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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Creel survey data collected at Lees Ferry from 1981 — July 2001 were compiled, formats
were standardized, and three separate databases are provided: 1) fish data that contains lengths and
weights of fish examined at the creel survey station, 2) interview data that contains catch
information and demographic information of anglers, and 3) attitude data that contains responses to
questions about angler satisfaction and support or opposition of regulations. Data formats changed
from year to year during the survey period, but some degree of consistency is provided in the
provided databases. Data were also compiled from a phone survey of anglers who fish at Lees
Ferry conducted by Behavior Research Center (1994), and from National Park Service use statistics
for Lees Ferry.

Standardization of creel survey methods and data are recommended. Recent efforts by
Arizona Game and Fish Department Region II to develop a Microsoft Access database should
enhance database standardization. Angler attitude and satisfaction questions that were asked
between 1990 and 1997-1999 should be re-established and question methods should be
standardized.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Jodi Niccum, Charles Benedict, and Scott Reger, Arizona Game and Fish Department
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OBJECTIVES

Project Description:

Compile existing trout fishery use and creel survey data to assess use and satisfaction of trout
fishery. Project objectives include:

1) Identify and compile existing data from available data sources, including Arizona Game and
Fish, Trout Unlimited, and other data sources,

2) Identify data collected and data protocols for collection

3) Based on existing data, identify additional data that needs to be collected; and

4) Compile existing data into one database.

Objective 1: Identify and compile existing data.

Data were requested from the Region IT (Flagstaff) office of Arizona Game and Fish
Department. Approximately 60 databases were provided, with most databases representing
separate years of data collection. Data were in three basic formats: fish data, interview data, and
attitude questions. Data from individual years were converted to common formats, and compiled
into three separate databases for each of the three types of data. Descriptions of the data and data
dictionaries are provided below. In addition, summary tables of the different data files are
presented in this report to illustrate the types of data available.

Objective 2: Identify data collected and data protocols for collection.

Creel interview data were collected following protocols described in Reger et al. 1988,
Reger et al. 1993, Niccum et al. 1997. Angler use data were collected by the National Park Service
and provided by Glen Canyon National Recreation Area. Data reported by Behavior Research
Center (1994) were also compiled (see Appendix B for Behavior Research Center report).

Creel interviews were conducted at the boat launch by Arizona Game and Fish Department,
averaged about 6 days a month (3 weekday and 3 weekend days) from 1984-1992. During late
1993 fewer days were surveyed due to problems hiring personnel. In 1996 and 1997 creel effort
averaged 8 days a month, and during 1998 and most of 1999 averaged 12 days a month. Problems
hiring personnel limited survey days during the latter half of 2000 (Table 6).

Objective 3: Identify additional data that needs to be collected.

An effort should be made to ensure some consistency in angler attitude questions and
include questions asked previously in the current creel effort. From 1991 to 1999 several different
forms of attitude questions were asked, with little consistency between years. It is not the purpose
of this report to identify and refine appropriate attitude questions to be asked of anglers fishing at
Lees Ferry.
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Preliminary power analysis indicated that the number of days being creeled provides
sufficient information for estimating angler catch rates with the precision desired for use in stock
synthesis models. We have not attempted power analysis on attitude questions as part of this
contract.

DATA SOURCES

e Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) Region II Creel Interview Databases.
o Original data were in approximately 60 different databases, frequently separate files
for each month and year for which interviews were conducted.

e National Park Service, Glen Canyon National Recreation Area visitor statistics for Glen
Canyon.
o Hard copies (paper forms) of monthly use data were provided (see Appendix C) and
entered into an electronic database (Microsoft Excel).

¢ Behavior Research Center (BRC).

o Electronic databases were provided as part of a contract to conduct a phone survey
of anglers who fish at Lees Ferry from Arizona Game and Fish Department fishing
license records, the AGFD angler survey data base, and membership lists provided
by sport fishing groups. Data bases are provided in electronic form, the BRC report
is also included as Appendix B.

AGFD Creel Interview databases were compiled into the following three files:

Fish data

Fish length and weight data from creel surveys (consistent format all years). Data from
1981 - 2001.

Interview data

Interview information including fishing effort and catch data, and demographic information
from creel surveys. Data appears complete from 1984-2001 data with the exception of 1988. This
is the file used to compute catch per angler hour.

Attitude data
Interview data regarding a variety of attitude questions, satisfaction questions, and

regulation questions from creel surveys. These questions changed several times during the course
of the surveys, see later section for description of questions asked at different times.

National Park Service use data were compiled into a spreadsheet with monthly use statistics,




Lees Ferry Creel Data Compilation Project
Final Report
December 2002

Angler Hours per Year.xls

Angler hours per year from NPS Angler count data. These data are used to compute catch
and harvest from catch per angler hour and harvest per angler hour estimates.

FISH DATA DESCRIPTION
Fish data are provided in two different formats:

FILE: FISH.TXT - tab delimited ASCII file.
FILE: FISH.SAV — SPSS/PC file.

The file consists of 20,258 records of fish examined at the creel station between 1981 and
August 2001. Data are useful for examination of species composition and length frequency
distribution of creeled fish during the period 1981 through about 1990. Since about 1990 few fish
are harvested, and the creel does not provide a good technique for assessing the size structure of the
fishery. From 1990-1999 anglers were asked how many rainbow trout they caught and released in
different size classes (see Table 17), but the quality of these data have not been evaluated (see
section on Attitude Data).

FISH DATA FILE STRUCTURE:

Name Description
MO Month

Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
DA Day

Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
YR Year

Format: F?2 Column Width: 8§ Alignment: Right
INTNO Interview Number

Formai: F4 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
SPECIES  Species

Format: A3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Left
LENGTH Length

Format: F4 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
WEIGHT Weight

Format: F5 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
DT Date

Format: ADATE1Q Column Width: 10 Alignment: Right

Species codes:

BKT Brook trout SB Striped bass

BNT Brown trout SUC Sucker species (flannelmouth or bluehead)
CUT Cutthroat trout WP  Walleye pike

RBT Rainbow trout
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Table 1. Number of fish measured at Lees Ferry creel station by month, 1981 — 2001.

Month
Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total
1981 134 148 166 166 134 748
1982 174 144 73 10 64 23 96 161 123 115 176 78 1237
1983 108 100 22 36 49 343 236 76 335 286 185 1756
1984 101 101

1985 452 334 288 210 196 108 100 167 253 190 198 366 2862
1986 149 69 125 95 110 27 54 32 13 246 309 251 1480
1987 206 335 269 102 230 310 195 318 452 344 554 210 3525
1989 368 796 401 437 149 392 377 362 432 290 331 327 48662
1990 91 222 218 86 107 132 123 64 78 84 98 13 1316

1991 30 32 61 133 141 57 4 51 21 27T 68 15 677
1993 43 50 54 51 41 13 2562
1994 4 5 54 29 18 65 69 M 23 308
1995 5 56 25 58 50 33 25 252
1996 S50 78 107 65 44 43 15 33 654 21 42 8 560
1997 14 31 29 20 18 55 21 30 67 11 21 18 335
1998 38 10 8 2 10 8 74
1999 11 9 3 a 10 42
2000 21 2 12 35
2001 12 5 8 2 2 7 35

Total 1751 2266 1684 1265 1281 1346 1387 1674 1905 1920 2126 1653 20258

Table 2. Mean length (mm) of rainbow trout measured at Lees Ferry creel station by
month, 1981 — 2001.

Month

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total

1981 . ) . ) . 402 . 398 465 448 . 456 435
1082 468 473 405 428 442 417 427 431 434 437 486 486 452
1983 448 415 414 432 447 . 454 426 425 426 442 428 435
1984 . ) . ) . . . . 349 . . . 349
1085 364 369 341 388 342 358 380 363 365 388 388 397 370
1986 418 412 402 428 428 443 412 450 441 436 432 423 426
19087 434 425 409 3989 408 408 425 401 403 419 413 446 415
1089 447 432 426 426 422 427 435 439 429 441 441 439 434
1990 391 385 388 376 382 389 381 386 380 387 379 414 385
1991 382 378 374 387 376 377 390 381 374 366 379 383 380
1993 373 370 368 357 361 339 ; . . . . . 365
1994 . . 33 350 . 371 354 359 351 355 . 352 356
1995 328 357 359 . 354 . ; . . 372 362 362 360
1096 351 355 362 354 371 362 346 372 354 368 365 311 359
1997 372 366 358 357 360 369 363 358 366 385 366 364 365
1998 397 247 . 390 400 . ; . . . 354 383 368
1999 366 355 370 360 368 . ; . ; . . . 363
2000 . . . . . 359 335 . . . . 379 364
2001 363 . 385 . 349 330 343 392 ; . . . 366
412 410 391 402 391 401 423 408 404 421 423 426 410
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Table 3. Number of each species of fish measured at Lees Ferry creel station by year,

1981 — 2001.
Species
BKT BNT cuT RBT SB sSU WP Total
1981 29 719 748
1982 109 1128 1237
1983 158 1598 1756
1984 12 89 101
1985 73 1 1 2787 2862
1986 12 1 1467 1480
1987 74 3450 1 3525
1989 23 1 4636 1 1 4662
1990 11 2 1303 1316
1991 7 _ 670 677
1993 252 252
1994 308 308
1995 1 251 252
1996 560 580
1997 335 335
1998 74 74
1999 42 42
2000 35 35
2001 36 36
508 5 2 19740 1 1 1 20258

Table 4. Mean length of fish measured at Lees Ferry creel station by year, 1981 — 2001.

Species
‘ BKT BNT CuT RBT SB SU WP Total
% 1981 320 . . 440 . . . 435
| 1982 347 . . 462 . . . 452
‘ 1983 349 . . 444 . . . 435
‘ 1984 290 . . 357 . . . 349
1985 362 425 491 370 . . . 370
1986 372 . 440 426 . . . 426
1987 336 . . 416 . 490 . 415
1989 365 384 . 434 433 . 461 434
1990 375 395 . 385 ; . . 385
1991 379 . . 380 . . . 380
1993 . . . 365 . . . 365
1994 . . . 356 . . . 356
1995 . 340 . 360 . . . 360
1996 . . . 359 . . . 359
1997 . . . 365 . ; . 365
1998 . . . 368 . ; . 368
1899 . . . 363 . . . 363
2000 . . . 364 . . . 364
2001 . . . 366 . . . 366
Total 348 388 466 412 433 490 461 410
Species codes:
BKT Brook trout CUT Cutthroat trout SB Striped bass WP Walleye
BNT Brown trout RBT Rainbow trout sU Sucker species
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INTERVIEW DATA DESCRIPTION
Interview data are provided in two different formats:
FILE: INTERVIEWS.TXT - tab delimited ASCII file.
FILE: INTERVIEWS.SAV — SPSS/PC file.

This file contains interview information for angler interviews conducted at the Lees Ferry
boat ramp. Procedures are described in Reger et al. 1988. Date file structures changed somewhat
from year to year, the following variables were consistent in all years and provide information for
summarizing creel catch rate and harvest information.

INTERVIEW DATA FILE STRUCTURE
N of Cases: 15286
Name Description

INTDATE Interview date
Format; ADATE10 Column Width: 11 Alignment; Right

S TIME Start time
Format: F8.2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

Q TIME Quit time
Format: F8.2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

CAUGHT! Number caught
Format: F3 Column Width: § Alignment: Right

KEPT1 Number kept
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

DOW Day of Week
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

STATE State of residence
Format: A2 Column Width: 5 Alignment: Left
Missing Values: '99'

ATYP Angler type
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Value Label

1 Boat Angler
2 Shore Angler

Suc Number of successful anglers in party
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
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TTYP Trip type
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Value Label
1 Complete Trip
2 Incomplete Trip
BTYP Bait type

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Value Label

Fly

Lure
Minnow
Waterdog
Worm
Garbage

[= LV NV 6 R

ANGLERS Number of anglers
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

YEAR Year of interview
Format: F4 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

EFFORT Effort (hours)
Format: F8.2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

RBTCPE Rainbow trout catch/hour
Format: F8.2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

DAYWEEK Day of week
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

WEWD Weekend-Weekday
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

Value Label

1 Weekday
2 Weekend

RESIDENT Residence
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

Value Label

1 AZ Resident
2 NonResident

10
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Table 5. Number of interviews conducted, Lees Ferry by month and year, 1984 — 2001.

Month

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 11 12 Total
1984 86 84 109 103 95 33 89 90 132 110 100 67 1098
1985 113 115 88 84 91 4] 25 42 71 50 45 96 861
1986 106 61 82 68 57 14 21 15 17 146 154 106 847
1987 90 108 198
1989 138 282 159 171 31 131 145 137 181 170 199 134 1928
1990 140 202 237 117 127 117 102 80 9 121 150 68 1557
1991 56 45 110 191 224 93 66 68 30 72 109 55 1119
1992 48 85 86 98 i 32 45 40 58 84 58 36 74
1993 67 86 17 85 75 39 37 32 498
1994 20 7 35 82 26 13 34 30 39 37 323
1995 60 103 47 64 67 81 71 493
1996 93 114 138 86 87 64 43 62 61 115 83 103 1049
1997 101 116 98 91 100 67 44 79 g3 110 77 99 1065
1998 139 108 89 121 90 53 33 57 65 74 173 159 1161
1959 144 147 109 82 93 40 24 39 51 60 65 854
2000 102 32 123 62 24 70 28 31 123 645
2001 152 156 93 163 74 129 82 849

1635 1914 1652 1394 1524 894 844 888 875 1218 1294 1154 15286

Table 6. Number of days creel interviews were collected, by year and month, 1984-2001.

Lees Ferry.
Month

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total

1984 6 4 5 4 5 4 8 g 10 8 9 8 80
1985 10 8 7 6 6 3 4 3 3 3 2 6 61
1986 6 6 6 6 6 3 3 3 3 6 7 6 61
1987 6 6 : . . . . . : : . ) 12
1989 7 6 5 6 4 6 6 B 6 6 6 5 69
1990 6 6 6 4 6 6 6 6 3 6 5 5 65
1991 6 4 7 6 6 6 6 6 3 7 6 6 69
1992 5 5 6 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 69
1993 7 7 5 6 7 6 6 6 : : . 50
1994 . 4 1 3 13 4 2 6 2 1 5 41
1995 6 6 4 ) 6 ) . B 8 8 44
1996 8 8 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 97
1997 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 12 12 12 9 15 116
1998 12 1 12 12 12 12 11 14 12 12 12 12 144
1999 12 1 11 12 12 11 12 11 12 12 12 ) 128
2000 12 12 13 12 5 7 4 5 : : : g 79
2001 12 12 4 . 12 6 10 g . . . . 65
129 124 108 98 122 97 100 110 80 93 90 99 - 1250

11
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Table 7. Number of anglers in parties interviewed, Lees Ferry creel 1984 — 2001.

