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INTRODUCTION

Duxring the winter of 1977-78, the first cowprehemnsive attampc ac assessing the demand for
Regional Racresation Open Space in the Twin Cities Mecropolitan Area was begun by the Metro-
politan Council. This effort, the Marropolican Recreation Demand Study (WRDS) has two
major components:

1 - A telephone/mail racrzation participation and opinion survey of the general population
in the seven-county Metrovolitan Area. This component has been contractad to the
Minmesota Department of atural Rasourcss to be done in conjunction with its surveys
for che 1979 State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP). Their effort has
winter and summer phasas with a clesan tape of all responses being provided the Couneil
for ics independentc use and analysis.

2 - An om-site survey of park and rescreation facility users ac regionmal parks and other
facilities that appear to sarve a regional audience. This component i3 being done
by Council staff, and also cousists of wincer and summer phases.

This Daca Summary Report coucarns the rasults of the winter phase of Cowponent 2--the on-site
surveys conducred at a cocal of 50 araas in five general classes:

1 - Downhill Ski Areas

1

Ski Tourding Trails/Areas

1

Qthexr Park Use (skating, sliding, walking, etc.)

Snowmobile Trails

4

2
3
4
5 - Mature Caenters

This report summarizes che dava for the firsr thrse of these classes. The Snowmobile and

Natura Canter surveys yislded very small tcotal sample sizes (130 and 98 rssponses, resvpect-
ively) and, therafores, awai:c further cabulation by manval methods,

This report has thrae major objectives:

L - o provide general summary data from each of the three surveys analyzad co dace.
This is done 0y means of "Toral Sample" summary cables, which include responses to
similar Lnformaticn typas from all chrese suzvays. ]

2 - to provide the reader and potencial user with an idea of the daca contained in the
wincer phase informacion bank, and the pogsible cross-ctabulavions and analyses avail-
able using chis dara bank. 7This i3 done by means of an individual sive breakdown
for responses obtained in the Ski Touring survey. The resader should note that che
;ame types of breakdowns are available for the Downhill Skiing and Ocher Park Use

urveys,

3 - to provide a brief, one or two sentence summary of the daca in each informacioun type.
This will sexrve to highlight diffasrences bertween rthe surveys and provoke thought as
co resasons for the various resulcs. Yo antempt at exhauscive analysis or liscing
of implicacions will be attemptad. This information will come out in later raports
on specific topics, and in a technical appendix =o che revised Regional Recreaciom

Oven Spacz Development Devalopment Guide/Policy Plan.

an index of the Daca Tables is provided immediacely aftar this incroduccion. These Data
Tables Zform che major portion of the report. Each of them i{s meant to stand on Lics own as
to relevant stacisties, qualificarions and comments., The reader may wish co refer to :che
three questiocnnaires given at the and of the report when looking at tha results in each
Data Table. All the informacion in each questionnaire is reportad i{n the Tables with che
excepcion of the following:

Omitted Informarnion Reason for Cmission
1 - Group Details Too little response, wide range of responses.
Data i3 availlable.
2 - Mumber of Downhill Runs, Most Responges have ya2t t£o de adjustau for time
Used Slopes, Individual Ski spent at area up to the time of the intex-
Trail Use view. In aqdic10n these daca ares best

reported in map form, and the maps have
vet to be drawa in final form.

3 - Closest Areas and Reasons for These areas have yet to ba assigned Traffic
Comparisons. Made - Analysis Zones, thereby making analysis for
awareness lmpossible.
4 -~ Main Activity, Number of Prior Data lmprqct~cal to raport without Iurther
Visits - Other Park Use Suzvey breakdown by sits. However, this inform-

ation is available.




The final item in the report Ls a Tentative Schedule for Future Ravorts based on the wincar
and summer phases of the MRDS. Other data reports will be generated upon request from the
Metropolitan Parks and Open Space Commisioners, Metropolitan Council Members, Implementing
Agency stafif, and ocher c¢oncerned parties, as time permics. :

METHODOLQOGY

As listed in the Tentative Schedule for Future Reports, an overall Methodology Report will
be completed on or abour June 15, 1979. However, since the data reported hers result

from a sample of the population of visitors ar particular recreation sitas, a few words on
survey methodology are in order.

The study consisted of a personal interviaw of approximately ten minuces average langth

for the Downhill Skiing and Ski Touring surveys, and about Zour minuctes Zor the Other Park
Use survey. This interview took place on the particular site as the visitor was abour to
leave the site, ox, in the case of multiple-entry areas or areas whers everyone leaves at
once, while the visitor was taking a break sometime duwring his or her resecreation outing at
the site. The sample was randomized as wmuch as possible according to the following methods:

1 - Downhill Skiing: Raspondents were selactad as they passed a specific poilnt in the
ski area. To maximizs the sample size, the next skier passing the point was chdsen
after the interviewer tad fully complaced the previous inrsrview. Sample selection
at che various areas was evenly dividad between chose leaving the area and chose cak-
ing a break during cheir visic to the area.

2 - Ski Touring: Respondencs were most oftan salescted as they came off the end of a
trail or preparad co lsave the general avea whers they ware skiing. The ''next skier
past the point' sselection method was used here as well as in the few situacions where
a long traill corridor with multiple access points was being surveyed (e.g., thea Luce
Line, Minnehaha Parxkway whera the sampling was done at two points along the trails).

3 - Qther Pazk Use: Selection wmethods varied the most in this_survey, and depended'a
graat daal ou the particular area being surveyad. In all cases, the 'mext visitor -
past a poinc” method was used to selecr raspoundents. The variation occured in the
location of the peints (e.g., the Cowo Conservatory doorway, a particular point on
a walking pach, the boardwalk leading away from a skating rink).

In all cases, a concertad 2ffortv was made to assurs that no largs segment of the visitor
population was procedurally excluded from che sample. In other words, in uo case was therxs
any reasonm to believe that a segment of the visitor populacion of skiers, skatars, estc,,
was not rapresented in that portion of the populacion going past the sample poine.

The winter phase was conductad from Saturday, Decamber 17, 1977, through Sunday, Mazxch 19,
1578, 1In gemeral, each arsa was surveyed two weekand days and threse waekdays. It should -
be noted that weather pactarns during this period had differant effacts on difisrent activ-
icies (e.g., gr=at winter for downhill skiing, poor winter for snowmcbiling), and differentz
effects on differsnt areas within each acrivity being surveyed (e.g., good ski touring in
some of the outlying sheltered arsas, poor ski touring at wore urban, open aresas). Weather
information has, or will be, entered om each daca £ile to allow contwol for this factor.




DATA TABLES
METROPOLITAN RECREATION DEMAND STUDY
1977-78 On-Site Sﬁrveys (Winter Phase)
l. Downhill Skiing

2. Ski Touring

3. Other Park Uses



TABLE NUMBER

DATA TABLZ INDEX

TITLE

1. Basic Sample Parameters - Downhill Skiing, Other Park Use
2. Basic Sample Paramecers - Ski Touring
3. Arrival, Devarture Times: Time Discribucion of Use - All Three Surveys
4, Time Spent inm Area - All Three Surveys
5. Time Spent at Ski Touring Areas
5. Number of People in Group - AlL Three Surveys
7. Means of Tramsportation - All Three Suzveys
8. Mumber of People in Group - Ski Touring
9. Skill Lavel by Means of Self Fvaluacion - Ski Touzring and Downhill Skiing
10. Numbar of Years Involved in Activity - Ski Touring and Downhill Skiing
11. Skill Lavel by Meang of Self Evaluacion - Ski Touring Breakdown
12, Number of Years Involved in Activicy - Ski Touring Breakdown
13. Downhill Skiing - Factors Making the Visic More and Lass Satiscying
14, Other Park Use ~ Factors Making the Visit Mora and Less Sacisfying
15. Facrors Making the Visit More Sacisfying - Ski Touwring Breakdown
15. Factors Making che Visit Lass Satisfying - Ski Touring 3reakdown
17. Facrors Seen Acting ag Constraincs om Downhill Skiing Participation
18. Factors Seen Acting as Constrainecs on Ski Touring Parvicipacion
19. Reasons for Choosing Area Visired Qver Other Areas_ - Downhill 3%iing
Other Park Use .
20. Reagons For Choosing Area Visited Over Other Areas - Ski Touxing -
2L. Rating of Specific Ski Touring/Dowanhill Skiing Facilities/Servicas
22. Sources of Informacion About Yew Ski Touring/Downhill Skiing Areas
23.. Reaction to Encrw (Parking) Fees/Ticket Prices For Ski Touring/Down-
hill Ski Areas
24, Ski Organization Membership -~ Ski Touring, Downnhill Skiing
25. Other Winter Acuivivies - ALl Three Surveys
26. Residence Charactariscics - All Three 3urveys
27. Types of Housing - Skt Touring Breakdown )
28 Yaars Lived ac Prezsentc Address/in Mecrovpolitan Aresa - Ski Touring
Braakdown
29. Occupacrional Characceristics -« ALl Three Surveys
30. Type of Compensation - Ski Touring 3rsakdown
31. Qccupational Carcegory/General Time Worked - Ski Touring 3reakdown
32, Hougehold Incomes - $ki Touring 3raskdowm
33. Sex, Age, and Racea of Respondents -~ All Thres Surveys
34, Sex, Age, and Race of Respondents - Ski Touring 3reakdown
.35, Visitor Sample Origins - ALl Three Surveys
36. Milas/Minutes from Residence =o Arsa ~ All Threa Suzveys
37. Milss from Residenca to Area - Ski Touring 3reakdowm
33. Minuras from Residencs 20 Area ~ Ski Touring 3reakdown
39. Furure Report Schedule




TABLE 1

BASIC SAMPLIZ PARAMETERS
(Downhill Skiing, Other Park Use)

