
..GREEN SHEET''

ileeting:

Agenda ltem 5:

Prepared By:

Presented By:

November 7-8,2008

The Department and Tourism Expansion - Briefing

Michael O'Malley, Mick Cope, John Kenrvin

Michael o'Malley, watchable wildlife coordinatol wildlife program
John Kerwin, Hatcheries Division Manager, Fish program
Michelle Gampbell, Product Development Manager, CTED
Marsha Massey, Director of Tourism, CTED

Background:
Commissioner Solomon attended the 2008 Watchable Wildlife Conference in Leavenworth,
Washington in early September and witnessed some of the energy and enthusiasm about this
subject generated by the participants, and the economic engineJlenerated by wildlife-related
recreation. She asked how we could build on this and expand to fishing and liunting as well.

In 2003, the Washington 
_State Legislature passed SB 5011 requesting that the Departments of

Fish and Wildlife WDFW) and Community, Trade and Economic Devãbpment lCfeO¡ develop a
strategic plan to promote wildlife- viewing tourism in Washington. Theseguidin! princþles anä
activities were developed:

' Provide premium wildlife viewing recreational opportunities, ensuring participant safety,
conservation, and protection of the wildlife being viewed; while not diminishing existini hunting
and fishing opportunity.

' Market the state as a premier national and intemational wildlife-viewing destination.. Develop sites to safely accommodate viewers and wildlife.
' Utilize interpretation and development activities for wildlife sites to inform and educate visitors,

communities, and vendors on ethicalviewing activities.

Hunting activities contribute millions of dollars to Washington's economy each year. ln 2006,182,000 spent 2.1 miltion days hunting. Accordiirg to the 2006 U.S. Fish
and Wild sè hunters spent $e1g m¡ll¡oñon things si¡ch as equipment, 

-

transport ging, much of the latter being spent in more rural communities. ln
2006, Washington hunters generated over 917 million dollarõ for conservation and management
through their equipment and licensing purchases.

The Department of Fish and Wildlife works with the public through advisory groups, and public
outreach (e.9., meetings and surveys), to identify the best optioñs for effectively managing game
animal populations whileeddressing the nêeds and desires of a variety of hunting entniuslaõts.
While participation often follows population increases or decreases, thê Departmént has tried to
diversify hunting seasons so a variety of options are available and season ;openings" provide
multiple opportunities for participation while ensuring effective population management.

Surveys have shown that lack of hunter access is the most common reason for hunter
dissatisfaction. ln addition, "lack of access" is one of the top reasons given by hunters when asked
why they stopped hunting. lmproving hunter access to private and public lands can improve hunter
participation and economic impacts on rural communities, and is a very important task iorthe
agency to address in the future.



According to the "2006 National Suruey of Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife Associated Recreation"

"onãrãt"ä 
by the u.s. Fish and wildlifê service, recreational angling ¡n wryhiLston state has in

excess of 7¿-s,OOo anglers participating with expenditures that exceed $867 million annually.

These 74S,OOO anglerl spend over 9,051,000 angler days fishing for sport and game fish
e recreationallY
River is Produced
nt on fish Produced

ide a method to recover depressed salmon

stocks by offering supplemental and recovery programs'

23 citizen adv Fish Program conducts many fisheries in

involve the re ic wealth from the more urban areas of

d to rural com the state' Examples of these types of

fisheries include:
. Razor clams - Staff works with coastal communities and constituents to structure digs for

economic impacts. As a portion of this effort there are five public meetings held every year.

We consisteñtly hear thai the greatest benefits to coastal communities are from openers

spread from October-April. These are
are few coastal visitors. Generally we a
estimated that these digs attract an avera
working with the University of Washington
has to coastal communities.

. puget Sound Dungeness Crab - This fishery results in an estimated 280,000 angler trips

anñually. The fishãry is conducted throughout Puget sound, including Hood canal where it

benefits local cornmunities.
. Selective Fisheries - The development of selective salmon fisheries has allowed

recreational anglers to harvest hatchery fish while releasing wild fish. These fisheries are

conducted in mãrine waters often in rural areas such as the Washington Coast, lower

Columbia River, and Strait of Juan de Fuca. They benefit these local rural communities by

attracting recr"át¡onal anglers from the metropolitan areas of King, Pierce, and Snohomish

counties.

The Fish program is working with an economic consultant to determine the economic value these

and other fisñeries have to lãcal communities. Figures from that effort should be available later this

year.

Policy lssue(s) you are bringing to the Gommission for consideration:
Over 4go/oof Washington'õ reé¡dents participate jn wildlife viewing activities annually, generating a

$1.4g3 billion econo'ñ¡c boost for the state in 2006. This is a 51o/o increase over 2001, reflecting a

dramatic change in societal demographics and recreational preferencgl:_ln spite of this increase,

tft¡t ¡J ong the-tip of the iceberg of potential economic spending on wildlife viewing,

nature/ecôtourism, and, recently, Geotourism, for Washington'

Key policy issues include:
' .' Eñhancing and encouraging the increasing demand for Geotourism.

. Coordinaiíng watchaUle-w¡lãlite activities wnn opportunistic hunting, fishing, damming, and

crabbing seasons.
. Enhanclng our current coordination with CTED and the tourism Gommission to implement

the above.
. Providing hunting and fishing sea lation goals are met while

maximizì-ng publi'c recreation and enefìts of both activities.

. Creating piivate lands hunting opportuniti hunters, landowners, and the

It

economic well of the state.



Public involvement process used and what you learned:
ln the development of the Wildlife Viewing Activities in Washington: A Strategic Plan and a web-
based input and review process was implemented, with all comments included in the Appendices of
thefina|plan.Aweb.basedsocialnetworkiscurrentlybeingdeveloped@to
facilitate continued communication among all affected participants.

Three director-appointed citizen groups provide the Wildlife Program with input regarding game
animal population management and hunting related activities. The primary group, the Game
Management Advisory Council (GMAC), deals primarily with big game issues, but all game animals
and hunter access are discussed as well. Two sub-groups of GMAC, the WaterfowlAdvisory .

Group WAG) and the Upland Game Advisory Gommittee (UGAC), and ad-hoc groups (e.g., Hunter
Access Task Group and Hunter Allocation Sub-committee), meet to discuss specific management
issues in more depth. The GIVIAC formally meets at least three times per year, while the WRG and
UGAC meet two times per year. Game Division staff also share information and solicit feedback
from members throughout the year as issues arise.

As outlined in the background section the Fish Program utilizes input from 23 citizen advisory
committees to conduct many fisheries in Washington, which involve the redistribution of ecoñomic
wealth from the more urban areas of central Puget Sound to rural communities elsewhere in the
state.

Action requested (identify the specific Gommission decisions you are seeking):
None, briefing only. This is a Gommission request from the October 3-4, 20O8õommission

Draft motion language:
N/A

Justification for Gommission action:
N/A
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