Month

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 140 11 12 Total
1984 212 256 320 310 287 106 236 235 348 289 245 140 2984
1985 280 323 263 233 236 92 79 125 189 131 119 225 2305
1986 267 134 228 170 173 36 60 41 36 354 384 274 2157
1987 236 279 . . . . . . . . . . 515
1989 360 730 413 438 179 347 380 349 433 475 496 332 4932
1990 389 558 672 309 331 339 267 201 231 322 387 146 4182
1991 144 110 256 500 561 220 145 159 73 167 293 162 2790
1992 122 217 23 238 187 77 120 92 133 204 134 73 1828

1993 156 209 189 205 203 a7 89 82 . . . . 1220
1994 .32 12 71 179 67 29 88 T 93 B - 729
1895 142 230 102 161 . 170 179 152 1136

1896 233 283 358 225 205 148 93 128 157 280 187 247 2546
1997 264 282 237 230 248 187 114 179 194 275 182 250 2642
1988 371 281 221 298 217 124 78 136 162 148 427 427 2890
1099 357 360 276 194 218 104 40 89 111 142 142 . 2033
2000 247 187 276 128 54 190 68 71 . . . 385 1586
2001 456 456 280 . 472 212 382 233 . . . . 2491

4246 4927 4334 3549 3911 2337 2180 2207 2138 3050 3175 2882 38936

Table 8. Mean catch/hour of rainbow trout /hour by year and month, Lees Ferry 1984-

2001.
Month

Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total
1984 .48 .23 22 .19 .28 47 .55 54 38 46 48 97 41
1885 .90 .64 57 33 32 B2 56 6 .41 55 B4 61 .58
1986 .24 24 A7 .31 32 60 33 51 23 42 49 56 37
1987 .55 .52 . ; . . . . . . . . .54
1989 1.25 J5 94 .64 59 75 .90 86 85 49 66 1.13 .81
1990 1.01 .84 .88 72 72 .83 .89 73 77 .58 66 .77 79
1991 96 .66 65 51 71 55 60 .66 53 .41 38 47 .59
1992 .50 43 .35 .38 40 .39 .53 38 38 .37 53 110 45
1993 .67 52 .38 45 .50 24 52 31 . . . . 47
1994 . .08 A1 27 .65 72 g7 47 1.07 .63 . 1.27 .65
1995 .90 .65 .98 73 . . .93

. . . 1.

1996 1.09 95 128 114 1.02 .96 87 129 132 1.16 1.

1997 1.01 101 147 128 106 118 106 155 125 1.19 1
1

1998 1.29 178 166 185 131 144 85 92 130 1.85 1

1999 141 121 159 178 129 127 82 113 1.01 1.05 1.30
2000 87 105 165 94 101 154 135 157 . . 91 1.19
2001 .86 .85 .85 . 112 1.3 115 146 . . . . 1.06
Total .93 .80 .94 g7 A7 .80 .83 92 B0 74 81 1.05 85

12
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Table 9. Year of interview * Residence Crosstabulation

Residence
AZ Resident NonResident Total
1984 Count 836 262 1098
% within Year of interview 76.1% 23.9% 100.0%
1985 Count 688 173 861
% within Year of interview 79.9% 20.1% 100.0%
1986 Count 673 174 847
% within Year of interview 79.5% 20.5% 100.0%
1987 Count 163 35 198
% within Year of interview 82.3% 17.7% 100.0%
1989 Count 1508 420 1928
% within Year of interview 78.2% 21.8% 100.0%
1990 Count 1194 363 1557
% within Year of interview 76.7% 23.3% 100.0%
1991 Count 726 393 1119
% within Year of interview 64.9% 35.1% 100.0%
1992 Count 480 261 741
% within Year of interview 64.8% 35.2% 100.0%
1993 Count 335 163 498
% within Year of interview 67.3% 32.7% 100.0%
1994 Count 258 67 323
% within Year of interview 79.3% 20.7% 100.0%
1995 Count 350 143 493
% within Year of interview 71.0% 29.0% 100.0%
1996 Count 685 364 1049
% within Year of interview 65.3% 34.7% 100.0%
1997 Count 618 447 1065
% within Year of interview 58.0% 42.0% 100.0%
1998 Count 677 484 1161
% within Year of interview 58.3% 41.7% 100.0%
1999 Count 443 411 854
% within Year of interview 51.9% 48.1% 100.0%
2000 Count 382 263 645
% within Year of interview 59.2% 40.8% 100.0%
2001 Count 580 269 849
% within Year of interview 68.3% N7% 100.0%
Count 10594 4692 15286
Total % within Year of interview 69.3% 30.7% 100.0%

13
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Table 10. Mean rainbow trout catch/hour by year and residence, Lees Ferry 1984-2001.

Residence

AZ Resident NonResident Total
1984 41 A1 41
1985 57 .60 .58
1986 .35 46 37
1987 AT .85 .54
1989 78 .90 .81
1990 .79 .80 .79
1991 .55 .67 .59
1992 42 49 45
1993 42 56 47
1994 .61 .83 65
1995 .85 1.06 91
1996 1.12 1.24 1.16
1997 1.16 1.42 1.27
1998 1.31 1.62 1.44
1999 1.1 1.50 1.30
2000 1.02 1.44 1.18
2001 1.00 1.18 1.06
Total J7 1.03 .85

14
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ATTITUDE DATA DESCRIPTION
Attitude and satisfaction data are provided in two different formats:
FILE: QUESTIONS.TXT - tab delimited ASCII file.
FILE: QUESTIONS.SAV — SPSS/PC file.
Additional questions asked as part of creel surveys included attitude questions and satisfaction

questions. The general nature of the questions was relatively consistent from 1990-1999 after
which time satisfaction questions were evidently dropped from the interviews.

ATTITUDE DATA FILE STRUCTURE:

N of Cases: 7856
Variable Information:
Name Description

INTDATE Interview date
Format: ADATE0 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

MO Interview month
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

DA Interview day
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

YR Interview Year
Format: F2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

INTNO Interview number
Format: F4 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

PREVIOUS Interviewed Previously
Format: Al Column Width: 4 Alignment: Left
Missing Values: '1', '2, '3’

TRIPS Average Number of Trips per year
Format: F3 Column Width: 5 Alignment: Right

STAY Average length of stay
Format: F5.1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right

15
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FISHSAT Number of fish satisfaction
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0
Value Label
1 Very Good
2 Good
1 Fair
4 Poor
5 VeryPoor
SIZESAT Size of fish satisfaction

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

Very Good
Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

bW —

REGSSAT Regulations Satisfaction
Format: F1 Columnn Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

Very Good
Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

B b —

OVERSAT Overall Satisfaction
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

Very Good
Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

W b e D —
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CRONLY Catch and Release Only
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0
Value Label
I Support
2  Oppose
TROPHY Trophy fishery
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alighment: Right
Missing Values: 0
Value Label
1 Support
2 Oppose
PAN Pan fishery

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

INCLIMIT Increase limit
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

NOSLOT No Slot Limit
Format; F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose
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BARBLESS

ASIS

TOOTHIN

TOOSHORT

GUIDED

RBT10

RBT1016

RBT1622

Barbless Hooks Only

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment:

Missing Values: 0
Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

Leave Regulations As Is
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

Fish are too thin
Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

Fish are too short

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment
Missing Values: 0

Value Label

1 Support
2 Oppose

Guided

Format: F1 Column Width: 8 Alignment
Missing Values: 0
Value Label

1 Guided
2 Unguided

Number of RBT released < 10 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment

Number of RBT released 10-16 inches

Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment:

Number of RBT released 16-22 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment

Right

: Right

: Right

: Right

: Right

: Right

Right

: Right
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RBT22 Number of RBT released > 22 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
BKTI10 Number of BKT released < 10 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
BKTI1016 Number of BKT released 10-16 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
BKT1622 Number of BKT released 16-22 inches
Format: F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
BKT22 Number of BKT released > 22 inches
Format; F3 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
PREV Interviewed Previously
Format; F8.2 Column Width: 8 Alignment: Right
Value Label
1.00  Yes
2.00 No
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Table 11. Interview Year * Qverall Satisfaction Crosstabulation

Overall Satisfaction Total

Very Good Good Fair Poor Very Poor
1980 Count 16 63 28 6 (] 114
% within Interview Year 14.0% 55.3% 24.6% 5.3% 8% 100.0%
1991 Count 141 82 12 7 2 224
% within Interview Year 62.9% 27.7% 5.4% 3.1% 9% 100.0%
1992 Count 270 50 11 2 333
% within Interview Year 81.1% 15.0% 3.3% 6% 100.0%
1993 Count 1684 9 9 202
% within Interview Year 91.1% 4.5% 4.5% 100.0%
1694 Count 62 112 39 6 1 220
% within Interview Year 28.2% 50.9% 17.7% 2.7% 5%  100.0%
1995 Count 204 107 4 4 319
% within Interview Year 63.9% 33.5% 1.3% 1.3% 100.0%
1996 Count 339 77 3 419
% within Interview Year 80.9% 18.4% 7% 100.0%
1997 Count 150 15 3 168
% within Interview Year 89.3% 8.9% 1.8% 100.0%
1998 Count 95 8 2 105
% within interview Year 90.5% 7.6% 1.9% 100.0%
1999 Count 7 4 81
% within Interview Year 05.1% 4.9% 100.0%
TOTAL Count 1538 507 109 27 4 2185
% within Interview Year 70.4% 23.2% 5.0% 1.2% 2% 100.0%

Table 12. Interview Year * Regulations Satisfaction Crosstabulation

Regulations Satisfaction Total

Very Good Good Fair Poor Very Poor
1990 Count 18 49 30 16 5 118
% within Interview Year 15.3% 41.5% 25.4% 13.6% 4.2% 100.0%
1981 Count 72 88 31 16 18 225
% within Interview Year 32.0% 39.1% 13.8% 7.1% 8.0% 100.0%
1992 Count 170 59 72 33 18 349
% within Interview Year 48.7% 16.9% 20.6% 9.5% 4.3% 100.0%
1993 Count 141 25 40 20 6 232
% within Interview Year 60.8% 10.8% 17.2% 8.6% 2.6% 100.0%
1994 Count 46 149 28 2 225
% within Interview Year 20.4% 66.2% 12.4% .9% 100.0%
1995 Count 119 162 36 12 7 336
% within Interview Year 35.4% 48.2% 10.7% 3.6% 21% 100.0%
1996 Count 147 155 29 8 4 343
% within interview Year 42.9% 45.2% 8.5% 2.3% 1.2% 100.0%
1997 Count 112 43 7 1 1 164
% within Interview Year 68.3% 26.2% 4.3% 6% 6% 100.0%
1998 Count 85 15 3 1 104
% within Interview Year 81.7% 14.4% 2.9% 1.0% 100.0%
1999 Count 27 9 3 1 40
% within Interview Year 67.5% 22.5% 7.5% 2.5% 100.0%
TOTAL Count 937 754 279 109 57 2136
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% within Interview Year 43.9% 35.3% 13.1% 51% 27% 100.0%

Table 13. Interview Year * Catch and Release Only Crosstabulation

Catch and Release Total
Only

Support  Oppose
Interview Year 1980 Count 45 71 116
% within Interview Year 38.8% 61.2% 100.0%
1991 Count 94 124 218
% within Interview Year 43.1% 56.9% 100.0%
1992 Count 151 189 340
% within Interview Year 44.4% 556% 100.0%
1993 Count 94 141 235
% within Interview Year 40.0% 60.0% 100.0%
1994 Count 103 105 208
% within Interview Year 49.5% 50.5% 100.0%
1995 Count 166 56 222
% within Interview Year 74.8% 25.2%  100.0%
1996 Count 114 18 132
% within Interview Year 86.4% 13.6% 100.0%
1997 Count 57 4 61
% within Interview Year 93.4% 6.6% 100.0%
1998 Count 43 4 47
% within Interview Year 91.5% 8.5% 100.0%
1909 Count 17 6 23
% within Interview Year 73.9% 26.1% 100.0%
Total Count 884 718 1602

% within Interview Year 55.2% 44.8% 100.0%

Table 14. Interview Year * Trophy fishery Crosstabulation

Trophy fishery Total
Support  Oppose
Interview Year 1992 Count 16 196 212
% within Interview Year 7.5% 92.5% 100.0%
1993 Count 8 224 232
% within Interview Year 3.4% 96.6% 100.0%
1994 Count 50 145 195
% within Interview Year 25.6% 74.4% 100.0%
1995 Count 14 14 28
% within Interview Year 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
1996 Count 3 1 14
% within Interview Year 21.4% 78.6% 100.0%
1997 Count 1 5 6
% within Interview Year 16.7% 83.3% 100.0%
1998 Count 3 3
% within Interview Year 100.0% 100.0%
1999 Count 8 1 19
% within Intenview Year 42 1% 57.9% 100.0%
Total Count 100 609 709

% within Interview Year 14.1% 859% 100.0%
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Table 15. Interview Year * Increase limit Crosstabulation

Increase limit Total

1 2
Interview Year 1990 Count 20 96 116
% within interview Year 17.2% 82.8% 100.0%
1991 Count 43 173 216
% within Interview Year 19.9% 80.1% 100.0%
1982 Count 43 29 334
% within Interview Year 12.9% 87.1% 100.0%
1983 Count 18 213 231
% within Interview Year 7.8% 92.2% 100.0%
1994 Count 41 164 205
% within Interview Year 20.0% 80.0% 100.0%
1995 Count 24 50 74
% within Interview Year 32.4% 67.6% 100.0%
1996 Count 19 29 48
% within Interview Year 39.6% 60.4% 100.0%
1997 Count 6 7 13
% within Interview Year 46.2% 53.8% 100.0%
1998 Count 1 1 2
% within Interview Year 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
1999 Count 1 15 16
% within Interview Year 6.3% 93.8% 100.0%
Total Count 216 1039 1255

% within Interview Year 17.2% 82.8% 100.0%

Table 16. Interview Year * Size of fish satisfaction Crosstabulation

Size of fish satisfaction Total

Very Good Good Fair Poor Very Poor
1990 Count 10 47 29 27 3 116
% within Interview Year 8.6% 40.5% 25.0% 23.3% 2.6% 100.0%
1991 Count 3 88 65 27 12 223
% within Interview Year 13.9% 39.5% 28.1% 12.1% 54% 100.0%
1992 Count 8 50 3 18 10 117
% within Interview Year 6.8% 42.7% 26.5% 15.4% 8.5% 100.0%
1993 Count 1 1
% within Interview Year  100.0% 100.0%
1994 Count 7 16 11 1 35
% within Interview Year 20.0% 45.7% 31.4% 2.9% 100.0%
1995 Count 1 3 1 1 6
% within Interview Year 16.7% 50.0% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%
1996 Count 2 9 5 16
% within Interview Year 12.5% 56.3% 31.3% 100.0%
1997 Count 1 1
% within Interview Year 100.0% 100.0%
TOTAL Count 60 214 142 74 25 515

% within Interview Year 11.7% 41.6% 27.6% 14.4% 4.9%  100.0%
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Table 17. Number of fish released by size class and year.

Interview Year

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1895 1996 1997 1998 1999
Number of RBT released < 10 38 159 114 104 373 103 124 0 6 6
;ﬁ?:’:fcr of RBT released 10-16 1006 2329 1148 1052 1895 5754 10156 5951 15948 18473
;ﬁl:;cr of RBT released 16-22 4034 8388 4035 2186 1131 1297 462 2246 4762 2836
;lﬁgn?er of RBT released > 22 70 130 o8 40 20 33 46 19 25 28
inches
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APPENDIX A: COPIES OF DATASHEETS USED IN LEES FERRY CREEL SURVEYS.
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LEE’S FERRY
CREEL INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

In the past five years has your fishing time

Increased
Decreaged
No Change

In any given year do you fish:

Less than 20 days per year
More than 20 days per year

Egtimate age category:

under 14
14-20
21-40
41+

Given the choice would you rather:
Catch a few big fish, 12" plus

Catch a lot of small fish, 12" plus

Do not care

What do you do with the fish you catch:
Release

Keep to eat
Give away
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ARIZONA GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT CREEL SURVEY - LEES FERRY 11/97

FISH RELEASED

FISH KEPT

DATE

<10

10-16 16-22 »22

LT

WT

LT

WT LT

BOAT SHCORE

NUMBER ANGLERS

NUMBER JUVENILES

NUMBER SUCCESSFUL

COMPLETEDTRIP Y N

BAIT USED

STATE

COUNTY

FLY LURE

INTERVIEWED PREVIOUSLY YES

AVERAGE NUMBER TRIPS PER YEAR

NO

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY

VERY GOOD

GOoD

FAIR

POOR

VERY POOR

NUMBER FiSH

REGULATIONS

OVERALL

YES | NO

CATCH & RELEASE ONLY

ANNUAL TROPHY

ONE PAN SIZE

INCREASE LIMIT

NOQ SLOT

SINGLE HOQK

AS 1S

TOO THIN

GUIDED
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APPENDIX B: Behavior Research Center, 1994. A survey of a selected group of anglers who
fish at Lee’s Ferry.
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APPENDIX C: EXAMPLE OF GLEN CANYON NATIONAL RECREATION AREA
MONTHLY PUBLIC USE REPORT, JULY 2001.
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f

This study was commissioned by the Arizona Game & Fish Department (AGFD). The
primary purpose of this effort was to determine the attitudes of a selected group of anglers toward
AGFD's management policies at Lee’s Ferry.

