlnnd Canada * . S .
E@ . 4 ;. . = ' . v . . e
, r_bepartment of C«:og:airhy o ., " T v C
‘ . . - 'd . L e
* .\‘ -- " '.. '\'.\ A . . . N ) .
. S " August, 1970 . -
- e' ' : < s ’\ ' , ) .
" 'Déar Park gitor' . ) .
< ‘ \ ~cently ‘you - -visited a. park in the Newfoundland Provincial Park system,

+ o+ From amang 'the thousands who will visit .these parks during 1970, your name has
L been chosen at random, in the’ hope that you willcassiat us ‘in a-very important
-0 study being conducted .this year. , .
. , - ‘This study is beilng undertaken co assess . the impacb of provincial )
parks on the -economic life of ,elected areas of Newfoutidland .and the contribut-
.ion of the wholé Newfoundland ark system~to the economy, of the entire province.
It' is hoped tHat this atudy will assist the Provincial Parks Dept. in .
‘their-plans to improve the present park system and help them to select new locat=-

ions er future parks. Thus every completed .questionnaire.returned will be of

2 value. . L . . -
’ L - ) ; -D' . . . 0

N ) . s @a

\ C e N o * The quescionnaire is’ designed to answer such questiona as what kinds
of people use the parks, how long they-stay, how much money a group spends for
a visit to the parks and where they spend this money.. In answering the’ questions
', about purchases, only state the amount of money that can be dire¢tly attributed

® ° to the trip to the parks. : Please do not include purchaaes *which you have to make

" anyway for day to day living. ' For .example,.if you ordinarily spend $20.00 weekly

ofi groceriea, but’ .in the week you visited the parks you aspent $30.00, only give
. the difference that can ‘be attributed’io the park visit, in this case $10,00.

- Y Be assured that the answers you give on  the questionnaire are striccly"
confidential and ‘there is. no means of knowiug from whom the queetiounairea were
received. o o e . , o

* . M T <
¢ - .

‘A quick reply tp the questiJnuaire would be greatly'appreciated.

Thank yau in advance for your co-operation, - " ]

oy . - . .;-P ' . 1. . Sincerely" . .
- - N ,
- : “ [E
g - v . : - i . :
[ ,A.'.' ';.I ‘. Ew. Jmeam . ; ",f é‘ S
. - R " .Directok, . . - - ‘ .
- S A Ve - Economic Impact Survey L
' - ' R 9 .‘r
T . - o . ¢
° . i o s ’ ot
) . ) ® e L3 d
PN 3 - ¢ . .
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7 'PROVINCIAL PARKS Fcouoruc IMPACT suavmt S C
GEOGRAPIY DEPARTMENT . R - MEP’ORIAL UNIVEPSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND
'Iﬁstructions‘
. Iffthe‘anéwer'té a question is zero, pleage write "O" Loy
- rather than leaving the space blank, - L l : ? _
2, When exact information cannot be recalled pleuse uge P A
~ estimates, - . , '
'l3. One person should dnsyer for all members ‘bof the group. : - '

1, ‘How many persons were in your party on this trip?

. 2. Please state age, sex, and cducational attainment of members of your party.

Age. Sex [Fducational Attainment (e.g., grammar school, high school,

some univeraity, university graduate, post graduate, vocation-
al school, commercial achool, etc.) :

1

a) ] L . _ «

-'.‘b) Lo ' e

ey R - ' . . 5

e) _. [
EI 0 -,

- .

g,

il

3+ Please state approximate yearly 1ncome oE fawily, _ ‘ -

b, From where did ‘this trip originate?

$. List the provincial park or -parks 1n Newfoundland in which you atayed or

visited on thie trip and the length of time spant in each park, b,
L . Length of-Stay -
Park . C . - Days Hours oo :

Y

"6 Which were the follouing reasons for your crip to the park(s)? Please mark
the moat 1 rtant reason 1 the . ¢t mos

-y

-

. . [ T
. A e, ' .o - .



s,

1.
2.

D
4,

6.

How many persons were in your party on this trip?

Please atate 'age, sex; and- cducatignal actainmedt;ﬁfwmembers of your patty.
Age Sex Educational Attainment (e.g., ‘gfammar school, -high achool,
"some university, university graduate, post graduate, vocatiqg,/—“{
al achool commerceial school, etc,)
‘ a) . .. “
‘. ‘b)s . ) Iy
c)
i ]
d)
e) . ’
e
. £) : .
g) o
h) .
Please dtate gpproximate‘yéarly income’ of family.
From where did this trip originateT

e m

List the provincial park or parks in Newfoundland in which you stayed or

vigited on this trip aud the length of time spant in each patk. v
. : " Length of.Stay ~
Park . Days Hours '

[y

!

Which were thc following.reaaons for your trip to che park(s)? Please matk
‘the most important reason 1, the next most 1mpor%anc reason #2, the next
most important #3 ete.