A. Downhill Skiing
SYSTEM 1 2 ‘SAMELE
SKI AREA/PARK CLASSIFICATION ADMINMISTRATION SSIZE(n]
1. TOTAL - - 1855
2, AFTON ALPS PSU Private 385
3. BATTLE CREEX RP (SU) Ramsey County 25
4, BIRCH PARK | PSU Private 205
5. BUCX HILL PSU Privace 168
6. CEDAR HILLS Psy Private 50
7. COMO PARK RP (SU) St.Pzul 37
3. HYLAND HILLS REPR(SU) HCPRD 177
9. MARTHALER PABRX LSU City of West St.Paul 11
10. MOUNT FRONTENAC PSSy Privata 149
11. POWDER RIDGE PSU Privatea 109
12. SXI TONRA Psu Privace 48
13. SNQWCREST PSSy Privace 104
14. THEODORE WIRTH RP (SU) Privace 32
15. TROLLHAUGEN PSU Privace - 200
16, VILLA PARK LSU Ciry of Rozmeville 13
17. WILD MOUNTAIN sy Private 142
B. Other Park Areas -
1. TOTAL - - 1477
2. AFTON s? Minnesota DNR 1
3. BATILE CREEXR-INDIAN MOUNDS RP Ramsey County-St.Paul 38
4. BUNRER HILLS RP _ Anoka Countcy 3
5. COMO PARK R? City of St.Paul 431
6. HARRIET ISLAND-CHEROKEZ P City of St.Paul 19
7. HIDDEN FALLS-CROS3BY FARMS RP City of St.?Paul 38
8. KELLZR-?HALEN RP Ramgey County-St.Paul 64
9. LUCE LINE TRAIL ST Minnesota DNR 1
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES RP MPRB 593
11, MINNEHAHA RP MPRB 131
12, MINNEHAHA PARKWAY TC MPRB 20
13. MIMNESOTA VALLZY TRAIL ST Hinnesota DNR 5
14, NOXOMIS-HIAWATAA RY MPR3B 80
15. 30UTH WASHINGION COUNTY RPR Washington Coumty 1
16. THEODORE WIRITH P MPRB 19
17. WEST RIVER PARKWAY R®P MPRB 13

1

- SYSTEM CLASSES:

3P - Staras Park

Regilonal Park
Regional Park Resanve
State Trail

Trail Corzidor
Special Use

Privata Special Use
Local Special Use

P
RPR
ST
TC
sU
PSU
L3U

-

2

~ ADMINISTRATIVE ABBREVIATIONS:

DNR - Department of Natural Resources
HCPRD - Hennepin County Park Reserve Dis
MPRB - Minneapolis Park and Racraation 3Board

txd

cz
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sSP
RP
RPR
5T

TABLE 2

BASTIC SAMPLE PARAMETERS - SKI TOURING
SKY TOURING AREA CLASS ADMINISTRATION “SIZE{(n) WEEKDAY WEEKEND
1. TOTAL - ~ 804 33 67
2. AFTON sp Minnesota DNR 15 13 87
3.  BATTLE CREEK i Ramaey County 14 ? 93
4. BAYLOR RP Carver County 17 100
5. DURKER HILLS RP Anoka County 146 25 75
6. CARVER RPR HCPRD 62 53 47
7. CLEARY LAKE RP SHPAR 37 43 57
B, COMo RP Clty of St. Paul 10 30 70
9. ELM CREEXK RP HCPRD 27 11 89
10. FORT SNELLIRG sp Minnesota DNR 38 3 97
“IT.  HIDDEN TALLS-CROSEY RP City of St¢. Paul g 88 12
12. HYLAND LAKE RPR "HCPRD 80 34 66
13, KELLER-PHALEN RP Ramsey County-5t.Pgul 25 32 68
14, [AXE REBECCA RPR HCPRD 57 42 58
15. LEBANON HILLS RP Dakota County 36 47 53
16. LUCE LINE TRAIL St Minnesota DHR 10 30 70
177 HPLS. CHAIN OF LARES RP MPREB 35 L2 58
18. MINNEHAHA RP MPRE 25 75
19. MINNENAHA PARKWAY TC MPRE 7 1060 4]
“20.  MINNESCTA VALLEY TRATIL ST Minnes&ta DHR 28 3T 69
21. MORRYS BAKER RPR HCPRD | 45 49 51
22. NOKOMIS-HTAWATHA RP MPRB 26 27 73
2%, SNOWCREST SKT AREA Sy Frivate 6 100 4]
24.  SOUTH WASHINGTON COUNTY] RPR “Washingeon County 28 32 68
25. SPRING LAKE RP Dakota County 6 0 1006
"26. THEODORE WIRTiE RP MPRB g7 27 13
27. WILLYAM O'BRIEN Sp Minnesota DHNR 24 0 100
28. WOOD LAKE NATURE CENTER 1.SU City of Richfield 25 65 35

- SYSTEM CLASSES:

- Stute Park

- Regional Park

- Regional Park Reserve
State Trail

TG - Trail Corridor
PSU - Private Special Use
L5SU - Local Special Use

2

DR
LICPRD
SHPAB

{PRB

- ADMINISTRATIVE ABBREVIATIONS:

- Department of Natural Resecurces

- Hennepin Gounty Park Reserve Discrice
- Scoctt-llennepin Park Advisory Board

- Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board




TABLE 3
ARRIVAL, DEPARTURE TIMES: TIME DISTRIBUTION OF USE (Percentages)
(Total Samples - Ski Touring, Downhill Skiing, Ocher Park Use)

TIME PERIODS

ACTIVITY/STATUS n B8am-9 9-10 10-11 11-12 12-1pm 1-2 2-3 3-4 4-5 5-6 6-17 7-8 8-9 9-10pm
1. SKI TOURING 904
Arciving! 2 9 14 11 14 18 18 9 3 1 {0 1 0 0
Departing? 4 10 1 12 18 19 19 0
Remaining) 2 10 20 21 24 30 36 20 4 2 |1 1 0 0

2. DOWRHILL SKIING 1855

Arriving 7 19 17 13 10 8 6 4 6 5 4 1 0 0
Departing G 6 0 e 2 5 10 13 16 13 10 12 7 12
Remaining 7 26 43 56 64 67 63 54 44 36 30 19 12 0

3. OTHER PARK USE 1477

Arriving 1 4 15 16 16 14 11 6 4 1 0 0
Veparting 3 3 11 15 14 18 16 10 5 3 1 0
Remainlng 1 4 10 14 15 17 13 8 4 3 1 0 0

Lo Percent Arriving in Time Period (rocrals to 100%)
2 _ Percent Departing in Time Perlod (rotals to 100%)
3

- Percent Remalning at End of Time Perfod (torals te more than 100%) i

COMMENT: note that all three surveys peak at about the’ same time - between L and 3 in rhe afrerncon. However, the peak use at
downkiill skl areas is approximately two-thirds of total use, while that at skl touring areas is less rhan a third, and
thut for other park uses Is less than 207%. This results from a combinarion of long steys, a unlversally desirable
time of day Ffor all activities and probably the fact that money 1ls charged for downhill skl areas. This type of
informatcion is of use malnly in determinlng tuvrnover rates and real site capacities.




TABLE 4
TIME SPENT IN AREA
(Total Sample - All Three Surveys)

Percent Staying:
Mean Value 1 hr or 1 -2 2 -3 3 -4 4 -5 Qver 5
ACTIVITY n {Min.}) less hes hrs hrs hrs hrs
Ski Touring 904 105 1g 50 23 6 1 1
Downhill Skling 1855 305 2 7 11 15 20 45
Dther Park Uses 1477 60 69 286 4 1 0 0
COMMENT: cthe situation in Table 3 is magnified here - the length of stay for dounhill skiing is chree times that for ski rouring

and five times that for other park uses. The other park uses, being mostly in the urban area, appear to short term
visits for skating, sliding.etc. The relarively low value for ski touring leads one to wonder about the necessity of
long skl touring trailas. However, & more fully-developed picture of trail use In the urban area will have to be done
before this point can be considered furcher, i.e., the ahort steys at the urban areas may be dragging the average length
of stay down disproportionuately.
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TABLE 5

TIME SPENT AT SKI TOURING AREA

(Total Sample, Selected Sites (n225)

Percentt Stayiug:
SK1 TOURING n Mean Value(min.}) ' 1 hr. or less 1-2 hrs. 2-3 hrs. 3-4 hrs. 4-5 hrs. >5 hrs
1. Total 904 105 19 50 23 6 1 1
2. Bunker liilils 146 120 10 " 53 23 10 3 1
3. Theodore Wirth 92 80 27 67 4 0 1 G
4. 1lyland Lake 80 100 ! 22 42 30 4 0 1
5. Carver 62 130 10 39 35 i0 6 0
6. Lake Rebecca 57 110 9 58 28 & 0 2
7. Morris Baker 45 125 11 31 44 13 0 0
8. Fort Snelling 38 90 21 - 61 18 0 0 0
9. Cleary Lake 37 100 19 57 19 3 3 0
10. Mpls. Chain of Lakes 36 70 53 33 11 3 0 0
11. Lebanon Hills 30 90 23 57 20 1] 0 0
12. South Washington County 28 90 21 68 7 0 4 ¢
13. Elm Creek 27 130 11 37 30 s 7 0
14. Minnesota Valley Trall 26 120 15 31 46 8 9 0
15. Nokomis-Hiawatha 26 95 35 42 8 12 4 ¢
16. William O'Brien 26 120 8 46 38 8 0 0
17. Wood Lake 26 80 31 " 58 i2 0 0 0
18. Keller-Phalen 25 90 " 28 52 16 4 0 0

1 - Fercentages may not total to 100 due to rounding.

COMMENT :

at the Mlonespolis Chain-of-Lakes

two-hour-plus stay.
summer activities studied in previous years.
of thelr visitors staying more than three hours.

to 130 minutes at Elm Creek and Carver.
short outlog, not unlike that of the other park uses, while the outer areas have different experlences involving a
However, two hours is still a relatively shore outing compared to downhif

it is also interesting to note that only 5 areas have more than 10 percent

this Table shows the kind of verintion slluded to {m the comments on Table 3. Lengtlis of stay range between 70 winutes

In other words, skiifog in the clties i5 &

1 skling and some of the



TABLE 6
NUMHER OF PEOPLE IN GROUP
(Total Sample ~ All Three Surveys)

Percent of Visitors ipn Groups of;
ACTIVITY n 1 2 3 4 5 6 >6
sSki Touring 404 30 38 13 S 4 3 2
Downhill Skiing 1855 16 30 15 13 5 15
Other Park Uses 1477 43 34 10 7 3 1 2
TABLE 7

MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION
(total Sample - All Three Surveys}

Percent of Visitors Arriving By
bropped Fublic Charter
ACTIVITY n Car OfE ‘Pransit Bua Foot Other
5ki Touring 904 93 1 0 [ 3 3 {on skis)
ownhill Skiing - 1858 80 10 0 8 1 1
Jther Park Uses 1477 65 1 1 0 32 1

COMMENT: Table 6 -

Table 7 -

the differences in group size show ski rouring in the begional parks to be a small group activity, probably
influenced by the large number of young adults presently participating in the activicy(see Table 33?.