The information contained in this report is based on 204 telephone interviews conducted
with individuals who had fished at Lee's Ferry. The sample utilized on this project was generated
from the following sources:

- AGFD's fishing license records pulled from licensed dealers in the

Lee's Ferry area;

. AGFD's Angler Survey data base:

® Membership lists provided by Trout Unlimited, Arizona Fly Casters

and Northern Arizona Fly Casters.

It was not the intent of this survey to represent the views of all anglers toward the issues
athand. Rather, the intent of this Survey was to gather the input of not only "generat” anglers but
also “special interest” anglers who belong to either Trout Unlimited, Arizona Fly Casters, or
Northern Arizona Fly Casters. Thus, the final study sample of 204 interviews contains the
following number of interviews with representatives of each angler group.

Number of

Organization Membership Interviews
Not a member of any organization 80
Trout Unlimited 68
Arizona Fly Casters 83
Northem Arizona Fly Casters i5
Federation of Fly Fishermen 7
Federation of Fly Casters 5
Desert Fiy Casters 4
North American Fishing Club 1
Tucson Fly Tiers 1
Private club (name not determined) _1
235

'NOTE: Total exceeds sample base of 204 because 27 of the anglers surveyed

belong to more than one organization.
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The questionnaire used in this study was designed by Behavior Research Center (BRC)

.in conjunction with the AGFD Fisheries Branch (see appended questionnaire). After approval of

the preliminary draft questionnaire, it was pre-tested with a randomly selected cross-section of

six Arizona angters. The pre-test focused on the value and understandability of the questions,

adequacy of response categories, questions for which probes were necessary, and the like.
Following the pre-test, the final form was approved by the AGFD.

All of the interviewing on this project was conducted between May 3 and May 8, 1994 at
the Center's centrat location telephone facility where each interviewer worked under the direct
supervision of BRC supervisory personnel. All of the interviewers who worked on this project
were professional interviewers of the Center. Each had prior experience with BRC and received
a thorough briefing on the particulars of this study. During the briefing, the interviewers were
trained on (a) the purpose of the study, (b) sampling procedures, (¢} administration of the
questionnaire, and (d) other project-related factors. In addition, each interviewer completed a set
of practice interviews to ensure that all procedures were understood and followed.

Interviewing on this study was conducted during an approximately equal cross-section of
daytime, evening, and weekend hours. This procedure was followed to ensure that all anglers
were equally represented, regardless of work schedules. Further, during the interviewing segment
of this study, up to four separate attempts, on different days and during different times of day,

- were made to contact each selected angler. Only after four unsuccesstul attempts was a selected
angler substituted in the sample. Using this methodology, the full sample was completed, and
partially completed interviews were not accepted nor counted toward fulfiltment of the totat sample
quotas.

As the data collection segment of this study was being undertaken, completed and
validated interviews were tumed over to BRC's in-house coding department. The coding
department edited, validated and coded the interviews. Each interview that received final coding
department approval was then transferred to keypunching where each was 100 percent key
verified. Upon completion of keypunching, a series of validity and logic checks were run on the
data to insure they were “clean” and representative of the sample universe. Following this step
the detailed tables presented inﬁe Appendix of this report were generated.

When analyzing the results of this survey, it should be kept in mind that all surveys are
subject to sampling error. Sampling error, stated simply, is the difference between the results
cbtained from a sample and those which would be obtained by surveying the entire population
under consideration. The size of sampling error varies, 10 some extent, with the number of
interviews completed and with the division of opinion on a particular question. The estimated
sampling error for this study is +/- 7.0 percent. This sampling error has been caiculated at the
confidence level most frequently used by social scientists, the 95 percent tevel. This sampling
error is an average figure that represents the maximum error for the sample (i.e., for the survey
findings where the division of opinion is approximately 50%/50%). Survey findings that show a
more one-sided distribution of opinion, such as 70%/30% or 90%/10%, are usually subject to
slightly lower sampling tolerances. '

The Behavior Research Center has provided all of thé information germane to the basic.
research objectives of this project. However, if AGFD management requires additional data
retrieval or interpretation, we stand ready to provide such input.

BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER
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. Fifty-seven percent of the anglers surveyed in this study fished at Lee’s Ferry in 1933 while
43 percent did not. The average angler who visited Lee's Ferry in 1993 did so0 3.1 times
during the year. Members of Northemn Arizona Fly Casters made heavier use of Lee’'s
Ferry than members of either Trout Unlimited or Arizona Fly Casters. (Table 1)

. Thirty percent of the anglers surveyed in this study began fishing at Lee's Ferry since 1990
while 31 percent began between 1985 and 1989 and 39 percent prior to 1985. (Table 2)

. Thirty-seven percent of anglers who fished at Lee’s Ferry in 1993 utilized a guide. Trout
Unlimited members reveal the highest use of guides (49%) and Northern Arizona Fly
Casters the lowest use of guides (3%). (Table 3)

. Flies were used exclusively by 60 percent of anglers who visited Lee’s Ferry in 1993. In
comparison, 23 percent used lures exclusively and 17 percent used both flies and lures.
{Table 3)

. Better than nine out of ten anglers {91%) who have fished Lee’s Ferry support the current

management policy of reduced bag and size limits to produce 18 inch trout and high catch
rates. (Table 4)

“SUPPORT OF CURRENT LEE’'S
FERRY MANAGEMENT POLICY

Y% WHC SUPPOAT

100°%%

N. AZ Ay Traut A7 Fly MNon-
Castars Unlimited Castors Mambars
3 : : 941 10¥eelony. Apt
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. Better than eight out of ten anglers (83%) who have fished Lee's Ferry oppose a "12 inch
put-and-take” policy. (Table 5)

. Two out of three anglers (67%) who have fished Lee's Ferry support a “20 inch trophy
trout” policy. (Tahle 6)

. A slight majority of anglers (53%) who have fished Lee's Ferry support a "no kill - no
harvest" policy, however, 44 percent oppose such a policy. (Table 7)

. Fifty-four percent of anglers who have fished Lee’s Ferry support an “over 16 inch release”
policy while 43 percent oppose such a policy. (Tabie 8)

. Anglers who have fished Lee’s Ferry are split on a "natural wild spawn” policy with 40
percent in support and 43 percent in opposition (Table 9). Further, 88 percent of those
who support this policy would still do so even if it means fewer trout wouild be taken.

{Table 10) '
SUPPORT 7/ OPPOSITION OF SELECTED
LEE’S FERRY MANAGEMENT POLICIES
1007
83%
a0 ! ]
&0
JURE D U RO W o T SRR B | SRR—
20+ iz | PTTTTT
o “ Trophy = Owveri6”  No Kill- wWild 12" Pur- b
Relsase = No Harvest Spawn and-Takae
EER sUPPORT (] OPPOSE mcpapn.ane

- The typical fishing party to Lee's Ferry in 1993 spent an average of $4860 per trip with 36
percent of all parties spending over $600 per trip. As might be expected, members of the
Northern Arizona Fly Casters spend considerably less on average ($150) than members
of either Trout Unilimited ($438) or Arizona Fly Casters ($450). (Table 11)

- The typical visitor to Lee’s Ferry in 1993 was male {91%) and an Arizona resident (83%).
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__ SUMMARY TABL

TABLE 1: TIMES FISHED LEE'S FERRY 1993

"And how may fishing trips, if any, did you make to Lee's Ferry in

19937~
ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP
Northern
Non- Trout Arizona Arizona
Total Member Unlimited Fly Casters Fly Casters Other
Zero 43%  22% 52% 68% 27% 53%
1 time 34 58 19 21 0 18
2 to 3 times 15 14 18 7 33 23
4 or more times _8 6 10 _4 _40 _6
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Mean - all person 1.7 1.3 24 6 55 1.1
Mean - persons having
fished at least
1 time 3.1 1.6 5.0 1.7 7.6 2.4

TABLE 2: LENGTH OF TIME FISHING AT LEE'S FERRY

“In what year did you first fish at Lee's Ferry?"

1990 to 1994 30%
1985 to 1989 31
Prior to 1985 - 38
100%
5 ‘ 941 10\esfermy. Apt

~— J

behavior research cencer choermix, arizona




TABLE 3: FISHING PATTERNS AT LEE'S FERRY
{AMONG THOSE HAVING FISHED IN 1993)

"Did you fish with a guide at Lee's Ferry during 19937?"

ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP

Northern
Non- Trout Arizona Arizona
Total Member Unfimited Fly Casters Fly Casters Other
Yes 37% 39% 49% 29% 9% 38%
No 63 61 51 il 91 62
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

"And when you fished at Lee's Ferry in 1993 did you use flies, lures or

both flies and lures?*

Flies 60% 34% 97% 82% 100%
Lures 23 42 0 ¢ 0
Both 17 24 3 18 0
100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
6

88%
0

12

100%
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TABLE 4: ATTITUDE ABOUT CURRENT LEE'S
FERRY MANAGEMENT POLICY
"Lee's Ferry is currently managed with reduced bag limits and size limits
to produce 18 inch trout and high catch rates. Do you support or oppose
this management policy at Lee's Ferry?"
Not
Support Oppose Sure
" Total 1% 6% 3%
ORGANIZATION
Non-member 89 9 2
Trout Unlimited g6 4 0
Arizona Fly Casters 89 7 4
Northern Arizona Fly Casters - 100 0 0
Other : 100 0 0
FISHED LEE'S FEARY 199
Yes : 91 6 3
No 91 7 2
1ST FISHED LEE'S FERRY ,
1990 to 1994 94 4 2
1985 to 1989 a1 6 3
Prior to 1985 89 10 1
7 94110Veelery.Rpt
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TABLE 5: ATTITUDE ABOUT 12 INCH PUT-AND-TAKE POLICY

"Would you support or oppose a policy where the area is stocked with 12
inch frout and there is no restriction on the size of trout that may be

taken?"

Total

ORGANIZATION

Non-member

Trout Unlimited

Arizona Fiy Casters

Northern Arizona Fly Casters
Other

FISHED L £E'S FERRY 1993
Yes '
No

18T FisHED LEE'S FERRY
1990 to 1994
1985 to 1989
Prior to 1985

kot St ol it Pt Pt o o p Sk Nt ok

Not
Support Oppose Sure
12% 83% 5%
19 76 5
6 86 8
9 89 2
0 87 13
0 100 0
12 82 6
11 84 5
11 80 9
14 83 3
10 87 3
8
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TABLE 6: ATTITUDE ABQUT 20 INCH TROPHY TROUT POLICY
"Would you support or oppose a policy where all trout under 20 inches
must be released and only one trout over 20 inches may be kept?"

Not

Support Oppose Sure
Total 67% 29% 4%
ORGANIZATION
Non-member 54 40 6
Trout Unlimited 75 23 2.
Arizona Fly Casters 77 19 4
Northern Arizona Fly Casters 67 = 27 6
Other 82 12 6
FISHED LEE'S FERRY 1993
Yes 64 33 3
No : 70 24 6
1ST FISHED LEE’S FERRY .
1990 to 1994 67 28 5
1985 to 1989 68 27 5
Prior to 1985 65 32 3

9 ’ 941 10Neeferry.Rpt
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i TABLE 7: ATTITUDE ABQUT NO KILL - NO HARVEST POLICY
V "Would you support or oppose a "no kili-no harvest" policy where all
trout, regardless of size, must be released?”
Not
Support Oppose Sure
Total 53% 44% 3%
ORGANIZATION :
Non-member 33 65 2
Trout Unlimited 76 20 4
Arizona Fly Casters 57 41 2
Northern Arizona Fly Casters 53 47 0
Other 94 6 0
FISHED LEE'S FERRY 1993
Yes 48 46 6
No 58 42 0
1ST FISHED LEE'S FERRY
1990 to 1994 52 43 5
1985 to 1989 49 49 2
Prior to 1985 . 57 40 3
10 : 94110deetery.Apt
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TABLE 8: ATTITUDE ABOUT OVER 16 INCH RELEASE POLICY
"Would you support or oppose a policy where all trout over 16 inches
must be refeased and only two trout under 16 inches may be kept?"
: Not
Support Oppose Sure
|
| Total 54% 43% 3%
|
: ORGANIZATION
: Non-member 44 54 2
i Trout Unlimited 52 44 4
Arizona Fly Casters 62 36 2
Northern Arizona Fly Casters 73 27 0
Other 53 47 0
FiSHED LEE'S FERAY 1993
Yes 53 44 3
No 56 42 2
1ST FISHED LEE'S FERRY
1990 to 1994 58 37 5
1985 to 1989 49 49 2
Prior to 1985 53 45 2
11 9411 00eelary Apt
\_ - J/

behavior research cencer phoenix, armzons




TABLE 8. ATTITUDE ABOUT NATURAL WILD SPAWN POLICY

“Would you support or oppose a policy where the Game & Fish
Department stopped stocking Lee's Ferry with hatchery trout and the
area was maintained only through natural wild spawn?"

Not
Support Oppose Sure
{ Total 40% 43% 17%
‘ ORGANIZATION
Non-member 30 51 19
Trout Unlimited 51 32 17
Arizona Fly Casters 42 47 1
-Northem Arizona Fly Casters . 27 47 26
Other 65 18 17
FISHED LEE'S FERRY 1993
Yes - 40 42 18
No _ 41 44 © 15
1ST FISHED LEE'S FERRY
1990 to 1994 38 42 20
1985 to 1989 36 51 13
Prior to 1985 ‘ 47 37 . 16

N o Sl Pt s Bt At Pong Bt B Frd P ot Pt g

TABLE 10: ATTITUDE ABOUT NATURAL WILD SPAWN
POLICY IF MEANT FEWER TROUT (AMONG
THOSE FAVORING POLICY)

"And would you still support this policy if it meant there may be fewer

trout?
Yes 88%
No 6
Not sure _6
100%
12 ' 94110Mesterny.Rpt
. o vy

behavior research center T phoenix, arizona




TABLE 11: LEE'S FERRY TRIP SPENDING
“Next, on a typical fishing trip to Lee's Ferry, what would you estimate is
the total amount of spending by all members of your fishing party?
Please include any spending for such things as transportation, lodging,
food and beverages, licenses, entry fees, gas, tackle, bait and the like "

~ {AMONG THOsE FISHING LEE'S FERRY IN 1993)

Under $100 10%

$100 10 $199 16

$200 to $299 g

$300 to $399 9

$400 to $499 9

$500 to $599 11

$600 to $999 ' 22

$1,000 or over 14

100%

MEDIAN TRIP SPENDING $460

ORGANIZATION

Non-member $530

Trout Unlimited $438

Arizona Fly Casters $450

Northern Arizona : $150

Fly Casters

Gther $700

RESIDENCE

Arizona _ $400

Other state $600

13 ) ' 941 10Ueeferry, Rpt
— J

behawvior research center phoenix, srizona




TABLE 12: SAMPLE PROFILE
FiSHED LEE'S
Feary IN 1993
Total Yes No
(GENDER :
Male 92% 91% 93%
Female .8 9 i
‘ 100% 100% 100%
PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Arizona ‘ - 88% 83% 95%
Out-of-state . 12 A7 5
100% 100% 100%
ORGANIZATIONS
Non-member . 39% 53% 21%
Trout Unlimited - 34 .. 28 41
Arizona Fly Casters 26 15 41
Northern Arizona Fly Casters 7 10 5
Federation of Fly Fishermen 3 3 3
Federation of Fly Casters 3 3 2
Desert Fly Casters 2 1 3
North American Fishing Ciub * 0 1
i Tucson Fly Tiers * 0 1
! “Indicates % less than .5
;
14 84110eeferry. Rpt
. | J

behavior research centcer phoenix, amzona
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Survey Questionnaire
7 Detailed Tables
i
i
i
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1117 Nonh Third Street

Phoenix, AZ 85004 LEE'S FERRY USER SURVEY RESP D (6-8})
(602) 258-4554 April, 1994

Hello, may | speak to (LISTED NAME), please?