,.—- e

,.Camping ~ Bopting,/” . Photography _;;_' ‘05'
'Pi;nicing ____ Fipbing . "viewing Scehbry . .
Swimming' ___ - Miking ___ ' Nature Study ___

;qéhe; (Please.s?gpify) f;_.~ l o : - ' ». o ,:

e,
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Which of the following types of vehiclea did you use for this

o

Fanily Car _ - Bus " : S e
lFaﬁily Car wi;h Trailer - . " Truek | ] ’
Famil& Car with Ient_Traile; Truck with Tréiler

'Fam11y Car.;ith_Tént f. - Truckt with Camperu

Reﬁtcd¢Car ' ' . Cthe? (Please-specify) '

-The next few questions are Jeéigned tc help you to estimate the expenditures

‘you made on your trip to the provincial park(s). You may have spent money in

" the’ Eollowing places because of this trip: i) in your home community before:
‘your tripy ii). along the way to the park(s), iii) while you were in or nerr

‘the park(s), iv) or._the way home from: the" park(s), v) after you returned home,

Each of these posslb‘e placcn of prenditure will now be considered.

When exact 1nfb*mation cannot’ be recalled please use escimatee.

" As well, pléage round/pff the amount of each expenditure to the nearest whole

dollar.

Consider only those uxpenditures made in.ycur home community prior to the .
trip which was due to your park visit. Pleuse estimate what you spent for

.- the following goodﬂ and services over and above the-amount you would hava

9.

ordinarily spent had you not made this trip: (1f zero, go to numbexr 9).

groceries and beverages -

- - ) ' gasoline and gutomobile services

. food and ‘drink in restauranta and dtive-ins
) . |

photographic sunplies

- &
‘ clotﬁing and shoes

aporting goods and camping aupplieé

health gerviges andd dfhg store suppliqs.

_other (Pleasc specify) .

‘Next, consider ouly thosé expenditures a2de on the wey to the park(s). Pleane

estimate the ameunt ycu spent for the following goods and services: (_ﬁﬂeEro,

please go to number 10). 1f known, pl;aae nane the cqmnunity where the pur-
chase was made, -

.
& . ;.

. Amount Commutiity

7

‘groceties and beveragea -

gasoline and nutomobile serviceo

photographic aupplieo

. fclqthing and shoes ™

.,"-

B food and drink in reataurants and driva-inn"f

i
+




.8.

9,

" As. well .please round off the amount of each expenditure to the nearest whole

Rented Car : ___ other (Please specify)
’The next few questions are designed to help you 'to estimate the expenditures:
you made .on your trip to the provincial park(s). You may have speut money in »
the following places because of ‘this trip:.1i) in your home comnmunity before

. your trip, ii) along the Way to-the park(s), iii) while you were in or neﬁr : r"
the park(a) iv) on the way home from the park(u), v) after you returned hor home.' 3

Each of these possible places of expendicure will now be considered.

When-exuct 1nfo*mation cannot be'recalled, please use estimatea.

dollar.J - . _ _ . . ’

Consider only those cxpenditures made in yeur homu community prior to the
trip which was due to your park visit.  Pleube estimate what you speant for ™
the following goods and services over aud above the amount you would have
ordinarily spent had you not made this txip: (If zero, go to number 9).

. grocaries and beverdges

gasoline and aucomobile services_

2] . ’ - r
. . - food and drink in testautanta and drive-ine o -

N

photographig sunplies e - s o S

clothing and shoes} . o § 1 C "L -

s

hportiné goods and camping supplieé

- health services and drug store supplies )

.othor (Pleasc ?pnrify) .
Next, considur only those cxpenditures made on tLa wey ‘to the park(s) Pleaae‘
estimaté the amcunt ycu spent ,for the following goods and services: (If. zero,

. please go to number 10). 1f ‘known, please nape the community whare the. pur-

chase°was nade.

Amount COmmunit1~

groceries and beveragee

gasoline and automobilu sarvices

food and drink in restaurants and drive—in:

o

photographip'supplieu

cloﬁhing anl shocs

' ;porting;goods~aud cnmping-supplies.

health senvices-and‘drug_storg-supplies B

cumping end trailer fees

motel, hotel, Dnnh ocher lodging feea

. . ; 'r - Bifga’ ?urios and squvenire‘ h (Cont'd_)f

. . R - . . . - . - ¢ -
s . .
N v .

 meta b2 b aveimr s




10,

11,

©.9,

—— e — ’

. Fl . L .' * .’- .. Cl e |
(Cont'd‘) . : | ‘ . ' c . I .
Amount  Community | - ' o "
N\ - . . ferry tolls - T Ca -
. \ - e '’ other (Plésic specify)’ —

!

2

Wow consider only those expendirures matle near the park at which you were
staying.  Please estlmate the amount you spent for the following goods and
services: (Lf z¢ro, go to number 11), If known, please name the community
where the purchase waa made and the park at which’ ybu were staylng during

“this time. ~ . R '
‘Amount  Communitiy ' . Park
' ) groceries and beverages
. ‘. gasoline and automobile services
- £ood~and-di1nk-in restaurants
and drive-ins ’
photographic supplies,
i . ' clothing and shoes -

T T -

camping and trailer.fees

moﬁel, hotel, and other lodging fees

I o c&rios, gifts and souvenirs

sporting goods and camping supplies -

health services and drug store supplich

other (Please specify)

.