The large percentage of groups over 6 1In number at downhigl skl areas shows the influence of bus trips from
outside the Metropolitan Area te several of the skl aveus, wost notably Afton Alps. The other park use
figures again show the predominance of shorct visits by one or two people to an area closeby.

noching surprising here - people go skl touring almost exclusively by means of the private automobile, a
third of the other park users travel to the parks by foot, and children being dropped off by their parents
as well as charter busloads of people play a sigaificant role in downhill skiing access. One pertinent
question is: will ski touring follow tﬁe path of downhill skling and begin to come by other means than
enr, or will It stay a low-proup size acrivity requiring relacively more parking support?




TABLE 8

NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN GROUP - SKI TOURING
-(Total Sample, Selected Sites (n=25))

' Percentlof sklers in proups of:

SKI TOURING AREA - n 1 2 3 4 ©5 6 6
1. TOTAL 904 30 39 13 9 - 4 : 3 2
BUNKER HILLS 146 19 45 10 14 4 3 5

. THEODORE WIRTH 92 32 A 12 4 5 0 1
4. JYLAND LAKE 80 30 o 15 8 1 4 1
5. CARVER 62 21 27 15 11 8 3 15
6. LAKE REBECCA 57 32 37 "9 14 3 3 "2
MORRIS BAKER : 45 36 46 7 7 2 0 8

. FORT SNELLING 38 32 34 26 8 2 0 0
9. CLEARY LAKE 37 38 35 16 5 0 5 1
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES 36 67 ' 25 ' 5 3 0 o 0
11. LEBANON HILLS {30 17 47 23 7 3 3 ]
12. SOUTH WASHINGTON COUNTY 28 16 46 7 7 0 G 4
13. ELM CREEK 27 30 30 18 11 7 0 4
i4. MINNESOTA VALLEY TRAIL 26 27 46 12 4 4 7 0
15. NOKCOMIS-HIAWATHA 26 35 35 19 B8 3 ] 0
16. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 26 31 41 8 iz 4 4 0
17. WOOD LAKE 26 31 38 19 4 4 0 4
18. KELLER-PHALEN 25 40 C 24 16 16 1A 0 ]

- VPercentages may not total to 100% dus to rounding.

COMMENT: within the ski touring activity, there does not seem to be a pattern of group size according to park location.
Perhaps there are two factors working here - a tendency for the more urban parks to have short visits, more often on
foot, and more often by a solitary person because they are close and more spontaneous in nature; while some of the
more rural parks have longer visits, generally by car, and, verhaps, more solitary becsuse of a desire for solitude.
It would seem that a balanced system would have to provide for both.



TABLE 9
SKILL LEVEL BY MEANS OF SELF-EVALUATION
{Total Sample ~ Ski Youring and Downhill Skiing)

Percent Rating Themselves As:l

ACTIVITY n Novice M-I Intermediate I—A3 Advanced Don't Know
ski Touring 904 28 5 40 7 16 4
pownhill Skiing 1855 20 4 46 7 22

lThose hesitant about the meaning of each level wsre given a cue such as;
Novice ~ I still have a good deal of work te 4o on stopping, turning, and really getting control of my skis.
Intermediate —~ I have most of the basic stopping and turning skills, but still have a waya to go in getting control over
the mere complex maneuvers.

Advanced - I know and can execute all the baslic skills and really feel confortable with myself on most any hill.
2Between Novice and Intermediate.

3Between Intermediate and Rdvanced.

TABLE 10
NUMBER OF YEARS INVOLVED IN ACTIVITY
(total Sample - Ski Touring and Downhill Skiing)

Percent Involved in Activity For:
ACTIVITY n 1l yr 2 yrs 3 yrs 4 yrs 5 yra 6 vrs 7 yrs 8 yrs >8 yrs
Ski 7Teouring 904 26 18 22 ' 13 8 5 2 2
Downhill Skiing 1855 20 16 i3 12 8 4 4 4 19
i .

1
. ‘ i
COMMENT: Table 9 - a comparison can be made here between the two skling activicies. There appears to be a generally lower
| self-rating in ski touring, the newer of the two activitles. There 1s also a larger proportion of those
i who don't know which class they belong in, probably due to the lesser emphasis on lessons and starting skills
in ski touring. There 1ls nevertheless a large proporcion of Intermediaces In ski touring. Considering the
relatively new status of the activity, thls way be one of the reasons why there are some complaints abeut
people backing up on hills and curves on the Intermediate and advanced traila.

Table 10- the comparison is Interesting here, also. Ski touring is newer and appears to be on a sgteadily increasing
path. The dip in the progression at 2-years is probably due ro the fact thar -the previous season{1976-1977)
was generally bad for ski touring. It is Interescing to note that while there are alot of "old timers”
involved in downhlll skilng, it seems to be winning new participancs at a falrly steady rate.




TABLE 11

SKILIL, LEVEL BY MEANS OF SELF-EVALUATION - SKI TOURING BREAKDOWN
(Toctal Sample, Selected Areas {(ng25))

| Percentl Racing Themselves As:
SKI TOURING AREFA n Novice N—Iz Intermediate I —A3 Advanced Don't Know
1. TOTAL 904 28 5 40 7 16 5
2 BURKER HILLS 146 27 3 50 4 12 4
3. THEODORE WIRTH 32 29 3 43 9 12 4
4. HYLAND LAKE 80 21 8 38 5 25 4
5 CARVER 62 34 3 45 6 8 3
6 LAKE REBECCA 57 10 5 43 i 32 ¢
7. HMORRIS BAKER 45 29 2 41 4 20 4
8. YFORT SNELLING 38 39 8 37 8 8 0
§. CLEARY LAKE 37 27 8 38 11 ' 16 e
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES 36 28 3 36 & 25 3
11. LEBANON HILLS . 30 30 20 37 6 13 0
12, SOUTH WASHINGTON COURNTY 28 |- 25 4 46 7 14 4
13. ELM CREEK 27 18 4 23 ) 11 22 22
14 . MINNESOTA VALLEY TRATL 26 38 4 . 27 12 19 0
15. NOKOMIS-UIAWATHA 26 50 4 27 4 15 0
16. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 26 19 4 35; 12 27 3
L7. WOOD LAKE 26 27 12 38 0 4 15
18, KELLER-PHALEN 25 44 , 0 48 G 0 8
b Those hesltant about the meaning of each level were given a cue such as:
Novice - T still have a good deal of work to do on stoppling, turning, and really gerting control of my skis.
Intermediate - I have most of the basic stopping and turning skills, but still have a ways to go in getring
control over the more coumplex maneuvers.
Advanced - lllillulmw and can execute all the baslc skills ‘and really feel comfortable with myself on most any
2 Between Novice and Inrcermediace. 3. Between Intermediate and Advanced. 4 -Percentapes may not equal 1080% due to rounding.

COMMENT: there iy a good deal of variacion between the parks, vanging from velatively few novices and nearly a third advanced skiers atr Lake Rebecca to half
novices at Nokauds-Illawatha and as low as 4% advanced sklers at Wood Take. The presence of vental skis at several of the areas appears to have
sowe effect - the generally higher proportion of advanced skiers is at places that don't rent. This agaln haa systaw Duplications ~ scue places awm

necessary for those who have thelr oun equipsent and don't want to be b therdd by fhose learning the activity with rental equipment.




- TABLE 12

- NUMBER OF YEARS INVOLVED IN éKI TOURING
(Total Sample, Selected Areas (n=125))

) Percent Involved in Ski Touring for:

SKI TOURING AREA 0 1 year 2 yr. 3 yr. 4 yr. 5 yr. 6 yr. 7 yr. 8 yr. >8 years
1. TOTAL 904 Z6 18 22 13 8 5 2 2 4
2. BUNKER HILLS 146 30 16 28 1o 6 1 0 3 5
3. THEODORE WIRTH 92 34 16 16 4 7 12 5 i 5
4. HYLAND LAKE 80 26 18 18 14 6 6 2 6 4
5. CARVER 62 26 " 23 23 16 5 2 3 3 0
6. LAKE REBECCA 57 16 12 32 16 10 4 4 0 6
7. MORRIS BAKER 45 38 7 20 10 16 ¢ G 2 7
8. FORT SNELLING ‘ 38 24 10 21 24 13 5 0 3 0
9. CLEARY LAKE 37 30 22 i6 16 il 3 3 0 G
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES 36 31 19 17 19 3 0 0 3
1l. LEBANON HILLS 30 27 17 23 23 3 3 0 3 1

12. SOUTH WASHINGTON. COUNTY 28 . 21 32 18 7 18 4 0 0 0

13. ELM CREEK 27 26 18 22 15 - 0 7 0 4 ]
14. MINNESOTA VALLEY TRAIL 26 35 19 12 15 8 h 0 9 7

15. NOKOMIS-HIAWATIA 26 42 15 15 4 12 8 0 0 4

16. WILLIAM O'BRIEN _ 26 12 15 23 15 15 15 4 0 i

17. WOOD LAKE 26 42 15 31 8 0 0 4 0 0

18. KELLER-PHALEN : 25 48 8 24 16 4 0 0 0 0

L Percentages may not total to 1007 due to rounding.

COMMENT: agaln, there are few patterns between sites. lowever, larger proportions of first-year people show up at the close-in
areas(e.g., Keller, Nokomis-Nlawatha, and Wood Lake each have over 407 of thelr users in the "lst year” class).



TABLE 13
DOWNHILL SKIING-FACTORS MAKING THE VISIYT MORE ARND LESS SATISEYING
{(Total Sample - n=1855)

r Percent1 Responding That Percent1 Responding “hat
Factor Made Visit More Factor Made Visit Less
GENERAL FACTORS Satisfying Satisfying
0. Nothing, Non-related Answers 35 55
1. Weather ({(good oxr bad) : ig
2. Size of Area (§ of runs, length of runs, etc.) 10
3. General Quality {good or bad} 25 4
4. Grooming, Snow Cenditions 28 16
5. § People, Presence or Absence of Crowds 17 8
6. Chalet and Yta Services 11 [3
7. Lifts, Tows 11 4
8. Ski Rentals 1 2
9. Ski School, Instructiona 4 1
10. ricketr Prices, Speclal Rates 3 2
11. Area Design, Layout 6 3

1Percentagea YTotal to more than 1040 due to muitiple answers from each respondent.