Hello, {LISTED NAME), my name is and I'm with the Behavior Research Center of Arizona.
We're conducting a brief study for ihe Arizona Game and Fish Department and 1'd like to speak with you for a
few minutes.

Before we get started, have you ever fished al Lee’s Ferry?

CONTINUE 1FN- THANK RESPONDENT & TERMINATE
1. Inwhat year did you first fish at Lee's Ferry? NUMBER "/___ /7 / (-10)
2. And, how many fishing trips, if any, did you make to Lee’s Ferry in 19937 NUMBER /___/ _ { (11-12)

3. Did you fish with a guide at Lee's Ferry during 19237 Yes...1 (13)
, No...2

4. And wheh you fished at Lee’s Feny in 1993 did you use flies, lures or Flies...1 {14)
both flies and lures? Lures...2
Both...3

5. Lee's Ferry is currently managed with reduced bag limits and size fimits Support...1 {15)
1o produce 18 inch trout and high catch rates. Do you support or oppose Oppose...2
this management policy at Lee's Ferry? Not sure...3

6. Next, would you support or oppose each of the following management Not
: Support Oppose  Sure

A. A policy where the area is stocked with 12 inch trout and
there is no restriction on the size of trout that may betaken. ... ... . ... 1 2 3 (16}

B. A policy where all trout under 20 inches must be released

and only one trout over 20 inches may be kept .. .. ... ... . ......... 1 2 3 (17}
C. A "no kill-no harvest" policy where all trout, regardiess
of size, musthereleased . . .. .. ... ... . . .. ... ... ... 1 2 3 (18)
D. A policy where all trout oves 16 inches must be released
and only two trout under 16 inches maybe kept . .. ... ... . ... ...... 1 2 3 (19}
L]
wiworldjol’34\84 1 10Maafery Que ** FINAL * 04/29/94 12:35pm page: 1
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7. Nexl, would you support or Oppose a policy where the Game & Fish (GO TO Q7a) Support.. 1 (20)
Department stopped stocking Lee’s Ferry with hatchery trout and the area {GO'TO'Q8) Oppose...2
was maintained only through natural wild spawn? Not sure.. 3
7a.  And would you slill support this policy even if it meant there may be Yes...1 (21)
fewer trout? No...2
Not sure...3

8. Next, on a typical fishing trip to Lee's Ferry, what would you
estimate is the total amount of spending by all members of your
fishing party? Please include any spending for such things as
fransportation, lodging, food and beverages, licenses, entry fees, AMOUNT ¢ / / / / (22-25)

_gas, tackle, bait and the like. .

9. Finally, are you a member of any trout fishing organizations? (IF;YES: No...1 (26)
ASK): Which ones? Trout Unlimited...2 (27)
Arizona Fly Casters...3 {28)
Northern Arizona Fly Casters.. .4
Other (SEECIEY)...
Thank you very much, that completes this interview. We appreciate your heip on this project.
Have a good day/evening. (VERIFY PHONE NUMBER)
NAME: _ PHONE #: (29-35)
CITY; ' _ ‘ {36-37)
OBSERVED DATA: ' : Male...1 {38)
Female...2
SAMPLE SOURCE: Licensed Dealer List...1 {39)
Angler Survey List...2
Northem Arizona Fly Casters Club List._.3
Trout Unlimited List...4
Arizona Fly Casters List...s
ADMINISTRATIVE DATA: ,
INTERVIEWER NAME: #: {40-42)
VALIDATED BY: #: ' ' {43-45)
CODED RY: #: (46-48)
wilwork\jobQ 41941 10Maaferry Qus ** FINAL =

0472994 12:37pm pages: 2
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ARIZONA GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT CREEL SURVEY - LEES FERRY 11/97

FiSH RELEASED FISH KEPT

DATE <10 10-18 16-22 >22 LT WT LT WT LT | wTt

BOAT SHORE

NUMBER ANGLERS

NUMBER JUVENILES

NUMBER SUCCESSFUL

COMPLETEDTRIP ¥ N

BAIT USED STATE COUNTY

FLY LURE

INTERVIEWED PREVIOUSLY YES NG
AVERAGE NUMBER TRIPS PER YEAR AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY

VERY GOOD GOQD FAIR POOR VERY POOR

NUMBER FISH

REGULATIONS

OVERALL

YES { NO

CATCH & RELEASE ONLY

ANNUAL TROPHY

ONE PAN SIZE

INCREASE LIMIT

NO SLOT

SINGLE HOOK

AS IS

TOO THIN

GUIDED




Lees Ferry Creel Data Compilation Project
Draft Final Report
September 2001

Revision 11/97

LEE’S FERRY
CREEL INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

1) In the past five vyears has'your fishing time

1} Increased
2) Decreased
3} No Change

2} In any given year do you fish:
1) Less than 20 days per year
2) More than 20 days per year

1) Estimate age category:

1) under 14

2) 14-20

3) 21-40

4) 41+

4) Given the choice would you rather:
1) Catch a few big fish, 12" plus

2) Catch a lot of small fish, 12" plus

3) Do not care

S) What do you do with the fish you catch:

1} Release
2} Keep to eat
3) Give away
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APPENDIX B: Behavior Research Center, 1994. A survey of a selected group of anglers who
fish at Lee’s Ferry.




3OO0 LEE'S FERRY FISHING SUREY MY V94 {306 $95113) FRCE 1§

TEHAVIOR PESEARCH CENTER, INC.

Al GAME & FISH DEPT,

G.10 VAT VERR DIL YOU FIRST FISH AT LEE'S FERRY?  (KED)

| FISHED IN '35 AT | {ST FISHED L.F. i GRGANI'N MEMEBER
i LEEFS FEBRY | ——-- { NLAL -
1 e { 133734 *A5-'85 ECFORE | NOME TROUT  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
1 YES T "85 1 UNLIMITED CASTERS  LASTERS
Total Respawndents b 116 Be 1 72 63 621 ag 69 a3 i5 17
’ RO192.0 6.9 43.1 1 A7, 3. A4l 3N 3.8 ob. @ 1.4 8.3
C 18391 109.2 .21 102,2° 1.2  12.0 1 1092.9 192, 10d.0 1.4 13,0
f. 1384 & LATER B2 | 8 341 g2 1 13 23 2 8 g
R 1920.2 1 45,2 545.8 1 lea.a 1 2o 3t 33.3 2.9 129
£ 341 cé, 1 486 1 jeaat 6.3 33.3 3.6 3.3 &1
i i {
2. 1585-1989 X 32 k) &3 1 23 o 17 & 3
R 102.9 ¢ 50.8 9,2 | 18,9 1 3.9 3a.1 27.8 9.5 1.9
€ 391 2L.& 3.2 1 1829 | 28.8 34,8 3.1 8.2 29.%
{ - 1 1
3. 1932 7D PHESENT 71 % £ 1 73 ] 44 2 13 i §
R 122,21 7.9 29.1 1 1ad.2 I 596.7 c7.8 19.9 .3 3.1
C 357! 48,3 611 109.2 { 5.0 3H.9 £8.3 &7 235
i | |




3934 LEE'S FERRY FizAING SURVEY  MAY 'S4 (JDE 834119) FACE 2

ZEHRYIOR RESEARCH CENTER, N,

AL E/NE & FISH DEPT,

O.cX  HUW MANY FISHING TRIPS, IF ANY, DID YOU MAKE TO LEE'S FEARY IN
13337 (NET)

! FISHED IN '33 AT | 15T FISHED L. F. | GRGANI'N MEMEER
; LEE'S FERRY | -—-—- ———m S 1117 J—
e | '32-79% 18S-'83  EEFORE | NOME TROUT Az fLY FLY OTHER
| YES ND | 85 | UMLIKITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Tatal Respardents 204 { 116 £8 | 7 63 62 1 @ 63 %3 15 17
R 102.9 ( 56.9 3.1 0 3.7 0.9 s e 33.8 2.9 4 8.3
C 19004 109, 9 122, 1 1920 1028  1P0.@ | ied.@ 1¢3.0 120.0 1009 i90.0
2, IERQ 88 | . 89 ¢ 23 k] | 3 18 36 5 4 9
R 100:9 | 122,21 261 B¢ BEIl A5 4¢.9 4.9 45 19,2
C 4311 1e.e 1 9.1 3.2 S48 225 52.2 67.9 6.7 529
| | !
1. &F 631 €3 { A 2 91 i 13 11 3
R 12@.9 102,90 I &l 3.9 13,3 | £5.7 18.8 15.9 4.3
£ 3381 %3.5 1 381 4.9 1.5 1 57.5 18.8 20,8 7.6
| i |
2. 2-3 k. ) 30 i 1 7 21 1 13 4 5 4
R 102.8 1 102. 9 I 3.7 23.3 0.0 1 36.7 §2.3 13.3 16.7  13.3
L 1471 25.9 ! 13.9 1.1 19.4 1 13.8 18.8 7.5 333 235
{ | l
4. 4 L MORE 171 17 f 7 3 71 5 7 2 6 1
R o12a.0 1 122.9 | 4&le 6 421 #s  se 11.8 35.3 5.9
C 831 14,7 | 8.9 4.8 131 &3 18.1 i8 42.9 5.9
i I |




Sf9/% LEE'S FERRY FISHING SURVEY  MAY '94%  {JOR #34113) FAGE 3

FEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC.

AL GRYE L FISH DEPT,

.3 0ID YGU FISH WITH A GUIDE AT LEE'S FERRY DURING 19337

I FISHED IN "33 A1 1 15T FISHED L.F, | DRGANI™ 4 MEMBER
! LEE'S FERRY | ! = | - —- WAL -
e P '-35 '83-'83 REFORE 1 HOME TROUT  RI_FLY FLY  OTHER
i YES NO | 83 1 UNLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 1161 116 | 34 a2 Fic: I I 1Y 33 17 1 8
RO . I 4.3 2Lk 26,11 3534 8.4 14.7 9.5 6.3
I U 1330 10 1222 109.0 1 180.9 100.9 iea. 0 1ea.¢  18d.0
1. YES 23! 43 ! 26 12 2| o4 i6 3 1 3
R lea.a i 1ee.9 1 64,3 27.9 i1.6 1 55.8 37.2 1.6 &3 1.
£ 3nti 37.1 | 46.4 7.3 7.9 1 38.7 48.5 3.4 2.1  3Ls
{ | |
. ¥ 731 i3 | 28 2 231 3a 17 2 10 3
R o1ed.81 120,02 | 41.1 2l 4 3.3 1 5t 23.3 16.5 13.7 6.8
L 691 £2.3 I 5 £2.5 g2.11 8L3 al.5 .6 %7 825
{ | {




3/ 9% LEE'S FERRY FISHING SURVEY  2AY '3¢ (358 #3411 FAREE 4

SEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INL. AL GAME & FISH DEPT.

Q.4  RHEN YOU FISHED AT LEE'S FERRY I 1232 DID YOU USE FLIES, LURES OR
[OTH FLIES ¢ Luees? )

14,2 13.6 Z3.e

| FISHED IN 793 AT | 1ST FISHED L.F. | ORGANT™N MEMAER
| LEE'S  FERAY | oo oo e — e S
b e % 085089 RFORE | Mo TROUT A2 FLY FLY OTHER
! YES MO 1 85 1 WMLIMITED  CASTERS  CASTERS
Tatal Respondents 116 1 116 1 b 3z 28 i &2 i3 17 11 8
R 102,21  (00.@ P83 26 11 SL4  op4 16,7 9.5 6.9
C 100.01 {pa.9 {109 (3.0  120.9 1 1e0.9 106.0 1000  100.9 (090
1. FLIES 63 1 £3 ! 32 19 B A I 14 1 7
R 10.01  100.9 | 4. .5 .1 0.4 6.4 203 159 1a.1
€ 5951 59.5 boSLt 534 631 359 97,@ 4 1089 ans
i i ‘ [
2. LURES 27 1 1 { 15 8 i1 2%
R 1001  1g0.9 I 552 296 114 g5z
C 23.31 3.3 bo286 e 1871 413
r i : I
3. BTH: TUIES & 28 | e | B 5 7015 1 3 {
LURES R 102.81  1ea.¢ I @@ 250 3591 759 5.0 15.0 5.8
£ 1721 17.2 T | 2% e 17.6 2.5
i | i




333 LEE'S FERRY
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(IR 435119) FRGE 3

RI GRYE L FISH LEPT,

ECHAVIOR PESEARCH CENTER, INC.

0.5 LEE'S FERRY IS CURRENTLY MRHMASED WITH REDUCED BAG LIMITS & SIZE
LIMITS TO PRODUCE 18 INCH TROUT & HISH CATCH RATES. [0 YOU SUPRORT /
OPROSE THIS MANAGEMENT POLICY AT LEE'S FERRY?

FISHED IN '35 A7 | 18T FISHED L.F.

LEE'S FERRY {

| ORGANI'N WEMEER
i

| ————

|

{
i HO.AZL -
----- 1'39-'34 'A5-'83 BEFORE { NBMNE TROUT  AZ_RLY FLY DTHER
YES 0 85 | \MLIMITEP CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respordents 284 | 116 88 i i3 63 62 | aa &9 33 15 i7
R o12a.a .9 .11 387 39 41 3¥e 33.8 6.9 7.4 8.3
C tea.a | 1e@.9 .91 10d2 %0 102.9 1 190.0 192, 102, 2 122.8 1220
1. SUPPCRT 186 | 186 43 i 74 57 5 Ll £6 47 13 i7
R 162.2 | 37.9 43841 38 2.6 29.6 1 3.2 35.5 23.3 8.1 9.1
C 9121 9.4 %91 437 .5 88.71 888 95.7 B8.7 188.¢ 103
I I |
<. DPpOSC o 13 7 B 3 ] B 1 7 3 4
R el 3.8 4.2 1 25 0. 46,2 1 53.8 2i.1 30.8
C &4 6.9 b8t 38 3 .71 8.8 4.3 7.5
{ t ]
3. 107 SURE 1 3 21 & 2 i 2 2
R 1gp.2 1 £2.2 .01 420 5.9 a8 1 sl.g 4.7
L 2351 2.6 231 2.9 LE Lel 25 a8
i { |
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AT LEE'S FERRY FITHING SUBVET  MAY '94  (JDF $3il12) FRGE &

Al GAE & FISH DEPT.

BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC.