Next consider only those expenditureé made on thL way home from thu park(s) '
Please estim.te the ambunt you apent for the following goods and services;. (If

zero, go.to number 1?) If !mnovm, please name the community where the purchase
wag made., ' ' o

Amoqnt Commggftx . {<'. ',! . T ~\

grocarics and béverages

, pasolipe and automobile services

N o - food and drink in restaurants and drive-ins

S o . ‘photographic supplics

. clothing and shoes” . - . L

'hcalth services and drug store supplies

canping and trailat fucs

motel ho'el and - other lodging £ees

/¢’
spofting ?oods and camping supplies j_w' j i'///.

1
¥
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a, p case ndme the community

waere the purchase was made and the park at which you were staying during

this time.
Amount \ Community

¥
- groéeries and beverages ,
: gasoline and'éutomohile services
_ food and'drinknin resiautants
and drive~ins . 1
’ phoﬁographic supplies ‘
clothing and shoes
. ‘sporting goods and camping supplics
' health.gervices and drug store supplica
.cnmping énd trailer fees |
- mocal,'hotel,'and othet lodging fees

curios, gifts and souvenirs

11, Next consider only those expenditures made on the way liome frOm the park(s).
" Please estimate the amount you apent for the following goods and services; (If

zevo, -go to.number 12).
wag made,

Amoqnt Commﬁnity

t

P ol [OOSR SAPR A
I R et T E

other (Please specify)

If !mowvm, please. name the community vhere the purchase

‘groceries and beverages . T
gasoline and automobile 3érv1¢é§’
food‘hnd drink iﬁ restaurants and drive-ins '
'photographic‘supplies
) clothing and shoes

sporting ?oode and camping supplies’

—r——— e e e

bhealth services ard drug store qupplica
canping and trailer feesi.

motel, ‘hotel, and ocher'lodg*né-fées
forry tolls |

curios, gifta and souvenira

other (Please specify)
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12, Lastly, consider only thosefcxpenditures made after you returned home from -
yoyr trip to the park(s), which were due to your park(s) visit. Pleasa

estimate the amount you spent for each of the following gooda and services!
(Xf zero, go to number 13). . : '

" Amount . ,' . . : : P

~

grocerics and beverages : _ , e I # C z__
) .5 "-J. ‘\

—y v}

h

gasoline and automobile services

! '

food and drink in rescaurﬁnts and drive=ins

. photographic supplies and development _ : o

14. If the answer to the above question was YES, please show as preciselp as .

, possible on the cnclosed map where these public (Crown) lands, which you -
used, are located.

F
clothing and shoea .i
RN ' sporting goods and camping supplies }r
. health aervices and’drug store supplies
. other (Please specify) ] ’ _
13, While on your- trip did any membera of your party make use of. public (Crown) g
lands? (Yes or 'No). e ;

18, If'the anawer to- question 13 was YES, please check the activities in
- . which you or membeta of your party participated on these publig (Crown)

lands.,
Camping . . Hiking } Boating -

ro Picnicing 2 1: fhotography Fishing _ )
.Swimbing' ' ‘ Viewing Scencry Nature Study : ) o o . fi
Other (fleaae specify) . s : ‘ . K o ,,E

16, Are there any improvemenca or changes. which you would like to see made in’ S
' the- Newfound land Provincial Pdrk system? 1f so, please state them. ' '

i7, Are there any other facilities for outdoot reéreation in Newfoundland which ©o
you would like to see. improved or developed? (Yes or No). . If the | ~r
answer is YES, please npecify them, ’

LI . - ’ RN i

v‘lﬂ Please etnte hcre hny general comnents which you mny wish to maka abaut the ;q_pﬂy;
Newfoundlnnd ),’rovinciel Patk system.~ : i : . U RN

_l\.




photographic supplies and devel-opment: .
élothing- and shoes
sporting goods and camping supplies

»

health services and drug store supplies

»other (ggease Specify)

lands? (Yes or No). .

- 13, While on your trip did any members of your patt\innke uge.of public (Crown)

14, 1If the answer to the nBove'question was YES' please show as precigely as

possible on the’cnclosed map where these - public (Ctowu) lands, which you
.used, are located.,

-

15, If the answer to question 13 was YES, please chéck the activities in
: which you or members of your party patticipated on thesa public (Crown)

landsg,
Camp ihg Hiking : Boa tihg
Picﬁicing . - Photography °: Figshing-

Swimming . - Viewing Scemery Nature Study

i

Other (Please specify)

]

16, -Are there any improvements or changes which you would like to sec made in

_the Newfoundland Provincial Park system? If so, please state them,

> -

. °
3 .

. 17, Are there any other facilities for oa{oot recreation in Newfoundland which

you would 1ike to see improved or developed? (Yea or No). . ILf the
answer is YES, please specify them. o

18, Please state here any genernlﬁcomnents which you may w:lsh to make about the -

Newfoundland Ptovincinl Park system,
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