COGMMENT :

once one geta past those who don't notice anyrhing parcticularly good or bad about their visic(35% and 55% no answer,
respectively), and those who like or dislike the particular weather conditions of the day, one finds that grooming,
crouwding, the chaletr, the 11ft and tow system, and the general size of the area are the items that ski area quality
appear to hinge upon. It was rather frustrating, at times, to elicit a better response from those who said the area
was "generally nlce'(25%). The type of information gathered herc abould prove especially useful in determining the
probable success of any new or redeveloped ski avea - the flgurep are there as ro what skiers think is importanc.

Concerning the classes of factors listed in the lefr-hand column, each of these has ten asubcategories, such that
addirional decail can be called out of the category, if necessary. For example, Caregory li- Area Design/Layout-

has ten specific comment categories within it that contain speclfic respouses about ares dealgn and layoutr. By using.
this merhod and coding multiple specific answers for each respondent, lirtle detail ia losc in ctranslating open-ended
responses into frequencies and pervcentages. Thlis will be true of all the open-ended responses included in

MRDS questionnaires.




TABLE 14

OTHER PARK USE-FACTORS MAKING 'PHE VISIT MORE AND LESS SATISFYING

{fotal Sewple - p=1477)

Percent1 Responding That Percent1 Responding That
Factor Made Vist More Factor Made Visit Less
GENERAL FACTORS Satisfying Satisfying

1.  Nothing, Non-related Anawers 16 63
2, Weather 24 3
3. Natural Amenities - General 13- 1
4. Natural Amenities - Specific 9 0
5. Presence/Lack of Peace, Quiet, Solitude 8 4
6. Specific Ytems — Ice Rinks 10 5
7. Specific Ytems - Paths, Trails 20 12
8. Specific Ytems - Sliding Hilla 2 [
9. ‘Specific Ytems - Como 2c0 & 5
10. Specific ftems - Como Congervatory 13 2
11. Other Specific Attractions ’ 3 0
12, Support Facilities, Services 7 4
13. Maintenance 4 4 )
14. 4§ cof People —~ BRbsence or Praesence of Crowds 6 2
15. Other reople’'s Behavior 5 4]
16. Other {General, non-specific answers, positive or

negatlive} 14 4
!Percentages do not total to 1080 due to multiple responses from each respondent.

i

COMMENT: concerning the other park uses, natural amenicies and specific facilicy characteriscics seem to dominate once the usual

“nothing® and”wearher’ responses are out of the way. The high percentage of "nothing” answers to the negative factors
(63%1) 1a qulte interesting: more breakdown by activity would probably aid here. Tr is also Interesting to note that
only one éaccor - paths/erails - ellcited a negative response of more than 10 percent.




TABLE 15
FACTORS MAKING THE VISIT MORE SATISFYING - SKI TOURING BREAKDOWN

{(rotal Sample, Selected Sites (urban, urbanizing, rural)

Percentl Responding with Factor at:
Total ‘‘heodore Wirth Bunker Riils Carver

GENERAL FACTORS (n=904)} {n=92}) {n=1486) {n=62)
0 - Nothing, Non-related Answers 12 8 18 11
1 - NRatural Rmenities 30 i3 38 21
2 - Weather/Snow Conditions 31 41 31 37
3 - 7wrall Layoub/Length/Variety 26 54 34 21
4 ~ Specific pesign Features 3 3 3 6

{set track, one-way, no

road crossings, etc.)
5 - Rules/Regulatlons/Procedures 2
6 - Support Pacllities/Programs 18 5 18 32

{parking, rentals, lessons, etc.)
7 - 7Trail Maintenance/Conditions 15 13 12 31
B - Lack of Crowding 21 . 26 12 16
9 - Other {non-specific positive 38 k ag 45 iz

answers, low freguency re-

sponses, etc.)

1- Percentages do not total to 1008 due to multiple answers from each respondent.

COMMENT: for some vesson, it was essler to get answers out of ski rourers concerning the things that made thelr visics more
enjoyable. Natural Amenities rated very high (30% overall), sas did Trail Layour/Length/Varlety (26%). Concerning
the indlividual parks, ilts interesting to note the responses at Theodore Wircth under Natural Amenicies(337),

Trail Layour{54%}, and Lack of Crowding(26%). In this case, ap brban park does guire well In comparison to its more
rural and larger neighbors that might be expected to exhible a higher proportion of rhese three responses. A Ffurther
analysis of all the urban, urbanizing, and rural parks may provide some lnsight into the variety necessary to the
reglonal park system. .




‘lABL—:E'-}._é
FACTORS MAKING THE VISIT LESS SATISFYING - SKI TOURING BREAKDOWN

{Total Sample, Selected Sites (urban, urbanizing, rural))

FPercenéT—hespondinﬂ with Factor at:
Total Theodore Wirth Bunker Hills Carver

GENERAL FACTORS b (n=9%04) {n=52) o {n=146) {n=62)
0 - Nothing, Non-related Answers 49 62 62 . 44
1 - Natural Amenitles 1 2 1 3
2 - Weather/Snow Conditionse 15 5 8 15
3 -~ “rail Layout/Length/Variety 9 2 3
4 - Specific Design Features 5 3 5

{nc set track, two-way,

road crossings, etc.}
5 -~ Rules/Regulations/Procedures 7 12 4 3
6 — Support Facilitles/Programs 13 15 g 26

{poor parking, rentals, etc.)
7 - “Prail Maintenance/Conditions 16 156 17 16
8 - Crowding 2 2 3 4]
9 - Other {(low freguency re-— .

sponses} 1 3 4] 2

l-Percentages 4o not total to 160 due to multiple answers from each respondent

COMMENT; again, it seems more difflcult to ger negative responses from people than posicive ones. Only weather, support
facilicies, and trail maincenance seem to elicit displeasure from more than 107 of trhe skiers. This data will
obviously have to be broken down by type of day, weather conditions, and user characteristics. It seems odd that
Carver's highest factor for "more satisfying" {(Support Facilitiea/Programs: 32%) is also its highest factor for
“less sarlafying"(26%). Overall, this Table serves to show what can make a skiing facllity more attractive and, if
apgregared In the correct way, could provide answers to some oflche quescions asked when & new trail is being proposed.



TABLE 17
FACTORS SEEN ACTING AS CONSTRAINTS ON DOWNHILI SKIING PARTICIPATION
{Toral Sample - n=1855)

GENERAL FACTORS Percent Responding With Factors

Ski as often as they would like?
Yes 39
No, Not Sure

Facrors sgeen as "most lmportanc® conutruin:l
a. Lack of time 18
b. Lack of equipment
¢

. Lack of challenging areas . 0
d. Hours at ski areas 0
e. Costs/Lack of money ‘ 13
£. Lack of transporcration 9
g. Other interests/responsibllities 15
h. Support facilicles at aki areas 0
L. Other reasons . 6

1 - Percentages rotal to percentage answering "no" or 'not adre" cro whether they ski as often as they would like.

Comment - As always, when asked what keeps them frowm skiing more often, the most frequent initial response is "Lack of time".
This, of course, is really the same as saying elther "Other Interests and Responsibllicies" or "Lack of Transporta-
tion" or some other such answer that iz the real reason why a persen doesn't participace more or at all. 1In

i the case of downhill skiing, "Other Intereastg", "Costs", and '"Lack of Transportatlon' are the three main reasons.

' It 18 inceresting co note that awong sklers, "Lack of Challenge' acr existing areas does not keep them from skiing

! more, nor Jdo the facilities or hours at ski areas. The crux of the matter may be costs and transportation.




FACPORS SEEN ACTING AS CONSTRAINTS ON SKI TOURING PARTICIPATION

{(Total Sample, Selected Areas (urban, urbanizing, rural))

Percent Responding with ¥Faclor at:
Total ‘Theodore Wirth Bupnker Hills Carver
(n—-904) {(n=92) {n=146) {n=62)
Skl as often as they would like?
Yes . 42 28 32 32
NOo, Not Sure 58 72 ' 68 68
Factor seen as "most important®
constraint 1
a. Lack of time 24 40 35 20
b. Lack of aguipment 1 0 2 i}
c. Too Few Ski Areas 2 2 1 [
d. Hours at Ski Areas i 4] 1 3
e. Entry Fees 4] 0 0 1]
£. Lack cf Transportation 1 2 1 4]
g. Other Interest/Responsibilities 17 13 17 24
h. Other Reasons 10 13 11 15

1 - Percentages total to percentage answering "no® or "not sure" to whether they ski aa often as they would like.

COMMENT: the only thing surprising sbout this table 1ls rhe lack of comstraints mentioned that are capable of being solved by
planning 2nd managementl The ski touring populatfor, being as cav-oriented as it is, does not sense a transportation
restraint. A lack of capacity does not seem to be a problem, either: only two percent overall sald "foo Few Ski Areas”
was an Important constraint to them. It is interesting to nore that the hiphest percentage response to a manageable
constralnt - "Too Few Ski Areas", was mentioned wore often at Carver - the most rural of the three examples(é%%.

Perhaps an aggregation of the more rural ski facilirles will show that this parcicular type of area draws a visitor
that senses a capaclty problem Ffor the type of ski touring experlence he or she wants.




REASON FOR C

TABLE 19
HOOSING AREA V£§ITED OVER OTHER ARLEAS

Al

DOVWRUTLL SKITHNG (n=1855)

MOST IMPORTANT REASON

Percent Answering Wlch This Reason

Ticket prices or special rare days have their desived effect, also. Ir will be interesting to cross-tabulate those
answering "Close" wlth the measures of time apd dlstance iucorporated with each interview.

see what “Close" means after this 1s done.

1. Always come here 15
2. Close/Convenient 36
3. Other's cholce/Recommendations 21
4. Chalet services 0
5. Rentals 6
6. Ski School/Instruccions 3
7. Ticket pricea/special rates g
8. Luck of crowds/short lines 2
9. Curiosicy - 4
10. No particular reason 4
11 Other reasons 6
B. OTHER PARK USE (n=1477)
1. Always come here
2. Close/Conventent ) 57
3. Others choice/Recommendations 4
4.  Scenery/Natural Environuent 9
5. Ice rink facilicies 10
6. Zoo/Conservatory i 1
7. WUinter carnival events 4
8. S8liding Lill characteriatics 0
9. Path/trail characceriscics ‘ 2
10. Peace, solitude/Lack of crowds 3
11. Maintenance/Operations/Pacrol 0
12, Mlscellaneous specific answers 2
13. Miscellaneous general answers I 4
Comment - Habic, convenience, and other's recomuendacions play a large part in declding where to go skiing on a given day.

