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  SURVIVAL KIT – 2006
REFUGES ARE ECONOMIC ENGINES

This information was compiled to assist you with talking points and core messages when talking to the press or elected officials.  All statistics are from Banking On Nature, a FWS report released October 6, 2005, which shows that recreational use on national wildlife refuges generated almost $1.4 billion in total economic activity during the 2004 fiscal year. Download the entire report for more information:  (http://www.fws.gov/Refuges/policyMakers/BankingOnNature.html)
Impact on Local Economies

· Nearly 37 million people visited national wildlife refuges in 2004, creating almost 24,000 private sector jobs and producing about $454 million in employment income
· Recreational spending on refuges generated nearly $151 million in tax revenue at the local, county, state and federal level.
· In 2004, refuges accounted for a  "consumer surplus" of more than $1 billion. (Consumer surplus is a measure of how much more people are willing to pay for recreation than it actually costs them.)  Using findings from 93 national wildlife refuges considered typical in terms of the nation's recreational interests and spending habits, the report analyzed recreational participation in and expenditures for freshwater fishing, saltwater fishing, migratory bird hunting, small game hunting, big game hunting and non-consumptive activities, including wildlife observation. Costs considered in the calculation of the total economic activity included money spent for food and refreshments, lodging at motels, cabins, lodges or campgrounds, and transportation.
· The 15 sample refuges highlighted in the Banking on Nature Report generated $101.82 million, approximately 86% of which came from non-resident visitors.

· In FY 2002, the NWR System garnered $809.2 million in sales 

Importance 

· Without increased funding, refuges will be forced to end, or limit, some popular activities.  The result?  Jobs in the local economy that depend upon the refuge will be cut, which will take money away from the local economy as well as reduce tax revenue.

· Without increased funding, infrastructure will not be maintained.  Infrastructure needs to be maintained in order to attract visitors; numbers of visitors have already declined at refuges that have fallen into disrepair.

· Many refuges, such as Chincoteague NWR on the Eastern Shore of Virginia, play a pivotal role in attracting tourists to a town or region.   Three percent of the earned income of Accomack County, VA, comes from the Chincoteague NWR, and over 1/3 of the jobs within Chincoteague’s zip-code are attributable to refuge visitation.

· Lack of funding to a refuge tends to negatively affect that refuge’s ability to not only attract, but also support visitors by leading to the degradation of infrastructure, reduction in staff, or in extreme cases the complexing or destaffing of an entire refuge.

Activities

· Visitors participating in non-consumptive activities (i.e., anything that is not hunting or fishing,) generated 30% more money; although their stays tend to be shorter, they are more numerous than hunters or anglers.

· With the exception of Region 4 (the Southeast), non-consumptive activities are estimated to account for a majority of the consumer surplus. Fishing accounts for 1/4 of that surplus, while hunters, despite spending the most money per trip, only contribute 9%.

Impact of More Budget Cuts

· Budget cuts will negatively affect local economies by reducing the amount of visitors to the refuge.

· Non-consumptive activities such as birding or wildlife interpretation, which bring most of the refuge-related money into local economies, are more dependent on refuge infrastructure such as observation towers, visitor centers, or interactive trails than hunting or fishing. Loss of funding will result in a descent into disrepair for much of this infrastructure.

· Staffing cuts have a wide range of consequences which will drive away visitors:

· Without proper law enforcement, not only is safety on the refuge compromised, but resource exploitation such as poaching becomes inevitable.  Other illegal activities such as Meth labs and even lewd behavior can result, threatening our children.  

· Without maintenance staff to service vehicles, biologists to conduct surveys, or habitat managers to see that measures are taken to maintain habitat for native species and repel invasive species, the refuge will become less hospitable to the very species it was established to protect. If wildlife becomes more scarce, so too will visitors.

· As more and more FWS positions are cut, there are fewer people available to staff visitor centers or lead tours. Friends and refuge support groups can assist, but they cannot take the place of a fully staffed refuge.  Thus the visitor center hours and the amount of tours are reduced.  So too, consequently, is the amount of visitors.

· Ultimately, without visitors, there can be no revenue for the local economy and communities such as Accomack County, VA will be severely impacted.

Southeast Regional Highlights

· The Southeast led the Refuge System in economic impact. With nearly 11 million visitors last year, national wildlife refuges in the Southeast created more than $451 million in economic activity and more than 8,500 jobs.
· The Southeast is also the only region in which consumptive activities yield more money than non-consumptive:  fishing is the dominant activity throughout many of the Southeast Refuges.