Q.6 A SUPPORT /7 OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE THE ASEA 1S STOCKED WITH 12
'INCH TROUT & THERE IS NO RESTRICTION OM THE SIZE OF TROUT THAT MAY B

TAKER?
| FISHED IN '23 AT | 15T FISHED L.F. i ORGRHE*H MEHEER
| LEE'S FERRY 1 - i —— e M.AL -——
I == = 1 '9-7T95% @5-'A3 PBEFORC | NOME TROUT A1 FLY FLY  OTHER
| YES HO 1 T UMLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondenis o4 | [}14 68 1 73 £3 £2 | 82 59 53 13 17
o102 56.9 3.1t 34.7 .9 B4 9.2 1.8 .0 0 T4 8.3
€ 162,91 129.9 102,81 {ed.@  189.0 {eR.0 1 1@2d.9 102.9 109, 160.0  180.0
1. SUPPORT 24 1% 19 1 9 9 61 15 4 5
R 1¢0.@ | 5.3 .71 315 3.3 25,81 629 16.7 2e.8
¢ 1L.81 12.1 141 14 14,3 2,71 14.8 5.8 %L
i 1 { :
2. ORPOSE 1631 95 T4 1 &3 5 54 | 61 E] 47 13 17
R o120t 56.2 §3.81 3.3 3.8 a0 36l 4.9 21.8 7.7 181
C 881 A1.9 841 b 73,7 82.5 87.11 7.3 - 8.5 88,7 85,7  100.2
I | i
3. MOT SURC 191 5 N ' 2 21 § 5 1 2
R o129 62.9 60.9.1 2.0 8.0 el 4.0 52.2 10.6 28.9
£ &9 5.2 4.5 | 7.6 3.2 .21 5.8 7.2 L9 12.3
| i S
4, REFUSED 1 i | { i 1
R 102,98 | 190.0 {1022 { 190.9
€ @51 8.9 | 1.3 o 1.4
{ 1 {




AT LIE'S FERAY FISHING SURVEY MY 194 (JOR #2461 19) PAGE 7

FEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, I,

fil GAME & FISH DEPT.

0.6 B SUPPORT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE ALL TROUT UNDER cQ THCHES MUST
BE RELEASED & GMLY CNE TROUT OVER 2@ INCHES MAY BE KERT)

| FISHED IN '93 AT | ST FISHED L.F. | DRGANZ'N MEMEER
| LEE'S  FERRY { -——mm- S IIE TS QU T YT ——
| o e {7329 TBI'EY  BEFORE | MOME RUT ALY FLY OTHER
! ¥ES MO | 85 | (MLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 284 ) 116 8 1 71 €3 621 e €9 53 5 17
R1e! 69 4310 387 209 R4l 392 38 6.0 4 8.2
C tea.@r  ree.e 1000 1 1920 1000 108.0 1 iod.e 1ea.0 1006 1220 100.@
1. SUPPORT 136 1 74 g2 | 53 2 &1 42 52 41 0 14
R 1000 | S44 4561 39 36 A4 3LE B2 301 .4 183
T 6671 6.8 751 &1 8.3 6851 S3.8 .6 TRA 667 82.4
] I i
2. 0PPOSE 591 3 21 1 a2 17 21 3 13 10 4 2
R 109.2 | 6.4 3561 33 8.8 3331 562 7.1 169 6.8 3.4
C 2891 R8O 2231 @e e BRIt 4.8 2.2 183 2.7 118
I ! I
3. MOT SURE 81 3 51 2 3 21 5 2 1 |
R 1801 375 6251 3.5 5 2501 €25 5.0 125 125
C 391 2.6 STt 38 48 121l 6.3 .8 £.7 5.9
o | | : I '
4. REFUSED 11 { i { : 1
Ro100.2 | 199.0 i 1pa.0 i 192.9
C a51 3.9 (1.3 i L4
! i |




7 3/9% LEE'S FERRY FISHIMG SHRVEY  MAY '94  {JOBR 34110} PRGE 8

EEHAVIOR RESCARCH CENMTER, IMC.

AL GAME 4 FISH pEPT,

0.6 C  SUPRORT /7 QPROSE: A *HO KILL - NO HATVEST™ FOLICY WHERE ALL
TROUT, REGPRILESS OF SIZE, MUST BE RELEASED? '

FISHED IN 93 a7 15T FISHED L.F. GRGANZ'N MEMBER

| I |
I LEE'S FERRY - | tAL —
b === =~} Y90-734 '85~'83  PEFORE | NOME TROUT AT FLY FLY OTHER
{ YES RO 1 "85 1 UMLIMITED CRSTERS  CRSTERS
Total Respondants 204 1 116 8a 1 13 €3 g2t aa £3 53 15 17
R o{ee.ad 36.9 .11 3.7 a9 .41 3.2 33.8 cb.a 7.4 8.3
C 1eau1 16889 1.2 1 109 13.0  102.0 1 190.9 102,09 1ea.¢ 00,9  100.@
| :
| 1. SUPPORT a7 ¢t 56 Al 51 31 3B 26 a2 38 a 16
| R 19d.0 | i 4.7 1 38.3 ¢3.9 271 243 48.6 28.9 .3 158
| L 351 53.3 M.er 5L 4.2 %31 .5 75.4 Sh.b 3.3 9.l
| ! i
¢. OFPOSE 581 a3 37| ] 3l 23 | 52 14 22 i i
R 10214 0.9 4.11 37.8 344 27.81 97.8 13.6 4. § 1.8 i1
C 8411 45.7 2.1 430, 4.2 48.3 1 65.9 - ted 4.5 A7 %3
i ! ' t .
3. NOT SURC b1 £ i 3 I 21 2 2 i
fo1ee.e | 122.9 1 e 1.7 3331 3E3 33.3 16.7
£ a9l a%ae i 3.8 1.6 el 235 2.3 1.3
1 | |
4. REFUSED 11 1 i 1 | i
R fede1 1%.0 { Ied.@ | 102.9
£ asi 9 | 1.3 | L4
{ 1




3/030% LEE'S FERRY FISHING SURVE:  MAY '3% (IO #34119)

BERAVIOR FESEARCH CEMTER, T,

A? GAME & FISH DEPT.

Q.6 D  SUPPORT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE ALL TROUT OVER 16 INCHES MUST
B RELEASED & ONLY THD TROUT UMDER 16 INCHES MAY BE KERT?

| FISHED IN'33 @1 | 15T FISHED L.F. | ORGANI'N MEMBER
[ LE's FERRY | —-o—— - { = L)) J—
I = ———— | 793-'3% '85-'87 PBEFORE | NONE TROUT  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
| YES ¥} 185 | UMLIMITED  CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 04 16 83 | 71 £3 82 1 £Q &3 53 15 17
R 192.0 1 56.9 310 387 9 e 9.2 3.8 26.9 7.4 8.3
€ 120.0 1 100.9 1008 | 12¢ 1822 1222 1 1200 12,2 100,92 120.2  1p0.0
1. SUPPORT 119 | 3 43 § 1 k3| 23 35 36 3 11 9
R 190.0@ | 5.5 64,51 4.8 .2 3021 3.8 ».7 e 12,2 8.2
C 5391 52.6 85.71 582 4.2 5.21 4.8 52.2 62.3 733 529
i ! !
2. 0PPQsSE 8 1 5t 37 29 k]| 28 1 43 0 19 4 8
R 192.@ 1 58.@ 4281  3.e 3.2 .81 4.9 3.1 21.6 4.5 9.1
C 4311 §4.9 2.8 1 367 4P 45,21 53.8 §1.5 5.8 26.7 41t
{ ! | )
3. MOT SURE 51 3 21 3 1 11 2 2 1
R 182.0 1| 2.2 291 @ A0 .01 420 40,9 e%.0
C 251 2.6 2.3 3.8 1.6 .61 2.5 2.3 1.9
| t |
4, REFUSED {1 1 [ 1 | 1
’ R 12d.21 122.9 12 ] 120.@
£ 951 2.9 i 1.3 | 1.4
I i {




319734

LEE'S FERRY FISHING Somdy

BZHAYIOR RESUASCH CEMTER, IHC.

HAY 34

(JOF #3411}

Total Respondents

R
C
1. SUPFORT
&
C
2. DPPOSC
R
c
3. MOT SURE

C

B.7 SURKORT / OPPOSE: A FCLICY WHERE THE GAME & FISH DEPT. STOPPED
STOCKING LEE'S FERRY WITH HATCHSRY TROUT & THE AREA WAS MAINTAINED ONLY

THROUGH MATURAL WILD SPatn?

FISHED IN '33 AT |
LEE'S FERRY 1§

15F FISHED L.F.

ORGAMZ'N MEMBER

i I
i - I e Y Y J—
| o [ '92-'9% A58  REFORE | NONE TROUT AL FLY FLY GTHER
! YES N0 | 85 | " UNLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
204 | 16 a8 | 75 62 21 80 &9 53 15 17
192.9 1 £6.9 43,11 = 09 M4l 33z 3.8 Z6.@ 7.4 8.3
120.0 | 100, 102,81 (920 100.86  100.0 | 199.0 1988 1e0.0  122.0  122.0
8z 1 4 AR 2 23 - 3 22 & 11
190,90 %. 1 .91 3. 8.0 3541 293 - 4n7 6.8 8.3 134
49,2 1 1.7 4991 8.8  3B5 4681 0.0 50,7 §.5 . .7 &7
i | {
aa | £3 399 i3 ki 231 &l 2 2 7 3
10,8 | 5.7 44,31 3L 34 .11 E6.E 25.0 28.4 8.0 3.4
83,11 82,2 4.3 4.8 W8 311! SL.3 3.9 47.2 4.7 1.5
I i - i
34 1 21 131 16 8 21 15 1@ 6 3
109.9 1 61.8 W21 471 235 241 Ehd 5.3 17.6 1.8 8.8
16.7 1 8.1 .61 23 127 1611 18.8 7.4 11.3 2. 17.6
t 1 i
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BERAVIDR RESERRTH CEMTER, [MC. RZ GRME & FISH DEPT.

0.7 2 AND WOULD YOU STILL SUPPORT THIS POLICY EVEW IF 17 MEANT THERE
MAY EE FEWER TROUT?

FISHED IN *93 ar

] | IST FISHED L.F. 1 ORGANZ'N MEMBER
{ LEE'S FERRY | - - — MiL,AL  ——-
| =m=e e | '90-194 185989 BEFORE | NONE TROUT  AZ FLY FLY  OTHER
A YES MO | 8 UNLIMITED  CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents i 46 361 e £3 291 ch 35 ez 4 1
Ro1a.0 ! . 1 £3.9 | 6.6 £8.@ 41 A3 42.7 26.8 £9 134
C 121 190.2 1821 1082 100 12001 1090 12,9 108.9 122.9  120.0
1. YES ] i 4 ki & &2 k| b3 | 3 13 2 i
R 190.@ 1 3.9 .11 361 8.6 3431 &892 43.1 h. 4 2. 15.3
C 87.81 8.1 86.11  86.7 5.7 B8l 615 8.6 8.4 .0 19.9
| { i
2. NO 3l g 3! 3 2t é é 1 )
R 198.8 | 40,9 6.0 1 e&0.@ 0.8 1 4.0 .9 e 2 cd.e
C 611 4,3 B.3 | 1 6.1 A3 3.7 4.5 €2.9
) | {
3. MNOT SURE al 3 2| 1 1 3 { 2 e i
R 100.9 1 60.9 49.¢ | ca. @ <. 8.9 1 20.¢ 43,9 40.0 ce.
C &1 6.5~ . 35,61 33 &3 1,31 42 5.7 91 co. @
{ ‘ | |
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12

SEHAVIOR RESEARCH CEMTER, IML. AL GRNE & FISH DEPT.

R.8X  ON & TYPICAL FISHING TRIP TO LEE'S FERRY, WHAT WOULD YOU ESTIMATE
IS THE TOTAL AMDUNT OF SPENDING BY ALL MEMBERS OF YOUR FISHING PRRT?

(HET)
| FISHED IN 133 AT | 15T FiSHED L.F. | ORGANI'N MEMBER
|~ LEE'S FERRY | I Az -
I == - 1 '92-'3§ T85-'89 BEFORE | NOMNE TROUT AL FLY FLY OTHER
{ /’TES? W : 43 1 UNLINITER  CASTERS ~ CASTERS
Total Respondent s o204 | A 9 63 .62 1 fe 69 33 13 17
R 1e.0 1 ;4311 3A7 333 .41 3.e 33.8 26,0 .4 8.3
C 12xal 2.0 1 1@2.2 1009  102.0 1 120.0 162.¢ 1ea.2 183,80 100.2
1. UNDER @ a1 12 61 g 3 71 19 3 K- 3
R 180.9 | 66.7 3331 444 187 3891 5.6 16.7 1.1 i6.7
C 4481 19.3 6.8 1 .1 &8 11.31 125 4.3 3.8 0.0
{ i ‘ 1 '
2. 1%-179 3 ia 151 i1 8 14 1 13 b 1t b k!
R 122,90 | 94,3 531 333 242 2.8 1 3%.4 fa.2 3.3 18.2 9.1
C 1621 15.5 7.8 13.9 2.7 2.6 1 163 8.7 2.8 L1 B ¥
i { |
3. 2ee-293 34 1 H 231 a i6 181 7 17 134] 3 3
R 19001 32. & 87.6 1 3.5 411 2341 26 J68.0 3. 4 8.8 8.8
€t 71 2.5 &b.1 1 ot 2o & .11 8.8 2h.6 18.9 a2 17k
. { i |
4, 300-3713 e | 11 91 & 81 3 12 5 1 1
R 190.9 i 53.8 4.1 30,9 3%.9 .91 259 0.9 25. @ 5.9 3.9
C 9.8 2.5 1.2 | 1.6 3.5 1291 6.3 14.5 9.4 6.7 3.9
i [ |
G- 480432 22 1@ 121 3 3 41 & 1 8 2 {
R 9.0 1 45.9 94.3 1 4.9 42.9 6.2t 213 3i.48 36.4 9.1 4.5
L 18) B.& 13.6 1 114 14.3 €51 7.5 19.1 15.1 13.3 5.3
1 { H
6. 599-5%3.-- 221 13 31 i@ 7 31 12 i 5 4
R oi00.2 1 59%.1 4.9 1  45.3 3.8 2.71 5.3 31.48 18.2 18.2
C 181 1.2 121 127 11.1 411 1549 1a.1 7.5 23.5
| l i
7. 6e9-979 331 &5 g1 12 3 11 15 13 8 4
: R ied.e | 73.8 2é.2 1 3.4 27.3 33131 2.4 39.4 24. 1.1
C 1621 el.6 911 1635 16.3 t7.71 L5 16.8 15.1 3.5
[ i 1
8. 1620 + el th S 13 "5 3| 12 & b 1
R 1820 i 76.2 eidl  &L.9 258 1431 5.1 28.6 c3. 8 4.8
C 1831 13.8 a7 6.3 [ £51 139 3.7 9.4 2.3
| 1 i
9. N/A 1 i1 1 ' 1
R100.6 ¢ @21 1.9 I oiee.e
C a5 L1 1.3 1 1.3
| i I
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EEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC.

AL GAME & FISH DEPT.

Q.3 FIMALLY, ARE YOU A MEMBER GF ANY TROUT FISHING (RGANIZATIDNS?

