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The objective was:

timate the regional economic
ts of Grand Canyon boaters
mercial and non-commercial b
ditures).







Data Collection

al expenditures by

rcial rafters were

2d by surveying the
sed

sionaires.

-commercial
expenditures, all




2gional Economic Impa
Analysis with IMPLAN

mpact Analysis for Planning): A database contair

of regional economies, and an economic modeling
at traces the flow of materials and services to esti
mpact of industries on the regional economy. The
nclude information for 520 (now 450) different indus
It economic variables.
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Commercial Sector

mber of commercial rafters served in 2

oaters generated $18.6 million of regic




dustria Regiona
Rafting Expenditures

5)
rinking and $1,826,000
tores




Direct Indirect Induced
Effects Effects Effects

6,225,000 | 1,643,000 | 3,211,000 | 21,079.(

.




expenditures

» Average regional
expenditure of $680 per
non-commercial rafter
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ing and $795,000
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$373,000

$194.000 -

$133,000




' Direct | Indirect | Induced Total
Effects Effects Effects Effects

,826,000 | 116,000 394,000 | 2,336,000

143.000 | 959,000




mercial and Non-comme
Sectors Combined

22,000 people rafted on the
ado River through GCNP in

stimated $21 million of regional
nditures were generated by

> boaters




Conclusions

nercial and Non-commercial compal
area for many reasons |

sectors affected over 220 mdustrlesi

portant industry to northern Arizone
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Economic Impacts of the 2000 Low Summer
- Steady Flow of the Colorado River
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Overall conclusions

g in the Colorado river is an importe
Stry

omic impacts =\=economic benefits.
000 LSSF had some negative impa
g and angling concessionaries but t
equent regional economic impacts w