One nagging qualification here - the Initial factors thar made the
person get Into the hablt of golng co an area or made he or shclconsid&r an area "Close” for the type of skiing they

were after, will remain somewhatr masked by this question.

We should be able to



TABLE 20
REASON FOR CHOOSING AREA VISITED OVER OTHER AREAS - SKI TOURING

{Total Sample, Selected Areas (urban, urbanizing, rural})

] Pcrc&nleesgonding with Reason({s) at:
Total Theodore Wirth Bunker iills Carver
MOSY IMPORTANT REASON . {n=904) - {n=92) (n=146) {n=62})
a. Always Come lere 5 5 8 5
b. Close/Convenient 52 6 49 37
c. Others' Cholce/Recommendation 10 5 10 13
d.  Natural Amenities 3 0 5 2
e.  Trail Layout 7 9 8 &
£. Speclflic Trall Features 1 4 1 2
g. Maintenance [ 4] ‘0 0
h. Rules and Regulations 1 4] 0 3
i. Support Facilitles/Services 2 2 4 5
j. Lack of Crowding 1 1 1 0
k. Other Specific Reasons ' 16 . 12 12 25
1. No Reason ‘ 2 1] 1
Lo Percentages may not total to 1007 due to rounding.
COMMENT: che sume predominance of habit and convenience occuy in ski rouring. However, It is interesting to note that as the

aveas pget further out, rthe “"close” percencage drops off in favor of orher more activity or site-oriented factors.
Perhaps the correct aggregation of areas here will prove enlightening as to what causes people ro choose a particular
skl vouring area. i



. o - TABLL T '
A. 'SOURCES OF INFORMATION AR. . HEW SKI TOURING AREAS

(Total Sample, Selected Areas [Urban, Urbanizing, Rural}])
| :

GENERAL INFORMATION SOURCE TOTAL Percent ! Citing Fach Source at:
(n=904) THEODORE WIRTH BUNKER HILLS CARVER
{n=92) (n=146) {n=62)
None, Don't Know 7 . 7 g 8
Other People/Skiers 41 49 51 40
. Radio/Television Advertising 1 1 1 3
4. Newspaper Advertising 21 20 20 23
5. Specific Brochures/Publications 19 8, 12 23

6. Other Media (Yellow Pages,
Ski Shows, ads In general, etc.)

" Ski Shops
Ski Clubs/Organizations

Ui W
RV N
N W e
AN QW

9. Other Sources

B. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ABOUT REW DOWNUIILL SKI AREAS
{Total Sample - n=1855)

GENERAL INFORMATION SOURCE ?ercent 1 Pesponding with Each Source
1. HNone, Don't Know ‘ 7
2. Other People/Skilers ' 50
3. Radio Advertising 10
4. Television Advertising ) 5
5. Newspaper Advertising o 11
6. Ski HMagazines {(general or specific) 4
7. Area Brochures/Pamphlets/Maps . B8
8. Other Hedis 5
3. Ski Shops 4
10. Ski Clubs/Orgsanizations/Teams 3
11. Other Sources 3

1Percentages may wot total to 100 due to multiple answers from each respondent.
COMMENT: As always, other people and skiers seem to be the most important source of information about new places to recreate.
A continuing problem involves where the "other person’” finds these things out! It's interesting to note the importance of radio

and newspager ads with downhill skiing, and the heavy lmportance of newspaper advertising and site sggcific brochures with ski
touring. ‘he latter is especially true at Carver, where brochures on the Park Reserve and the overall ski touring program

are available.




TABLE 21
A. RATING OF SPECIFIC SKI TOURING FACILITIES/SERVICES
{Total Sample Only - n=904)

Percent Rating the Facility/Service as:

Number Giving More Than ILess Than
FACILITY/SERVICE A Rating Adequate Adequate Adequate
Rental Equipment 98 33 57 10
Rest Rooms 169 19 75
Food-Beverage Service 61° 20 17
Chalet 254 40 ' 57
Rest Stops 228 28 65
Trail Markings 699 26 57 17
Maintenance 746 23 64 13
Lessons 12 42 58
Parking ’ 788 23 75

f

B. RATING OF SPECIFIC DOWNHILL SKIING FACILITIES/SERVICES

Slopes/Hills : 1824 21 74 ’ 5
Lift/Tow System 1834 26 62 12
Rental Equipment 555 28 60 12
Ski School/Instruction 243 58 39 3
Food-Beverage Service 1326 N 19 71 10
Warming/Relaxing Areas 1683 26 66 8
Restrooms 1377 1o | 74 16
Parking 1554 15 75 10

Comment: When asked about specific items at the ski area, generally aroudn ten percent gave "less than adequate" as a response.

The facilities causing the most displeasure among those who responded at downhill areas were restrxooms, the 1ifts and the rental

equipment. Parking and the food and beverage service also caused complaints. In general, the best received facility/program is

the ski school. Standardized tralning and cerxtification probably have a lot to do with this. Other "more than adequate ratings
hovered around 25%. Specific crosstabulations will help pinpoint problems here.

When one considers "less than adequate™ ratings for skl touring, trailmarkings, maintenance and rental equipment provided the
most frequent responses. Ski lessons and the chalet seemed to effect the most positive responses {42 and 40 pexcent, xespec-—
tively). However, the former suffers from smal)l sample size and the latter may prove to be very specific to certain areas
{(e.g-., Bunker Hills and The Seasons Restaurant).



TABLE 23
A. REACTION 10 ENTRY/PRARKING FEE
{rotal Sample, Areas Chargling Fees)

Percentl Conaidering Parking/Entry Fee to be;
Very Sowmewhat About Somewhat Very No
SKI 'TOURING AREA n Low Low Right Itigh tiigh Opinion
Total 387 1 5 52 17 0 29
Lake Rebecca 57 0 5 39 0 49
Morris T. Baker 45 0 2 38 0 51
Hyland Lake . 80 0 6 44 12 V] 38
Carver 62 0 6 44 21 0 24
Elm Creek 27 1] 7 70 11 1] 11
Cleary Lake 37 3 3 57 5 3 30
Fort Snelling 38 3 0 16 5 0 76
William O'Brien 26 . 8 8 62 8 0 15
Afton 15 0 7 60 7 0 26

1 -~ Percentages may not total to 100 due to rounding.

B. REACPION P00 TICKET PRICES-DOWNIILIL SKYIING
{'rotal Sample - n=18535)

iscale Items - “Do you consider Parcent Responding With
the ticket prices to be; %ach Scale Item:
Very Low 2
Somewhat Low . )
sbout Right 55
Lomewhat lilgh 22
Very High 2
13

No Opinion/Can't Say

Gomment: 'The reaction to fees ia somewhat predictable with around a quarter of the downhill prices rated as high and 20% or less
qf the skiing entry fees seen as too high. “There do seem to be a lot of "No Opinion™ given to the ski touring question. No ex-—
planation is offered as of yet. In the downhill areas, especially, there was much qualiflcation of each answer with a statement
to the effect "compared with other places, the prices are " here was no great problem with the ticket prices, but responses
to other questions, e.g., constraints (o nore participation {tablec 17}, indicate a bit of a problem with the cost of skling.

|




TABLE 24 ;

SKI ORCANIZATION MEMBERSHIP - SKI TOURING

(Total Sample, Selected Areas {(urban, urbanizing, rural))

percent Belonging to Various Organization Types at:
Total ' Theodore Wirth punker Hills Carver

ORGANIZATION TYPE {n=904) (n=92) (n=146) {n=62)
1. Local Clubs (school, town,

employee, etc.) 5 3 , 8 4]
2. General Ski Touring or Outlng

Club (North Star, Blizzard,

Minntour, etc.) 8 2
3. Ski Team 2 0 3 0
4. Environmental Organlzation

{Sierra Club, Audobon, etc.)
5.  Other Specific Organizations o

B. SKI ORGANIZATION MEMEBERSHIP-DOWNHILL SKIING
(Total Sample: n=1855}
ORGANIZATION TYPE Pexcent Belonglng to Each Oxganization Type
1. Local Clubs (school, town,
employee, etc.) 9
2. General Skiing or Outing Club
{(Blizzard, National Ski Patrol,
U.S. Ski pPatrol, U.S. Bki Ass'n.,
eto.} 8
3. Skl Team 4
. Environmental Organizatlions 0
5. Specific Skl School 1
5. Other Organizations 0
COMMENT: somewhat less than 207 of downhill skiers helong to some type of ski club or organization(multiple responses make the

Fewer ski tourers appear to belong to an organlzation.

Both activities have a high proportion

figures non-additive}.

of thelr organization members In local clubs or teams. ]
However, this percentage may be somewhat surprising to some who feel the organizations

" {zations in either activity.

Less than 107 to general purpose, broad-based skllrg organ- [
{
I

represent a negligible proportion of the skiing population.



TABLE 25

OTUER VINTER ACTIVITIES
(By Interview Type)

% of Respondents Parcicipating in Activity
. ~— DownhlTI SkT Snou- Tce Tce Stiow- SKT
Incexview Type n Skiing Touring Mobiling Fishing Skating Shoelng Jumping
DOWNHILL SKIING 1855 100 41 36 28 60 11 2
SKI TOURING 504 39 100 11 23 59 19 1
OTHER PARK USE 1477 34 40 13 23 56 12 -

COMMENT; parcticlpacion in other winter activities seems to be relatively stable except for skl touring where generally more
participants are also snowshoersa(l9%) and downhill skiing where relatively more people are also snowmobilers(36%).
In any case, lt is apparent that there are few people who are “one-activity orlented” in the winter. Incidentally,
it lookz like cthere 1s nct a particularly large ski jumping population out there -~ many of the posicive responses
appeared to be glven somewhat rtongue-in-cheek!