FISHED IM '93 AT 15T FISHED L.F. ORGRNZ'N MEMBER

! ! !
1 LEE'S FERRY | - o — M.Ar -
I ———r ———= | T00-T94 185189 BEFORE | NGME TR A7_FLY FLY OTHER
{ YES Uit 85 | UMLINITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respordents 04 | HE as | 9 63 &2 | 8 89 a3 13 17
R 109.0 | 6.9 43.1 1 8.7 3.9 &1 33e 33, 6.2 1.4 8.3
C .21 1e2.92 a1 1.0 fea, 101 i0d.0 100.2 190.¢ ied. ¢ 100.9
1. 10 82 1 &2 18 1 44 23 131 8
/R 1ed.e | 7.3 @251 550 cd.a 16.3 1 10%,0
L el 23.4 .51 557 3.5 2.1 199
. 1 i
2. TROUT LWLINITED 63 | B xI 22 ok 23 i 69 11 3 12
R ied.9 1 $1.8 w2l 3.9 - 348 331 100.a 13.9 L2 174
€ 334814 cB. & 4891 1B 8.1 arid 120.@ 2.8 3.3 .6
1 i i
3. AT FLY CASTERS ai 17 3k 13 17 2i il 53 9
R 1ed.2 .1 6.9 1 28,3 32.1 33.6 | 0.8 192.9 17.8
L .01 147 49.3 | 19.2 &7.9 3391 13.9 16e.¢ 32.9
! ! 1
4. MORTHERN AZ FLY 1531 1 41 1 ) 81 3 15
CASTERS R ojea.a 73.3 267 { 6.7 . @ a3 3.3 12d.@
C 741 2.3 451 1.3 9.5 12.9 § 1.2 ied. ¢
] 1 i
3. FEDERATION OF 71 4 3 3 g . 21 i 4§ 1
FLY FISHERMAN R 100.9 | LT 2.9 1 429 eh.€ 8.6 | 192.2 .1 122.¢
C 3.4 3.4 3.4 1 3.8 3.2 3.2 1 0.4 1.3 41.2
i i H
6. FEDERATION OF g1 3 g | l 41 o4 3 R]
FLY CASTERS R 1ea.@ 1 68.2 .0 2e.9 829 1 a0 60.9 1%0.@
€ asi 2.6 2.3 1 1.6 6.5 1 1.4 3.7 £3.4
! | !
7. NORTH AMERICAN 1t o1 11 t i
FISHING CLUE 8 10e.¢1 1¢@.0 ¢ 120.9 1 19d.9 102.2
C &5i .11 1.6 1 L4 5.9
i ! |
8. TUCSOM FLY TIERS 11 11 11 i H
R 102.9 | iga.a 1 180.9 1 182.9 109.9
C @51 i1 1.6 1 1.4 3.3
1 I 1
9. DESERT TLY 1 1 K 3 11 é 3 4
CRSTERS Ro1ea.¢ 1 23.9 3.8 1 5.9 ¢0 | J0.0 15.9 1¢3.0
C 2zl 8.9 .41 5.8 L& | c.9 3.7 23.5
! ( I
18. PRIVATC £LUB 11 11 i i { 1
R 1®.¢ 1| 109.¢ 1 109.0 1 0.9 142.9
€ @31 L1 1.3 | 1.4 2.9
| ! |




9%

EEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, IMLC.

LEE'S FERRY FISHIMG {JOB #34110Q)

AL GAME & FISH DEPAT,

G.3  FINALLY, ARE YOU R MEMEER OF ANY TROUT FISHING ORGAN1ZATIONS?

FIGHED IN '92 AT IST FISHED L.F. DRGANI'N MEMEER

——m— ] 1215,

Tetal Respordents cés |
et
C 10,01

If. DON'T HMDY /nOY
SURE

11
.01
i1
|
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC, A1 GAXE & FISH DEPT,

CITY
I FISHED IN'33 AT | IST FISHED L.F. ! QREANZ™M MEMBER
| LEE'S  FERRY 1 [ e 1Y —
boommmme e 1130194 185089 BEFORE 1 NOE TRUT A2 FLY FLY  OTHER
! YES NGt "85 | UNLIMITED CASTERS CASTERS
Total Respondents 180 | % 84 | €2 £0 S8 6l &4 53 15 15
R 1e2.2 i 53.3 .71 3.4 333 32t 3.9 36 29.4 8.3 6.3
C 1ol 100 1001 1009 1000 1000 ( {p.0 1020 100 100.0 1000
S.  AVCHDALE 11 1] 1 1 1
R o100, | T | 1R.¢ ! 1800
X 1.2 1 1.7 ! 1.6
. ! | 1
B APACHE JUNCTION 11 1 ! 11 |
R O100.0 1  100.9 l 100.9 1 122.0
C 261 1.2 | 1.7 1 L6
) ! I !
19. CAREFRCE 1 1 i ) 11 1
R 100,01  100.@ | 100.9 | 100.0
L o6l 1.0 ! L71 1.6
[ t i
12, CAVE CRELK el 1 11 1 11 2
R 100.9 5.6 S0 | 2.0 50.9 4 102.¢
C i 1.0 Lz L7 LT .8
{ ! i
13, CHANDLER, 31 & 11 3 I 1 1 2 §
R 103.01 6.7 3331 100.0 | 3.3 33 6T 3.3
C L7 2.1 L2l 48 I 1.6 16 3.8 7
[ ! !
21. GILBERT 11 11 o ! 1 {
: R 1ee.0 | 120.2 1 102.9 ( 109.0 100.8
C 0.6 1.2 1.7 I 1.9 6.7
! l l
22, GLENDALE § 1 1 31 2 2 [ 2 1 1
Rton.o 1 &0 7501 e . 1 5.0 &0 .0
T azi 1.0 6T aE a3 {33 1.6 1.9
| i (
32 LITOFIELD PARK 11 1 | ! 1
R 180.01  100.9 I 102.0 | 100.9
C 26! 1.9 FLg | 1.9
! 1 i
35. MesA 10 4 b1 3 5 21 6 3 2
R 100.9 1| 4.9 8001 e e 01 60.0 0.0 0.0
C 561 4.2 1L 48 83 341 9.8 4.7 3.8
i | !
43. PRRADISE VRLLEY 21 2 | ! | i 1 1
R100.01  180.9 [ s.e  se.0 X e
C Lt 2.1 | LB 1.7 I L 1.6
! ! |
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BEHAVIOR PESEARCH CENTER, 1M,

AZ GAME & FISH DEPT.

Civy
! FISKED IN '93 AT | 15T FISHED L.F. | ORGAN?'N MEMEER
i LEE'S FERRY 1 | - ——--  NLAI ———-
| e e { 132-94 18589 PBEFORE | NOME TROUF A2 FLY FLY OTHER
i YES H1 85 | (MLIMITED  CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 182 1 % B4 | &2 £a 1 S 3| E4 3 15 15
R 1ea.e | 53.3 8.7 1 4.4 3.3 P21 3.9 35.6 29,4 8.3  a.3
C 192.9 1 103.@ 122,21  tea.@ 1230  109.0 | 120.9 100.9 102.9 100.¢  100.9
44, PEORIA 3 1 21 2 11 1 1 1
i o10e.01i. 33.3 8671 867 331 353 3.3 3.3
E L7} 1.0 2.4 1 3.8 .71 L6 1.6 1.9
1 | i
5. PHOENIX 531 23 k¥ 2 17 16 1 17 14 3 §
R 19291 43,4 S6.6 1 3.7 2.1 W21 226 26, & 58.5 7.5
L 294 4.9 o B 2.3 261 19.7 21.9 58,5 26.7
| ! ]
5. SCOTYSDALE 16 1 3 71 4 7 51 K 7 9 3
R iga.@ 1 56. 3 .81 5.9 43.8 3.31 18.8 53.8 6.3 18.8
£ 891 2,4 31 .5 1.7 8.61 &9 18.9 17.0 20,8
. | i i
S2. SN CITY 21 21 2 | 2 1
: R 102.2 1 100.2 | 102.2 1 102.8 50.0
C i1 a4 1 33 i i1 1.9
| i ]
S3. SUN CITY MEST 21 1 11 1 11 1 f
A 198.9 | 50.9 7 N 5.8 | 5.8 58.0
[ T 1.0 1.2 1 1.6 1.7 1 1.6 1.9
i i I
54, SUN LAKES il 1 | 11 1
Rotee.e 182.4 | 100.9 1 109.2
[ N 1.9 | 1.7} 6.7
| 1 | .
£9. TEMPE 71 § 3 & 31 2 1 1
R 100.@ | 57.1 62,91  SLL . 2,91 28.6 57.1 14.3 14.3
£ 291 4,8 3.6 1 6.5 S.21 3.3 5. 1.3 £.7
| 1 1
61. JOLLESON 1 I 1 ! 1
R o100.9 1 10,9 1 10¢.9 { 1ee.e
C Q&1 .21 1.7 i L6
| 1 |
115. GREEM VALLEY - 21 1 51 2 | 2
R 190.9 | 2.9 50.@ 1 120.9 { 102.0
£ L1 1.9 .24 1.3 ! it
{ | | _
162. TUCSON 171 8 9 | 7 5 51 7 18 {
R 190.9 | 7.1 5291 41,2 29,4 29.4 1 41,2 58.8 5.9
£ 941 8.3 171 1.3 B.3 .61 15 15.6 6.7
| | |
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o

EEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, [if.

AL GAME & FISH DEPT.

CITY
! FISHED IN "33 AT | §ST FISHED L.F. i ORGANZ'N MEMEER
I LEE'S  FERRY i - i ——= === MOAL -
| e e 19996 '85-'83  BEFORE | NOME TROUT A7 FLY FLY OTHER
I YES NG 1 85 | UNLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respandents 180 | 9% 84 1 N 58 1 61 £4 53 15 19
R io0.¢ | 513 6.7 1 3.4 333. 32l 39 35.6 29.4 8.3 8.3
C 102.¢ 1 100.2 129,80 1 129 (009  100.0 | 1020 102.0  190.0 128.9  100.¢
273. SIERRA VISTA 1 1 ; i i 1 |
R 10e.d | 100.8 [ 10,9 [ 102.9 10@,2
C sl 1.a ! 1.7 I 1.6 6.7
; | i
315, FLAGSTRFF &5 1 18 71 5 . & 14 | 8 8 13 1
R o183.0 [ 72.0 e8.8 1 A0 2@ S6.A! 2.0 3.9 2.8 4.0
C 1331 18.8 8,31 8.1 120 211 131 12.5 8.7 6.7
| | H
320, GRAND CANYON 11 1 | 1 ! 1
VILLABE R 1020 | 100, 9 P10 ! 102.0
C @61 1.2 | 1.6 I 1.6
. I - ! {
345. MARELC CRNYON 2 1 i1 i 11 2
R 100.9 | 50.9 5e.6 1 5.9 5.9 | 100.9
C L1 e L2 1.6 L7133
f i !
355, PAGE 21 1 1 1 1 | 2
. R 1dd.e1 52.9 50.9 | . 52,9 1 10d.¢
o O 3 1.8 121 .6 1.7 I 33
| ! {
365. SEDOMA 51 4 11 2 2 {1 3 | 1
R 12291 82.¢ 2.6t &9 40 .81 62O 0.0 2.0
C 281 4,2 .2 1 3.2 3.3 L7101 4.9 1.6 6.7
1 ! I
371.7UBA CITY 11 i i 1 I 1
R 102.2 | 122.2 | 100.9 ° [ 1.0
C 61 1.9 ! 1.6 b LB
i I 1
485. SAFFORD 11 I 11 i 1
R 102,90 | 100.9 | 102.9 | 102.@ 1099
C a6l L2 1 1.7 1 1.6 6.7
! I I
£04, COLORADD CITY [ t [ 1 I 1
R 102.@ § 109, 9 ! 102.9 | 199.@
L o6 1.0 i 1.7 I L6,
! I i
£30. TAYLOR Co1d 1 I i i 1
R 190,01 180.8 { 183.9 | 190.2
C @aél 1.a P 1.7 I L6
t | !
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BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC.

A GAME & FISH DEPT.

ity

FISHED IN "33 AT
LEE'S FERRY

IST FISHED L.F.

ORGANZ'N MEMBER

| |
1 { { — —-- M.AZ ——
I s e — 1 '90-'394 185-'89 EEFORE | NOME TROUY  RI_FLY FLY QOTHER
| YES NO 145 | UNLIMITED EASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respordents 180 1 a3 84 1 &2 6 38 1 61 64 . 53 15 15
R o182.0 4 53.3 8,71 3.4 33.3 221 339 5.6 9.4 8.3 8.3
C 100,90 | 123.9 192,91 1000  1d.¢  (22.2 | 1974 1ea. 192.2 129.9  teg.0
775. NOGALES 11 1 1 11 1
R 1029 120.9 | 108.9 1 1920
L a6 1.9 } 171 L6
1 i {
765, SQMOITR 11 11 t [ {
R 199.0 1 100.8 1 1909 1 100.9
T & 1.2 | 1.6 1 L&
. ! | 1
818, CANP VERDE 31 ) 1) 1 1 [ 1 1 |
R ied.e | 66.7 3330 .3 3.3 3331 3.3 33.3 3%.3
C L7t 2.1 1.2 1 1.6 1.7 L7t L& 1.6 7
i i _ |
812, THIND VALLEY 11 1 ] 1 { 1
R 192.@ | 120.9 | 120.0 | 1e2.@
C @61 1.9 | 1.7 { 1.6
| { i
817. COTTONKOND L i | 11 {
R 1ea.9 | 100, 0 1 120.0 £ 100.9
€ @61 1.9 | .71 L&
f | {
843, PRESCOTT 21 | 11 1 | { { 1
R 190,90 1 0. 5.1 Qe 50,8 i 50,9 Se.@
t 11 1.9 [ L6 1.7 (. Y 1.6
_ i P |
323, YuMn 11 11 11 1
R 102,92 | 100.9 | 100,90 1 102.9
T Lel 1.7 4 1.6
i | |
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BEHRAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, It

Al GAME & FISH DEPT,

“STATE
| FISHED IN '93 AT 1 1ST FISHED L.F. i ORGANI'N MEMEER
| LEE'S  FERRY 1 - - - | e T— M1 R  ——-
R | '52-'% 185-'89 EEFORE | NOME TROUT A7 FLY FLY OTHER
f YES NG | 85 | UNLINITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Tatal Respondents 24 | 20 4 | 17 3 L 9 ) 2
R 100.0 1 83.3 16.71 728 12.5 16.71 79.2 20.8 8.3
C 198.2 1 120.0 12,2 | 1080 120.0 102.0 | 109.0 100.9 1828
S. CALIFORHIA 3 z 11 z 11 3
R 10R.9 1 £6.7 330 ERT 3331 1.0
C 1251 10.0 5.6 1 118 - &.ai1 15.8
i ] 1
5. COLORADD 4 | 2 2i 3 11 k| 1
R o100.9 1 52.0 .0 1 73.9 25,81 73.@ 25.0
L 1671 X SRt 7.6 2581 15.8 8.2
1 ) {
18. FLORIDA 11 1 ] 1 | 1
- R 120.0 1 10d.@ | 1ea.o | 104.¢
C 421 5. [ 5.9 5.3
| | i
&3, NEVADA 21 2 i z ! 1 t
R 109.9 | 122,90 i 1.3 X 50.9
C 831 10.9 ! 1.3 1 5.3 0.9
{ t |
32, NEW MEXICD 11 t [ 1 | 1
R 109.9 180.9 I 1929 I 182.0
C 421 5.0 I 5.3 1 5.3
‘ 1 ! i
. E1. OMLAHOMA 11 1i 1 { 1 1
R o100.9 100.8 1 180.9 i 100.9 189.9
L 421 25.0 1 5.9 | 9.0 52,6
| [ 1
4. TEXRS I 1 [ 1 | 1
R 1ed.a 109.9 | 122, 9 1 120.9
C &2l 5.0 i 3.3 5.3
1 | | '
45, UTAH 91 9 i 5 .z 21 8 1
R 100.9 1 1¢e.9 | SE5E e 2.21 88.9 1.1
€ 37.514 5.0 I 294 g7 S0.8 1 42,1 200
| [ i
48, WASHINGTON 1 t | 1 | {
R 1900.0 | 100, | 193.2 | 109,@
C 421 5.9 i 5.9 i 53
{ : | |
S0, WISCOMSIN - 11 1 1 { | 1 i
R 109.9 1 10,9 1129 I 109, ¢ 100.9
L &2 5.9 ! 5.9 ! 0.9 50.@
{ | {
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BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC.