TALLE 26

RESIDENCE CHARACTERISTICS

Percent Respondlng With EBach Class in the Following Surveys:

Ski 7Touring

Downhill Skiing

Other Park Use

CHARACTERISTICS (n=904) {n=1855) {n=1477)
N . llousing Type
1. Single Famlly House 71 75 64
2. Duplex—-¥Fourplex 9 5 13
3. Condominium - Townhouse 2 3
4. Apartment 14 12 18
5. Mobile lome 1 1
6. Other 4
B. Years at Present Address
1. Less than 1 21 23 26
2. 1to'3 28 20 22
3. 4to6 IR 15 12
4. 7 to 10 11 12 10
5. Over 10 26 30 30
C. Years in Metro Ares
1. Less than 1 4 3 6
2. 1 to 3 11 5 9
3. 4 to 6 10 7 9
4. 7 to 10 10 ) 9 9
5. Over 10 62 i 52 62
6. Do Not Live in Metro Area 3 ! 24 5

Comments: There seems to be little difference between the three surveys on housing characterlstics, although other park users

seem to come from a slightly wider variety of housing types. All three activities have a rather mobile

half of the population having lived in their present-home for less than three years. A strong 60% of t

survey has lived in the Metropolitan Area over ten years.

to measure awareness of othex areas.

residents.

It will be interesting to check these figure

population, with nearly
he population in each
s agalinst those used

The downhill skiing populatlion is somewhat skewed by the large number of non-metropolitan




TABLE 27
TYPES OF HOUSING - SKI TOURERS

{rotal Sample, Selected Areas {urban, urbanizing, rural))

. Percent of Skiers Residing in Each Housing Type at:

. rotal Theodora Wirth Bunker fiills Carver
HOUSING TYPE {n—-904) {n=52} {n=146} (n=62)
Single Family llouse 71 57 82 71
Duplex - Fourplex 9 21 5
Condominium -~ Tcownhouse 2 2 3
Apartment 14 14 8 16
Mobile Home 3
Otheyx 1

f

COMMENT: within the skl touring population, it is interesting to note the relatively low single-family house percenrage at
Theodore Wirth. Duplexes and fourplexes seem ro be the major houslng type taking percentage points away from the
single fanily houses. This 18 not surprising for the cicy, bur the 16% apartment rate at Carver 1s somewhat surprising.
Carver origin scatistics will have to be checked to see where this vreservoir of apartment dwellers 1s. Overall, ic
will be Interescing to aggregate the population on a urban-urbanizing-rural park basla for analysis.




TABLE 28

A. YEARS LIVED AT PRESENT ADDRESS - SKI TOURERS
{Total Sample, Selecred Areas (Urban, Urbanizing, Rural))

Percents fn Various Year Classes AL

TOTAL . THEODORE WIRTH BUNKER HILLS CARVER
YEARS AT PRESENT ADDRESS (n=904) {(n=92) (n=146) (n=62)
Less than 1 21 28 12 ‘ 23
1 o3 28 .36 28 35
4 to 6 14 g ) 14 15
7 to 10 11 . 9 16 8
Over 10 26 , 18 29 19

B. YEARS LIVED IN METROPOLITAN AREA - SKI TOURERS

YEARS IN METRO AREA

Less than 1 4 4 0 o 2
1 to 3 11 16 B 15
4 to b 10 12 10 : 18
7 to 10 10 14 : 13 6
Over 10 61 . 52 59 55
Do not live in Metro Area 3 1 1 5

i

1 - Percentages may not rotal to 100 due to rounding.

QOMMENT: agaln, the figures are self-explanatory and not too surprising. The ski couring Eopulation at Bunker Hills seems to be

. a pood deal more established in the area than those at the other two parks. Furcher analysis will have to be done on

: all parks surveyed to see if there 1s a steady urban-urbanizing-rural pattern to residency patrerns and their resulting
effect on awareness and recreation participation.

‘



TABLE 29

OCCUPATIONAL CHARACHTERISTICS

A{rotal Samplea = All Three Burveys)

Percent Responding With Each Class in the Following Surveys:

Ski Touring

Downhill Skiing

Other Park Use

CHARACTERISYTICS {n=904) {(n=1855) (n=1477)

A Compensation Type
1. Self-Employed ¥ ) 9
2. salaried 47 25 34
3. lourly Wages 21 26 21
4. Coumission 2 3 3
5. Retired 2 1 9
6. No Paying Job 19 31 22
7. Other 2 5 2

. Primary Occupational Category
1. Clerical [ 7
2. “technical 8
3. ‘Profasaional 48 24 34
4. Skilled Labor 13
5. Unskilled Labor 6
6. Student 11 47 21
7. Homemaker 7
8. Other 4

. Work Time Class
1. Weekdays Only 40 ) 23 35
2. Some Evenings/Weekends 34 25 26
3. Mostly Evenings/Weekends ) 14 9
4. Not Presently Employed 10 28 22
3. Other Categories 8 ’ 10

i . Anpual Gross Household Incowe (s)
1. Less than 5000 4 2 6
2. 5000 ~ 10000 8 i 12
3. 10000 - 15000 ! 15 10 18
4. 15800 - 20000 17 12 17
5. 200600 - 25000 19 13 12
6. 25000 - 30000 9 10 g
7. Over 30000 13 22 12
g. Didn't Know . 6 | 17
5. Refused ‘ 2 2




TABLE 30
TYPE OF COMPENSATION - SKI TOURERS

('fotal Sample, Selected Areas {urban, urbanizlng, rural})

o Percent in Compensation Class By:

. Total Theodore Wirth Bunker Hills Carver
COMPENSATION TYPE {n=904) {n=92) {n=146) {n—-62)
Self-Employed 1 5 5 8
Salaried 47 45 47 44
tlourly Wages 21 26 21 19
Comwission 2 3 0
Retired [ 2 0
No Payving Job 19 21 18 24
Other 1 4 5

COMMENT: Table 29(previcus page) - there are a few patterns emerglng from the occupational characreristics of those intervilewed

in the three surveys. There seems to be a relatively high proportion of salaried professionals
involved in ski touring and other park uses while those with no paying job(mostly students)

are the predominanc class at downhill ski areas. The low proportion of "weekday only" workers
(40% or undexr in all cases) is also influenced by the number of students invelved. However, It
is inceresting to note that odd job hours can have a beneficial effect on recreation capacity.
A move toward thils sicuation would aid recreation facility utilization in many ways.

The last catepgory - Income.- shows a slightly higher average for downhill skiing. Otherwise,
the income distriburion is spread pretty well for each activity. Of course, the lower

income classes are generally underrepresented. Analysis of specific altes should show up some
differences here.

Table 30 - wichin the ski touring activity, there is little variacion between the three parks concerning compensation

Each park discribution holds closely to the ski touring survey average.




TABLE 3t
A. OCCUPATYONAL CATEGORY - SKI TOURERS

(rotal Sample, Selected Areas {urban, urbanizing, rural))

P&rcentlin Each Occupation Category ats:
PRIMARY OCCUPA- - Total Theodore Wirth Bunker Hills Carver
TIONAL CATEGORY {n-504) {(n=92) (n=146) {n=62)
Clerical 6 8 8 6
Technical 9 9 4 6
Professional ‘ 48 49 57 50
S5killed Labor a 11 8 ‘ 10
Unskilled Labor 4 2 1 5
Student A 1 14 11 10
Homemaker 9 5 ic 10
Othear 5 2 1 3

B. GENERAL TIME WORKED .

WORK TIME CLASSES

Weekdays Only 40 : 43 41 35

Some Evenlings/Weekends 34 29 36 ) 37

Mogtly EBvenings/Weekends 8 8 5 [

Nobt Presently Employed 1o . 13 13 13

Other Categories 8 7 7 9
1

L Percentages may not total to 1007 due to rounding

COMMENT: agaln, liccle variarion except for the relatively high proporcion of professionals skiing at Bunker Hills. There is
also a smaller proportion of "weekday only" workers at Carver. In general, these factora are relatlvely constant
over the three parLs. Further will again be alwed at discovering a pattern between parke with different characteristics
and locations.




, TABLE 32
HOUSEHOLD INCOME - SKI TOURERS

{Total Sample, Selected Areas {urban, urbanizing, rural))

h¥7 Percentl in Bach Inccme Class at:
ANNUAL GROSS HOUSE- Total . Theodore Wirth Bunker Hills Carver
IIOLD INCOME (S) (n=904) (n=92) {n=146) {(n=62}
Less than 5000 4 8 2 3
5000 - 10000 8 18 3 3
10000 - 15000 15 : 18 10 13
15000 - 20000 17 11 13 15
20000 - 25000 1s 16 21 18
25000 - 30000 S 11 17 8
Over 30000 15 15 ) 19 27
pidn't Know 6 2 ' 5 11
Refused 2 - 1] 3 2

1~ Percentages may not total to 1006 due to rounding

COMMERT: there Is some significant variation here. Theodore Wirth seems to have a somewhat lower distribution of incomes than
the ekl ctouring average, while Bunker Hills seems somewhat higher than the average and Carver a good deal higher.
It will be particularly interesting if this pattern persiscs in the urban-urbanizing-rural analysis that will be
systematically done on all the data from these surveys. TIncome has been discovered as a good proxy for many
gocio-economic characteriscic in predicting recreation behavior. Perhaps there will be some patrerns developing
between the regional parks in terms of income levels. Take particular nocte of the relarively garge percentage of
incomes less than $10000 at Theodore Wirth. . !




TABLE 33
SEX, AGLE, RACE OF RESPONDENTS
(Total Sample - All Three Surveys)

PERCENT RESPONDING WITH EACIH CLASS 1N THE FOLLOWING SURVEYS:
, SKY TOURING DOWNHILL SKTING OTHER PARK USE
(n=904) (n=1855) (n=1477)
A. SEX
1. Male 60 61 63
2. TFemale 40 39 37
. AGE CLASS
1 Pre-teen {13 or under) 3 2 12
2. ‘teenager (14 rto 19) 38 ] 24 23
3. Young Adult {20 to 34) 49 , 6 51
4. Mlddle-Aged Adule (35 to 59) ] 34 10
5 Senior Cilcizen (60 or over) i 6 4
C. RACE
1. Whire 98 98 28
2 Black 1 1 . 1
3 Other 1

COMMENT: There secms to be about a 60 - 40 split in favor of the males in the survey. This may, in parc, be due to the sampling
mechod, i.e. the pext one off the trail, past a gate, etc. IF therxe Is a group, the male will, more than likely be the first one
of the group to go past the selection point. Consequently, they show up more often in the sample. However, the proportions are
not dlfferent enougﬁ to cuause worry over s pood representatlon of the femqle polnt of view.

The age classes show ski touring to be a teenager/young adult activity, downhill skilng an accivity evenly distribucted across the
three middle-apge cluasses, and other parl use predominantly done by young adulcs, with significant parcicipacion by three other
glasses. Senfor clrizens reach the highest proporciod in downhill skiing. Ode would tend ro think the locarion of the other park.
use areas would make middle-aged,senior citizen use higher there. Perhaps furcher analysis will show this true for some parks.

the race composicion is mot a surprise: HNinety-elght percent whitce seems to 'be the norm for all three winter acclivicies.

f




SEX, AGE,

TABLE 34
AND RACE - SKI TOURERS

(Total Sample, Selected Areas (urban, urbanizing, rural))

] Percent1 of Each Sex, Age Class, and Race at:
Total Iheodore Wirth Bunker Hills , Carver
(n=904) . {n=92) {n=146) (n=62)
A. Sex
Male 60 57 53 53
Female 40 43 47 47
B. Age Class
Pre-Teen 3 4 2 2
Teenager 38 26 46 47
Young Adult 48 64 43 34
Middle-Age Rdult 9 1 ] 18
Senior Citizen 1 [ 1 Q
C. Race>
White 98 100 98
Black 2 0
Other 0 0
1- Percentages may not total to 100 due to rounding

COMMENT :

no great surprise in any of these tables.
the former category. Sex and race are as previously discussed in Table 33.

i

The teenage-young adult predominance comes in here, especially as

concerns



TABLE 35

VISITOR SAMPLE ORIGINS

(Toral Samples - Ski Touring, Bownhill Skilagg, Other Park Use)

PERCENT! CONTACTED TH EACH SURVEY $Y ORTGIN CLASS

SKT TOURYNG DOWNHILL SKIING || OTHER PARK USES POPULATION

ORIGIN CLASSES n, (904Y n, (858) n, (1853 o, (13363 [T o, (3477) 0, (1397) 4/1/78 esc.
ANOKA COUNTY g 9 4 6 1 1 10
CARVER COUNTY 3 3 1 1 0 0 2
DAKOTA COUNTY ) 6 6 6 8 2 2 10
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS 23 24 8 11 45 48 19
OTHER BENNEPIN COUNTY 33 34 28 a9 14 15 29
CITY OF ST. PAUL : 8 8 7 10 24 25 14
OTHER RAMSEY COUNTY 8 8 9 13 7 7 10

i

SCOTT COUNTY 3 3 1 1 ) o 2
WASHINGION COUNTY 5 5 7 10 1 2 6
" NON-METROPOLITAN AREA 4 - 28 . 5 - -
FOTAL 102 160 59 99 99 100 102

- Percentages may not total to 160 due to rounding.

t

population flgures.

nl -

)

sample with
non-metro
residents
included

sample with
non-metlyo
residents
excluded

COMMENT: & general origin table for comparison with relative metro
ﬁ Individua)l site variacion makes it hard

to generalize in this form, but the n, sample can be used
for comparisen to population flpures.

1




TABLE 36
A. MILES FROM RESIDENCE TO AREA
(Total Samples - All Three Surveys)

PERCENT IN EACH 5-MILE DISTANCE CILASS

Mean B 5 or ) 31 cor
Accivity n (miles) less 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30
"ISki Touring 883 10 40 24 16 9 5 3 3
Downhill Skiing 1469 17(19)1 25 12 10 “10 12 13 18
Ocher Park Use 1404 4 74 14 6 2 1 1 0
B. MYRNUTES FROM RESTDENCE TO AREA
) (Total Samples - 411 Three Surveys)
PERCENT IN EACH 5-HMILE TIME CLASS
Mean 5 or , 41 orx
Accivicy n (minutes) less 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 . 26-30 31-35 36-40 more
Ski Touring £83 17 12 24 19 15 11 7 5 3 4
Hownhill Skiing 1463 26(28)1 17 8 8 10 10 9 21
Other Park Use 1404 11 25 i8 14 11 5 4 2 0 1

1

adjacent to the Metropolitan Area.
The Downhill Skiing survey 1is the only one where t

the 10 adjacent counties.

First Figure refers to full sample for which time and distance were measured, 1.e., includes thoge From the 10 counties which are
The figure in Farencheses uses only those visltors residing in the 7-county HMetropoliran Area.
1is makes a difference, because of the large number of skiers and ski areas Iin

COMMENT: The means and percentages are rather self-explanatory here, particularly when one considers rhe distribution of the

downhill skiing areas,
prefer. When the data is bro

It ap

decermining the reglonality of the various sites.

ears that downhill skiers are used to traveling relatively long distances to get to the areas they
en down by individual areas, it will probably show a good plcture of regionality as concerns downhill
skiing. All in all, the figures in this Table will have to be croas-cabulated and mapped by site to provide their full value in



TABLE 37

MILES FROM RESIDENCE TO SKI TOURING AREA
_{Total Sample, Selected Areas (n 25))

1

PERCENT IN EACH 5-MILE DISTANCE CLASS
Mean 5 or 31 or
SKI TOURING AREA n {(miles) less 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 more

1. TOTAL 883 10 40 24 16 9 5 3 3

2. BUNKER HILLS 146 10 25 28 32 10 5
3. THEODORE WIRTH 92 5 54 39 5 0 0 1 0
4: HNYLAND LAKE 80 9 38 32 16 10 1 1 1
5. CARVER 62 17 11 19 16 19 16 11 13
6. LAKE REBECCA 57 22 5 9 4 26 21 21 14
7. MORRIS BAKER 1 4s 13 2 36 38 16 9 0 0
8 FORT SNELLING 38 10 16 55 21 5 1] 3
. CLEARY LAKE 37 13 22 22 22 14 11 8 3
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES 36 3 94 6 0 -0 0
11. LEBANON HILLS 30 10 37 20 30 7 3 3 0
12. SOUTH WASHINGTON GOUNTY| 28 E 29 46 11 11 0 0
13. ELM CREEK 27 9 30 30 30 11 ¢ 4] 0
14. MINNESOTA VALLEY TRAIL 26 12 35 15 12 8 19 0 12
15. NOKOMIS-UTIAWATHA 26 4 81 15 4 0 0 0 0
16. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 26 20 1z 8 12 23 15 12 T 19
17. WOOD LAKE 26 5 81 i2 A‘ 4 0 0 0
18. KELLER-PHALEN 25 7 48 40 0 4 4 4 4]

- Percentages may not total to 100% due to rounding.
COMMENT: again, the variation is apparent. The mean mileage figure ranges from 3 miles for visitors to the Minneapolis
Chain of Lakes to 22 miles for Lake Rebecca. However, before this informatlon can be used for ssgsessing the relative

regionality of any particular site, population figures within a given distance from the facility must be included
in the analygis. This will be done as part of preparing the Policy Plan revision. It seems that a regional park
should draw its wse in proportion to the population at various distances from it. By using distance measuvxes and

tge ?ougcil's transportation files, a good plcture of the relative regionality of Regional System units can be
ovtalned.



MINUTES FROM RESIDENCE TO SKI TOURING AREA
(Total Sample, Selected Areas (n 25))

PERCENTllN EACH 5-MINUTE TIME CLASS
Mean > or 1 oF
SKI TOURING AREA n (min.) less 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 more

1. TOTAL 883 17 12 24 19 15 - 11 7 5 3 4
2. BUNKER HILLS 146 15 20 14 18 21 16 4 3 3

3. THEODORE WIRTH 92 13 5 24 42 21 5 1 0 0

4. JIYLAND LAKE 80 16 15 18 16 22 8 10 4 1

5. CARVER 62 25 5 13 10 16 15 10 6 8 18
6. LAKE REBECCA 57 3s 5 5 4 4 11 23 14 16 20
7. MORRIS BAKER 45 19 0 24 13 18 22 13 7 2 0
8. FORT SNELLING 38 17 5 16 24 24 21 5 3 0 3
9. CLEARY LAKE a7 21 8 14 19 14 16 5 5 8 10
10. MPLS. CHAIN OF LAKES 36 7 313 53 11 0 3 0 0 0 a
11. LEBANON HILLS 30 16 0 47 7 20 10 3 7 7 0
12. SOUTH WASHINGTON COUNTY] 28 12 4 64 7 11 7 4 4 0 0
13. ELM CREEK 27 14 7 30 19 30 7 4 4 0 0
14. MINNESOTA VALLEY TRAIL | 26 20 4 42 12 ) 12 4 8 12
15. NOKOMIS-HIAWATHA 26 8 a5 42 12 8 0 4 0 0 0
16. WILLIAM O'BRIEN 26 28 12 0 8 12 15 12 8 12 21
17. WOOD LAKE 26 7 54 23 12 a 4 0 0 0 0
18. KELLER-PHALEN 25 13 20 40 12 l 12 4 0 4 4 4

L Percentages may not total to 1007 due to rounding.

COMMENT: same comments as fo

or less to go skilng.

s
s
i
'

Table 37.

As this Table indicates, virtually every ski tourer in the study travelled 30 minutes
With the proper population figures and mapping techniques, we should be able to build an

accurate mosalc of the service areas of the various parks in the Reglonal System and the facilities withing them.



TABLE 39
FUTURE REPORT SCHEDULE

REPORT AVAILABILITY
NUMBER TITLE DATE
1.01 Data Summary Report - Downhill Skiing,
Ski Touring, Other Park Use(Winter Phase) 8/15/78
.02 Data Summary Report - Sunowmobiling,
: Nature Center Use(Winter Phase) 9/15/78
.03 Data Summary Report - General Park Use
(Summer Phase) 1/15/79
.04 Data Summary Report - Water Access Points 1/15/79
.05 Data Summary Report - Trail Corridors 1/15/79
.06 Data Summary Report - Campgrounds 2/0L/79
.07 Data Summary Report - Nature Center Use - ' ‘
(Summer Phase) 2/0L/79 -
2.01 Winter Facility Use Summary(ﬁy facility,
day of week, time of day, recreational
activity) ) 9/30/78
.02 Summer Facility Use Summary(same bresakdown
as for winter usé)_ : 2/15/78
3. SPECIAL TOPIC REPORTS beginning
approximataly
.01 Group Size and Composition 3/15/79
.02 Time Distribution of Use
.03 Reasons for Choosing Certain Facilities™™
.04 Overall Facility Satisfaction
.05 Constraints on Visits to Preferred Facilities
.06 Awaraness of Altermative Facilities
.07 Activity Clusters at Selected Facilities
.08+ Other topics as necessary
4,00 METHODOLOGICAL REPORT (survey instzuments, 6/15/79

instructions,sample selection,coding
conventions,analysis methods,etc.)
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METROPOLITAN COUNCIL
Suica 300 Merwo Square 3uilding, Sainc 2aul, Minnesoca 35310

-

METROPOLITAN RECREATTON DEMAND STUDY
Downthill S

Approximacely what fime did you arrive at ?
a. How many people came with you today?
b. 'Were they: Family Other (specify)
Friends
Organized group (specify)
What means of <ransportacion did you use o zet Lo . today?
About now many downhill runs did you make today?
5 07 6 =0 10 Ll o 25 25 o 30 over den'tk
lass 30 wnow
dere is a map c¢f the slopes at , with each zun indicatad by a lecrer, A
v * ’ e A G - - o
chrough . Would wou zive me zle leciar of the slove vou used most oZten today?