Rl GAME & FISH DEPT.

GEMDER
I FISHED IN '93 AT | 157 FISHED L.F, | ORGANZ' K HEMBER
i LEE'S FERRY 1 : - — MLaz o -
I = e 1730-"34 *85-'R3 BEFORE | NONE TROUT  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
1 YES NO 1 85 1 UNLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Tetal Respordents 224 | 16 &a 1 Lk 63 62 | 8 63 a2 13 17
R 100.2 1 6.9 4311 387 A9 o4t 392 3.8 6.9 1.4 8.3
£ 180.8 1 192.9  1@.0 1 122.0 1020  100.9 | 100.0 182.0 100.¢@ ied. 9 1ed.9
1. HALE 108 | 16 az | ia 3 39 7l &4 52 1% 17
R 1ea.9 1 56+ 4 43.6 | jne 4 341 38 4.0 et .k .18
C %224 9i. 4 9iz21! a6 - 97 95.2 1 8.8 4.8 98.1 93.3  18Q.9
i 1 ' {
2. FEMALE 16 1 19 61 3 4 31 3 5 i 1
’ R 1ed.2 | €2.3 3751 963 £3.9 18.8 | 56.3 2.3 6.3 6.3
£ 7.81 K - 6.8 1 11.% 6.3 481 113 [A 1.3 &.7
{ { !

N
i
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EEHAVIOR RESERARCH CENTER, IifC.

AZ GAME & FISH DEPT.

SAMBLE  SDURCE

FISHED IN '93 AT 15T FISHED L.F.

LEE'S FERRY

ORGANI'N MEMBER

| | !
{ | i ——— — L1 I 1 —
| ——-- -——==- 1 '20-'94 185-'89 REFORE | NOME TROUT A7 FLY FLY GTHER
i YES MO I 185 | UNLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Tatal Respondents 204 | 116 88 | 79 62 62 | a9 B2 - 52 15 17
R o190.0 1 6.9 3.1 1 34,7 30.9 I T T ) 33.8 6.8 7.4 8.3
C 1209 1 182.9 100.8 | 190.9 1.2 {ed.0 1 123.9 122.9 183.9 100.0  120.9-
1. LICENSED DEALER 93 1 73 281 56 ] 21 2 3 2
LIST R 103,91 78.5 2.5t EQ.2 £3.8 1401 71.% 12.9 9,7 2.2
L 456 1 £2.9 g7 704 8.1 2.0 1 9@ 17.4 17.0 1.5
| { |
2. RMGLER SURVEY a1 k! 51 1 4 31 5 2
LIST R 1280 1 1.5 6231 12.5 50,9 51 &2, 25.9
' C 391 26 5.7 1 1.3 £.3 481 6.3 2.9
| l [
3. NORTHERM fZ ELY 13 1 12 3l 1 3 £ 1 T3 13
CASTERS CLUR LIST R 1ea.d | 76.9 231 1 1.7 4.2 46.2 | 23.1 102.9
£ 641 8.6 341 1.3 2.5 9.7 1 83 8.7
1 ! [
4. TROUT (MLIMITED . - §3 1 16 331 12 18 191 4 4 2 3
LIST R 120.9 1 2. 6.2 14 2.5  36.7 BB 6t 83.8 8.2 41 18.4
C .01 13.8 75t 15 Z8.6 30.61 3.8 63.8 7.5 13,3 52.9
i i |
S. A7 FLY CHRSTERS [ 14 i 3 11 211 B 40 £
LIST R 1882 1 3.1 6591 2.0 26.8 512 1 19.5 97,6 14,6
L Ll 2.1 BTG 17.5 3591 11.6 75.5 35.3
i i |
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. Al BAME & FISH DEPT,

0. COmMTY
b FISHED IN '93 AT 1 15T FISHED L.F. i OAGANT'N MEMEER
I LEE'S  FERAY | - I e S | I |} A—
| - ——-- 1 190-19% '85-'89 CEEFORE | NONE TROUT  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
| YES NO I 145 | UNLIMITED CRSTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 204 | 16 8a | 79 63 £2 1 80 69 53 - 15 17
R 120.2 ¢ 56.9 43,11 3BT W 341 9P 33.8 2.0 7.4 8.3
C 102.0 ¢ 120.8 10201 10290 1020 100.2 1 1008 192.0  120.2  {eg.9 108.2
1. HARICOPR 1 5¢ 59 { 41 38 k7| & 8 53 11
: Ro1ed.8 i 4.8 5321 369 3.2 2881 264 4.2 §.7 9,9
C Sh4 1 4.8 §7.214 5.9 803 SLEI 3.3 55.1  1e.e B4.7
| ! ) :
2. P 19 g e 7 51 7 12 1
R 102,92 47.4 5261 3.8 %8 %31 368 £3.2 ) 5.3
L 931 7.8 .41 &I 151 .11 8.8 17.4 5.9
| I 1
3, COCHISE 11 i | 1 ! 1 1
R 100.01  100.9 i 102,98 i 199.9 1000
C s 2.9 ! 1.6 i 1.4 5.9
i i : I
§, COCONIND 3§ % 19 1 o 9 &1 17 9 14 1
R O100.0 1 72.2 2781 M6 5.8 A& 1 4T.D 29.9 8.9 2.8
C 1.6} 2.4 1L.&1 139 143 .81 20.3 13.8 93.3 5.9
: - < [
5. GRAHAN 11 11 11 1 1
£ 1000 1 122.2 | 102.9 1 102.0 1909
£ o851 L1 1.6 1 1.4 5.9
{ ) i
6. MOHAVE 1t | I 1 ! 1
R 100.8 | 1009 { 102,90 | 199.9
£ a5t .9 i 1.6 T
l i i
7. NavRIo 11 | | 1 { 1
R 100.9 | 120.9 i 102.9 | ieo.¢
T 251 8.7 | 1.6 1 1.3
{ i |
A, SANTA CRUZ 21 1 11 1 il 2
R 192.9 | 50.8 se.e 1  50.9 56.0 1 100.2
C tet 2.9 L1 1.3 .61 2.5
t { ' i
9, YavARA! 71 5 2| 2 3 21 2 I
R 100.9 4.4 861 286 4.9 2861 5.1 20.6 14.3
C 341 3 231 25 4.8 .21 5. 2.9 6.7
t I |
1. Yuma 11 1 11 1
R 100.0 | 120.9 | 100.¢ | 19¢.2
C o5l 1.1t L6 1 1.4
l | 1
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AL GAHE & FISH DEPT.

€O, COUNTY
I FISHED IN '93 AT | 1ST FISHED L.F. | ORGANI'M MEMBER
I LEE'S  FERRY | —-—-- [ MLAZ  ~-ee
I =mmmm = 1 TR09% 185183 KEFORE | NONE TROUF  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
I YES to | '8s | UMLIMITED CASTERS  CRSTERS
Total Respondents 204 1 1t6 a8 1 79 €3 621 60 69 m 15 17
Ro1e.01  S6.9 4311 397 39 W41 392 B8 .0 .4 8.3
C lea.el 180.0  100.0 1 1000 1000 100.8 | 109.0 0.8 12.0  120.8 100.0
11. NON-AZ 2 | = I 17 3 i1 19 5 2
RESIDEMCE R 120.0 | 8.3 671 78 125 1671 79.2 2.8 8.3
C 1181 17.2 &51 2.5 4B 651 23.8 1.2 11.8
[ i i
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BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC. RZ GRME & FISH DEPT,

£ &8 SPECIAL TABLES *+ &

Base: L.02=1 FISHED IN *93 AT LEE'S FERAY

G.8X  ON A TYPICAL FISHING TRIP T0 LEE'S FERRY, WHAT WOULD YOU ESTIMATE
IS THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF SPENDINS BY ALL MEMBERS OF YOUR FISHING PART?

INET)
| FISHED IN 93 AT | 15T FISHED L.F. I ORGANI'N MEMBER
| LEE'S  FERRY | i —_— — N.Al ——
| ———— ——— | 79919 '85-'89 FREFORE ! NONE TROUT  AZ_FLY FLY OTHER
I YES N I 185 | IMLIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents 116 1 116 I 5% 3 81 g2 n 17 1 8
R 10001 100.0 I 88,3 2.6 211 S3.4 26.4 14.7 9.5 6.9
C 100.0 1  109.0 | 190.0  100.0  100.0 | 168.9 100.6  100.8  100.0 100.0
1. UNDER 1@0 121 12 ! 7 2 3i 8 1 3
R 100,01  100.9 i 58.3 167 2581 €67 8.3 25.8
C 10.31 16.3 {125 6.3 1871 12.9 3.8 21.3
i ! I
2. 1e8-199 18 | 18 I 7 4 71 19 3 & 5
R o100.2 1  100.8 1 39 2.2 3891 5.6 16.7 11.1 27.8
C 1351 15.5 { 125 125 2501 i6.§ 9.1 11.8 5.5
i I {
3. 200299 11 | 1 I 4 5 21 3 5 3 1 1
R 18281  180.0 I %4 455 1821 2.3 5.5 21.3 9.1 9.1
C 951 9.5 I 71 156 .11 &8 15.2 17.6 9.1 2.5
i { : H
4, 300-399 11 1 1 i 3 3 5% 3 3 3 1 1
R 100.0 1  190.9 ! 2.3 2.3 4551 2.3 54.5 21.3 .1 9.1
£ 951 9,5 I 5.4 9.4 17.91 4,8 18.2 17.6 %1 2.5
I I I '
S. 408439 19 | 18 I 6 2 21 4 4 1 1
- R 190.8 1  109.9 | 6.6 28.8 20.01 40.0 5.8 10,0 19.0
C 8.6 8.6 P17 6.3 7.11 6.5 12.1 5.9 9.
I { ]
6. 508-593 13 4 13 i 7 % 21 18 2 1
R 109.861  100.9 i 538 0.8 1541 76.9 15.4 7.7
C 121 1.2 I 125 125 .11 161 6.1 125
{ { I
7. 609-999 ol 5 I 1 8 61 13 9 5 4
R O100.9 1  109.9 | 4.8 e 201 520 - 3.9 28,9 16.9
L 2L6! 21.6 | 196 250 2141 oL@ 21,3 29.4 0.8
i i i
8. 1609 + 16 1 16 I 1 4 111 3 3 1
R 180.0 1  100.0 | 68.8  25.8 631 68.8 18.8 16.8 6.3
C 13.81 13.8 | 196  $2.5 61 7.7 9.1 17.6 12.5
i } { '
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AL GAME & FISH pEpT,

===

¥ SPECIAL TABLES &+ =

Rase: X@=1  FISHED IN *93 AT
£0. COUNTY
| FISHED IN '93 4T | 1T FISHED L., I ORGANT' N WEMBER
| LEE'S  FERRY § . ! —  — A
I = —— 1 "%'% 85989 BFORE | NN TRUT  pzfLy ALY OTHER
! YES N0 +85 § UNLIMITED  CASTERS  CHSTERS
Total Respodents 116 1 116 I % kY 21 g R 17 1 8
R 108.91 1000 | 4.3 2.6 211 54 2.4 147 95 6.9
C 100061 1e0.9 {1000 1006 190.01 10d.0 100.8  100.9 1.0 1fog.0
1. HARICOPA 5 | s I 3 16 131 2 18 17 5
R 100.01 1.0 | 8.2 3.8 2501 404 e 27 9.6
C 481 4.8 I M1 568 4541 3239 S5  190.0 62.5
i i )
2. Py 91 9 I & 3 i 5 §
R 1601  100.9 ! 67 333 1 5.5 .4
C 7.81 1.8 I 107 9.4 i 81 2.1
| i : I
3. COCHISE 11 1 { 1 1 1 1
R 100.81 1000 | 100.9 ! 109.0 108.9
L 0.9 0.9 I 3.1 I 3.0 12.5
i i i
4, COCONING % | 2 I 1 6 91 12 7 ' 12 1
R 100.8( 100.8 I 423 2% W61 462 59 85 3.8
L 241 224 | 196 188 211 {9.4 212 %.9 12.5
i H |
6. MOHAVE 11 1 | 1 T
R 100.861  100.9 i 108,0 | 1ee.8
C 9.9 0.9 | 21 [ 1.6
] I |
7. NWAJD $ 1 ! 1 S
R 160.91  100.9 i 100.0 | 100.9
£ 0.9 0.9 I a1 {16
: | | |
8., SANTA CRUZ 1} 1 | 11 1
R 188, | igd.a H .01 1.0
C 291 2.9 i 61 1.5
1 i )
9. YRvADAI 54 5 ) 2 1 21 4 i
R 160!  1op.0 1 400 200 4081 &ae 20.9
C 431 4.3 I 36 31 711 &5 9.1
) I I
11, NON-AZ 20 | 29 i 14 3 311 3 i
RESIDENCE R 102.01 1000 { 788 150 1501 5.0 15.0 5.0
C 1.2 7.2 | 258 9% 1071 27.4 9.1 12.5
I | I '
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[

BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AT BRE & FISH DEPT.

 + SPECTAL TRRLES &% 3+

Base: XG2=1  FISHED IN *93 AT
STATE
! FISHED IN '93 AT 1 16T FISHED L.F. | ORGAN'N MEMBER
| LEE'S  FERRY | ' ! — — MLAI ——
[ ———  ——— 1 '%-'% 8589 BEFORE | NN TRUT  AZAY LY OnER
] ¥ES N 65 i (LIMITED CASTERS  CASTERS
Total Respondents B o8 i 14 3 31 17 3 f
R o160.8 1  100.8 | 789 158 1501 g5@ 5.8 5.9
L 1e0.04  100.0 | 100.0  100.2  168.8 | 100.0 100.0 180.9
5. CALIFORNIR 2 2 1 { 12
R 160.01 1.8 I se.e 9.0 1 100.0
C 18.01 10.2 LT B3I 1.8
| i I
6. COLORADO 21 P | 2 e
R 100.81  100.0 | 160.9 I 100.9
¢ 1081 10.8 | 143 I 11.8
| ] |
18. FLORIDA 11 1 | 1 | 1
R 100.81 les.e | 106.9 1 1809
C S.e| 5.9 71 i 59 -
i I |
29, NEVADA 21 2 i 2 I 1 1
: R 10001  100.9 | 100.0 1 Se.8 50.9
C 10.01 10.9 I 143 | 89 3.3
o i | ,
32, NEW MEXICO 1] 1 i t i 1
: R 100.81  100.9 | 100.9 ! 190.0
C 5014 5.9 I 7.1 I 5.9
i 1 i
&, TEXAS 11 1 | 1 i 1
R 160.91  100.8 | 100.8 | 100.9
C 581 5.8 | 3.3 { 5.9
i 1 i
45, UTAH 94 g i 5 2 21 8 1
R 162.0 1  100.8 | S5.6 222 2221 8.9 1.1
C 4521 459 I 317 667 8671 471 3.3
I | |
48. WASHINGTON 11 { | i I 1
R 168.81  100.8 i 1e0.9 | 100.0
C 5.0l 5.9 R [ 5.9
i i 1
S0. WISCONSIN {1 1 | { 1 1 1
R 100.9)  100.0 I 1e0.0 | 109.0 102.9
C 5.9f 5.8 71 I 333 100.9
l i 1 '




GLEN CANYON NATIONAL RECREATION AREA

VISITOR USE SUMMARY

July, 2001
CURRENT  PREVIOUS YEAR % CHANGE CURRENT YTD PREVIOUS YTD % CHANGE
WAHWEAP 302,764 344,738 12,2 1,007,219 1,092,309 7.8
LEES FERRY 31,615 43,065 -26.6 . 145,807 175,438 -16.9
BULLFROG 46,307 61,169 -9.5 164,532 168,129 -2.1
HALLS CROSSING 10,847 12,330 -12.0 42,785 46,776 -8.5
HITE 18,277 22,090 -17.3 | 83,088 84,080 1.2
ESCALANTE 1,588 1,588 0.0 15,180 12,507 21.4
TOTAL PARK 411,398 474,970 -13.4 1,468,611 1,679,219 -7.6
RAINBOW BRIDGE 27,972 35,839 -22.0 | 96,272 112,919 14.7
# OF BOATS RANGER STATION RIVER RUNNERS ROAD ACC NPS CG FISHERMEN
WAHWEAP 52,413 144 | o 6,047 0 0
LEES FERRY 110 171 7,768 0 567 213
BULLFROG 45,366 1,358 . 0 2,859 0 0
HALLS CROSSING 9,739 . 250 1,801 0 -0 0
HITE 3,413 432 1,209 1,354 456 0
ESCALANTE . 0 3,674 0 0 i 0 0
HAYDEN V/C 0 118,602 0 0 0 0
TOTAL MONTH 112,758 124,531 10,768 10,260 1,023 213
YEAR TO DATE 333,813 462,029 37,504 28,254 7,203 2,410

SREVIOUS YTD 293,369 625,318 37,813 385,747 7,273 3,246
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AZ GRME & FISH DEPT,

% ¥ STRUCTURE #% »3

LEE'S FERRY FISHING SURVEY MAY 1994  (JOB ¥94119)
Revision 49

Uuestions defined within LEEFERRY are:

GUESTION TYPE SIZE DEC [CODE SET GUESTION DESCRIPTION
1 RESHD ¢ 3 @ RESPID (284 RECORDS)
2 c 2@ O Q.1 YHAT YEAR DID YOU FIRST FISH AT LEE'S FERRY?
362 C e @ @ - Q.2 HOW MANY FISHING TRIPS, IF ANY, DID YOU MWKE TO LEE'S FERRY IN 19937
403 c 1 9 YES 0.3  Dib YOU FISH WITH A GUIDE AT LEE'S FERRY DURING 19937
S 64 c I 8 B 8.4 WHEN YOU FISHED AT LEE'S FERRY IN {993 DID YOU USE FLIES, LURES OR BOTH FLIES ¢
LURES?
b5 C 1 8 @ 6.9 LEE'S FERRY 15 CURRENTLY MANAGED WITH REDUCED BAG LIMITS & SIZE LIMITS TO PRODUCE 18
INCH TROUT & HIGH CATCH RATES. DO YOU SUPPORT / OPPOSE THIS MANAGEMENT POLICY AT LEE’S
FERRY? :
7 06A C 10 66 L6 A SUPPORT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE THE RREA IS STOCKED WITH 12 INCH TROUT & THERE
’ IS N0 RESTRICTION ON THE SIZE OF TROUT THAT Y BE TRIEN?
8 068 C 18 6 0.6 B  SUPPIRT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE AL TROUT UNDER 29 INCHES MUST BE RELEASED &
OMLY ONE. TROUT OVER 20 INCHES MAY BE KEPT?
3 0eC c 18 o6 0.6 €  SUPPORT / OPPOSE: R “NO KILL - NO HARVEST® POLICY WHERE ALL TROUT, REGARMLESS
' OF S1ZE, MUST BE RELEASED?
19 850 c 18 @6 0.6 b  SUPPORT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE ALL TROUT OVER 16 INCHES MUST BE RELEASED ¢

ONLY THO TROUT UNDER 16 INCHES MAY BE KEPT?
1 a7 c {9 W 0.7 GURPORT / OPPOSE: A POLICY WHERE THE GAME & FISH DEPT. STUPPED STOCKING LEE'S FERRY
WITH HATCHERY TRGUT & THE AREA WAS MAINTAINED ONLY THROUGH NATURGL WILD SPAWN?

12 47 c 1. 4 am 8.7 A AND WOULD YOU STHE SUPPORT THIS POLICY EVEN IF IT MEANT THERE MAY BE FEWER TROUT?
13 aa C 490 08 0.8 ON A TYPICAL FISHING TRIP TO LEE'S FERRY, WHAT WOULD YOU ESTIMATE IS THE TOTAL
, AMOUNT OF SPENDING BY ALL MEMBERS OF YOUR FISHING PART?
14 49 C 3 e © 0.9 FINALLY, ARE YOU A MEMBER OF ANY TROUT FISHING ORGANIZATIONS?
15 CITY £ 3 e Ccly cIn
16 STATE C 2 @ SiATE  STATE
17 GENDER C 1 ¢ 6N GENDER
18 SAMPLE C 1 @ GhMPML  SAMPLE SOURCE
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AZ GAME & FISH DEPT,

& #% (C0ODE {ABELS =% #x

LABEL SET DETRIL LISTS:

WAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

a1 R 2
CODE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
o4 38
£0 60
62 &2
64 &4
66 66
67 67
66 - 68
70 79
n n
72 2
[A] 13
1% 74
5] 75
76 7t
i Hi
78 18
79 19
89 - e
a1 al
a2 82
83 - 83
B4 B4
83 85
86 86
a7 a7
88 85
89 a9
98 %
9 91
%2 %2
93 a3
94 94

NAME CODES CODE SIZE DESCRIPTION

@ 1 2

CODE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
Bottom of range 1.08
e 82 - EXCLUDED FROM THE MEAN

o1 a1 ) 1.9¢
02 02 c.e9
a3 a3 . 3.0@
94 B4 4.00

3 25 3.40
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AZ GAME & FISH DEPT,

st &% CODE LABELS  +% »&

CO0E DESCRIPTION FOR REPURT LASELING VALUE
Bottow of range 1,09
@6 26 : 6. 00
07 a7 7.09
19 18 7 10.99
43 4 ' 43. 08
£ 93 93.00
Top of range - - 93.09

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

YES 2 1
CODE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING vaLbE
t 1. YES

e 2. MO

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

04 3 1

Cape DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
1 {. FLIES '

2 2. LURES

3 3. BOTH: FLIES & LURES

NAME  CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

as 3 1
EODE  DESCRIFTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
1 1. SUPPORT

2 2. ORPOSE

3 3. NOT SURE

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

Q& § 1

CODE  DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING vALUE
1 1. SUPPORT :

2 2. OPPOSE

3 3. NOT SURE

4 4, REFUSED
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=

£+ 3¢ CODE LABELS [T 2

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

a7 3 !

Cope DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALLE
l 1. SUPPORT

2 2. UPpgsE

3 3. NOT SURE

NRME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

aA 3 1

£abe DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LRBELING VALLE
1 1. YES .
2 2. M

3 3. NOT SURE

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

] 44 4

CODE  DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VaLlE
Bottom of range 29,00
e - 9009 c0.0a
oa3e 2032 30.89
9035 2033 ) 3.0
0040 o249 §9.90
8243 045 §5.90
9a5¢ 9230 30.80
9260 2060 50, %9
w70 007 70.09
9735 275 73.00
eiea Riee 10d.¢a
0129 2129 120,62
8125 9123 125. 60
0158 8150 156,20
0168 - 9168 _ 160.¢¢
acen 2200 200,00
8223 8225 229, ¢
2239 2K c3e, oa
8250 2259 250, 90
9300 o300 . 300. 20
2330 LENT) 350, e
2449 8400 §g.00
0450 9430 550,00
8500 2509 _ 300,00
2330 2558 qo0. 09
@75 9575 575. 09

o600 @69 608.00




6/ 1/9% LEE'S FERRY FISHING SURVEY MAY 95 (JUB #94112) PAGE 3

BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC. AL GAME & FISH DEPT,

£ 13 .Cﬂ[}E LRABELS &% 3+

ot BESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING vALUE
Bottom of range 2e.00
8650 9650 £50. 09
@6oe 2680 " 680.09
7@ a70@ Ted. 00
2750 0758 i50.¢9
0752 8152 752,90
o8ed 0409 600. 09
9900 2300 0. 90
1000 1909 1090, 08
1200 1200 12%. 00
1309 1308 1300, ¢
1409 1509 140,00
1500 1508 _ 1500. ¢
Joce 3009 3oea, o
J600 3609 - 3600, 04
4009 4e0Q : £030.00
4200 4200 4200.00
6598 6200 6500, 08
9799 9399, N/A

Top of range ) 6300. 80

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION
s i1 1

DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALLE
1. NO :

&. TROUT UNLIMITED

. AL FLY CASTERS

4. NURTHERN Al FLY CRSTERS

3. FEDERATION OF FLY FISHERMAN
6. FEDERATION GF FLY CASTERS
1. NORTH AMERICAN FISHING CLUB
8. TUCSON FLY TIERS

9. DESERT FLY CASTERS

1e. PRIVATE QLM

11, DON'T ¥NOW /NOT SURE

=
ﬁ..

DS D LN WY e

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION
CITY 38 3 )

CoDE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALLE
9es 3. RVONDALE : '
eea 8. APACHE JUNCTION

219 10. CAREFREE

eie 12, CAVE CREEK

Bi3 13, CHANDLER

22! 2l. GILBERT

oz 22, GLENDALE

a3 3. LITCHFIELD PARK
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BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC. AL GAME & FISH DEPT,

e

#® % (ODE LABELS ¢ #%

CoDE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
ais J33. KMESA

043 43. PORADISE vALLEY
044 44, PEDRIA

@45 45. PHOENIX

050 Se. SCOTISDALE

@R 52, SUN CITY

€3 53 SN CITY WEST
8¢ 54 SUN LAKES

%60 £0. TENPE

961 6l TOLLESON

115 115 GREEN VALLEY
162 162, THCSON

293 293. SIERAR VISTA
U5 315 FLAGSTAFF

30 3. GRAND CANYON VILLAGE
U5 345 MARBLE CANYON -
355 355 PpeE

35 . 365. SN

31 317U CHTY

485 485. SAFFORD

684 604, COLORADO CITY
6%  6%. TAYLOR

W 775, NOGALES

785 785, SONDITA

81 810. CANP VERDE

812 @l2, CHING VALLEY
817 B17. COTTONVDOD

643 843, PRESCOTT

B3I 931

XXX KKK NON-AZ RESIDENCE

NAWME COUES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

STATE 52 2 -
CoDE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
el 1. ALASKA

a2 2. ALABAMA

3 3. ARTIONA

24 4. ARKANSAS

aa 3. CALIFORNIR

o6 6. COLORADO

a7 7. CoppeCTICUT

e 8. DELAWARE

@3 3. DISTRICT OF CoLMBIA

i0 8. FLORIDA

11 11. GEORGIA

12 12, HAWALI

13 13. 1DRHO

14 14, ILLINDIS

15 153. INDIANA

16 16, T0HA
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BEHAVIOR RESERRCH CENTER, INC. A7 GAME & FISH DERT.

¥t CODE LABELS &% 32

CODE  DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
17 17. KANSAS

18 18. KENTUCKY

19 19. LOVISIANA

28 20. MAINE

21 21. MARYLAND

2 22. MASSACHUSETTS
23 23. MICHIGAN

24 24, MINNESOTA

25 25. MISSISSIPPI
2% 26. MISSOURI

2 27. MONTANA

28 28. NEBRASKA

3 29, NEVADA

30 30. NEW HAMPSHIRE
3 31, NEW JERSEY

k7 3. NEW MEXICO

k! 33. NEW YORK

34 3¢, MORTH CAROLINA
3 35. NORTH DAKOTA
3 36. OHID

37 37. DKLAHOMA

38 3. OREGON

13 39. PENNSYLVANIA
49 49. RHODE 1SLAND
61 - 41, SOUTH CAROLINA
42 42, SOUTH DAKOTA
63 - 43, TENNESSEE

44 &, TEIS

85 - 45, UTeH

4 46. VERMONT

&7 &7. VIRGINIA

48 &8, WASHINGTON

49 49, WEST VIREINIA
5e 58. WISCONSIN

51 51. WYOMING

9 93, DON'T KNOM/REFUSED

NAME CODES CODE_SIZE DESCRIPTION

GEN 2 i )

CoDE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING VALUE
1 1. MALE '
e 2. FEMALE
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BEHAVIOR RESEARCH CENTER, INC. AZ GAME & FISH DERY

# #+ CODE (ABELS %+ ##

NAME CODES CODE SIZE DESCRIPTION

Shm ] 1

CODE DESCRIPTION FOR REPORT LABELING , vaLLE
1 1. LICENSED DEALER LIST

e 2. RNGLER SURVEY LIST

3 3. NORTHERN AZ FLY CASTERS CLUB LIST

4 4. TROUT UNLIMITED LIST

5 3. RL FLY CASTERS LIST
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APPENDIX C: EXAMPLE OF GLEN CANYON NATIONAL RECREATION AREA
MONTHLY PUBLIC USE REPORT, JULY 2001.




Form 10-157 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR

(Rev. 3/77)
MONTHLY PUBLIC USE REPORT
MONTH UPDATE PARK CATE -
PARK _ YEAR CODE CODE MONTH YEAR GORY R/
GLEN CANYON NAT'L RECREATION AREA l 7/2001 L_] [1440' [ ] l | | I L%
CURRENT~MONTH YEAR—TO—DATI
Recreational - Nonrecreational Total
VISITS l 409224 | | 2174 ] [ 411398 ,] 1458611
CURRENT-MONTH _ ' YEAR~TO--DATI
Recreational Nonrecreational Total
VISITOR HOURS [ 11721367 l l 26088 | | 11747455 | 30631881
CURRENT MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE
RECREATION O/N STAYS NPS CAMPGROUNDS
CONCESSIONER LODGING [_ 21029‘ 75453
: TENTS 778
CONCESSIONER CAMPGROUNDS l_ 19389| 50920 - R/VS 246
: TOTAL 1024
NPS CAMPGROUNDS | 1024| 7204
[
NPS BACKCOUNTRY [ 2774] , 27758 VISITOR-HOUR APPENDIX
SEE WORKSHEET
NPS MISCELLANEQUS l 400543J 899142 Revised NPS Misc. camping
_ . data for Bullfrog in June,
| 2001 has increased total
NON RECREATION O/N STAYS ] OJ 42 overnight stays by 7260.
TOTAL OVERNIGHT STAYS 444759 1060519
_ THIS YEAR-TO : | THis YEAR-T«
SPECIAL USE DATA - MONTH © DATE : 1 -~ MONTH DATE
WAHWEAP 302764 1007219 |HITE 18277 8308
LEES FERRY 31615 14580i:ﬂESCALANTE 1588 15181
BULLFROG : 46307 164532 |RAINBOW BRIDGE 27972 9627
HALLS CROSSING 10847 42785 J|BUSES 233 125¢
THIS MONTH SAME MONTH LAST YEAR
TOTAL VISITS 411398 TOTAL VISITS 474970| % CHG -13.¢
YTD VISITS 1458611{, YTD VISITS - 1579219| & CHG -7.¢
SIGNATURE TITLE DATE
LYNN PICARD ~ PARK RANGER : 08/24/01
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