We are Iincarssted in zhe skill level and axperience of skisrs wno use .
WWould you personally rave yourself as a:

novice, . intermediace , OT advanced skiesx?

firzse cime (co 8), don' & know h

dow many vears would you say you have parsticipatad in downhill skiing?

lsc 203 § o L0 11 or dan'x

vear more Know

“Conearning your visiz to zoday:

a. Was there anything that made Lt parrticularly sacisiying co you?

9. Was zhere anything that made 1z lass sazisiying for you?




o

o

.-

a. Would you say you prasencly ski about as ofcen as you would like?
Mo Jor_surs Yes
Y ~5% e
b. What do you feel is the main resason you ars not able to ski mors often? Time
¢c. Thers may be several ocher reasons why one may not be able co ski as often as
one would lika. 1I'm going zo list a faw, and would you £2ll me if any of chem
keep you from skiing more?
1ft cicket costs hours at existing areas
other assoclaced costs support facilirnies at
existing ski areas
lack of tranmsporzation to any other raasons?
existing ski azreas (specify)
lack of challenge at axisting ski areaas
. your otier inmtarests or responsibilicies
a. Wnat was the single most impowrtanc reasoun you chose over other araas
for roday’s ski oucring?
b. Are chere any octher rzasons?
I'm going to read a shorw list of facilitiaes available ac . If you
' = : . 3 : S T .
did not use a Zacilicy, plezase say so. LI you did, please zall ne whecher vou
found it moras than adequata, adequata, or lass chan adequars?
DU NEY A LA Mo Ovinion
L. ski slopes
2. lifc/-ow syscem
3. rencal squipment
4,  ski school
5. £food/beverage service
6. . warming/relaxing areas
7. restroous
3. nparking area




13.

,_‘.
=~

What would you say is source Of

places co ski?

a. Using your residence as a stawcting point, whac are the

threae
know of whers wvou can participacs in any type of downhill s

clo
kiing

1

5. Have you visited , , ?

¢. In the last 5 years?

information about new or differenc

sest placas you
?

d. Comparasd zo , would you say that, overall, is a better place
e . . iyt S Erernd o P ———
to ski, about che same, orxr a worse place to ski?
e. Briafly, whac amakas it better/worse?
Visicead
ATea Yag > T, £l S W Reason
Considering the facilicies providad, would wou say che 1lifr tickat prices hers ara:
_ very somewhat about somewhat very no
low Llow righe nizn aign opinion
Do you presently balong to any organizacions or clubs zhac sromota downhill skiing?
Vo Vag———pe=Which ones (any othezs)?
Do you parcicipaca in any of che Zollcowing wincar racrearnion accivicias:
ice fishing cross~-counrry skiing
ice skacing ski jumping (like o)
snowshoeing any other wintar outdoor raecreacion
activizies (speciily)
— snowmobiling
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The ocher side of the card conctains a sec of seven statsmencs concarning whera vou liv
and what type of job wou have. For esach scacsment, plaase read it o yourself and ch
give me the lettar of the phrase cthat compleras the scatamenc best as concerns you:

L. A 3 c D 3 7 G
2. A 3 c D a

3. A 3 c D £ 7

4. A 3 c D £ F G

5. A 3 c D z 3 G g
6. A 3 c D

7. A 3 c D z 7 G H

Mne of che most important things we need to know is the pattern of skier cravel in
1 + N v £ s 'y . 1
the mecropolican area. The only way we can decermine this is to know wherz you gzo

to ski, such as hers ac , and where you come from, thac is, vouzr home
4 N = S

address. May T have your come addrass?

May E-nave—che—wsmmundty—rou—Liva. in and your zip code?

-

That's all the quescions I have. Thank you for your cooperacion.

CONTROL INFORMATION

Date . Time Facility Interviewver
Respoudenrt Tyne: ot ¥ / sC MA YA TN 27 / 3 W S A O
Reaczion to Survey: Zostile Uncooo Jeucr Coovp Very Caov

Zeculiar Cirzcumstancas:




METROPOLITAN COUNCIL
Suilte 300 Mecwo Square 3Building, Saintc Paul, Minnesora 33101

METROPOLITAN RECREATION DEMAND 3TUDY
Ski Touring--Wincer 1977-738

L. Approximately what time did you arrive ac ?

2. a. How many peopls came with you today?

b. Were they: ___ Family Other (specifly)
Friends N
Organized group (svecify)
3. Wnac mezns of transportazion did you use to zat to roday?
by =2
4, Here 1is a map of the ski touring trail/arsza at . We nave markad =ach
I3 Iy 1 A R A : - . .
trail/area segment wich a leccter, A through . L aeed rwo places of informa-
: = . v e ——— a2 [}
rion from you concerning rthesa segments: the Lacctars of che segments you used
taday, and the aumber of ctimes you used sach of those sagmencs
A C £ G I

3. We are incarsstad in the skill level and axperiance of skiars who use the czails(s)

ac —_+ Would you persomally rate yoursell as a:
___ novice, ) intermediazea ) or advanced skier?
firsc rime (no 7) don'z know
’ -
6. How many years would you say you have participatad ia ski couring?
lst year 2 to 3 8 o 10 11 or mors don't

know

~d4

. Concerning your visic to today:
a. Was there anything chac made 1z parcicularly sacisfying zo you?

have peen?

5. Was there anything chat made it less




10.

Do you in any of the following wincer

ce skarcin

[

snowshoeing

snownobiling

downhill skiing
ski jumping (like to)

any other winter outdoor recreation
activities 7(specify)

a. Would you say you presently zo ski rouring about as oftan as vou would like:

Vo ot surea 7as

o

b. What do you Zfzel is rhe main resason you ars not able

¢. There may de several other
one would liks, I'm going to lisc a few, and, would
cthem keep you from skiing more ofren?

lack of equipwment _ lack of
arsas

too few ski touring areas ocher

hours at existcing Zacilities

entry Zees

a. What was the single most importanc resason you chose
areas for today's ouring?

ski touring area.

your dacision to ski ac today:

equipment rentals

chalec/waraing housea

lengch of c¢zrails
challange of the

arasg

e

the crails go chrough

number of people at other areas

2o ski morz

raasons why one may not bHe abla o ski as often as

vou call me {f any of

transvortation £o axiscing

interests or rasponsibilizies

any other reasons?

over othsar

5. I have a shorrt list of items chat wmight serve as veasons Zor visiting a parricular
Tall me if any of che rfollowing reasons wera

4
importanc in

stnow cendizious

way che trails maintained

ars

closensss to owe
the naturs cencar facilicy/
progran

any other rsasons?




11.

—
o

13.

3=

I'm going to read a short list of facilicies available at . Lf you did R
not use a facilicy today, please say so. If you did, please cz2ll me whether you
found it to be more than adequata, adequate, or less than adequata?

DU MA A LA o Coinion

L. rental egquirment
2. restrooms B
3. food/beverage sarvice .
4. cehalet/warming house )
5. rest stops on trail
5. «rail markings ——
7. trall maincenancs _
8. ski lessons -
9. parking -

What would vou say is your biggest source of informacion councarning new and

diffarent places to zo ski touring?

a. Using your residence as a starting poinc, what ara che zhrse closest places you
know of chat have any kind of ski couring trails?

o. Have you visicad s -, ?

¢. In the last 3 years?

d. Comparsd co , would vyou say thac, overall, ic is a betcter placz <o
- ; R — -
ski, about zhe same, or a worse placs zo ski:

e, Briefly, what makes iz betcar/worse?

Vigitad

tndbuniinnd

Area 78s > vT.

[§es]

S W Reason




—
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16.

y—

=~

b

Cousidexing the facilicies provided, would you say chac the encry/vparking fz2e at
is:
very sometwhat about somewhat very no
low low right aigh high opinion

Do you prasently beloug to any organizations or clubs that promoce ski touring?

Yo Yas

= Tnlch ones (any others)?

This card contains a set of seven statamencs concerning where vou live and what tyupe
of job vou have. For =ach scacament, nlaase resad it 2o yourseis zand then give me the
leczar of zhe phwrase that complecas the stacament 2est as 2oNC2rns you:

1. A 3 C D E R G

2. A 3 C D B

300A B C D B T

4. A 3 c D E ¥ G

5. A 3 C D E T G d
A A 3 c D

7 A 3 C D Z 7 G 3¢

One of the mosc importanc =hings we need zo know i3 zhe pact
the metropolitan arsa. The only way we can determine this i
zo ski, such as here ac and whers you come ZIz0

)
. B e
address. May I have your note addrass?

0 know whera vou o

1 of skisr zZwavel in
, that is, your home

2
S
el

May T have che communicy vou live in and your zip code?

That's all che questions I have. Thank vou fox your cooperacion.

CONTROL TINFORMATION

Datca Time Tacilicy Incarviswar
Resvondant Tzve: M ¥ / sC Ma A ™ 27 / 3 W S A 9]
Reaccion zo Survev: Hoscile Uncoop Neut Coov Tary Coov

Peculiar Circumszancas:




VMETRCPOLITAN COUNCIL
Suitce 300 Metxo 3Square Building, Saint Paul, Minnesocra 33101

METROPOLITAN RECREATION DEMAND STUDY
Miscellaneous Use--Winrer, 1977-73

L. a. About what zime did you axzivae at today?

5. About what rime do you plan to leave?

1o
m

Jow many peovle came wich you today?

b. Wera chey: family other (spaciiy)

friends

organized group (specify)

3. What means of cransportation did vou use to zer to zodav?

-~
)

a2, What was the main rscreation activiiy you participatad in ac
(Puz ant "X" below)

screacion zeriviczias did you participacre in?

5. Waat other =
ack mark balow)

(Put a ch

zodav?

¢. Do you participace in any of the Zollowing outdoor racreacion aczivisias:

e ¥ice fishing — _____ *suowshoeln —
e ®lce skacing — o, marure scudy —
____ *x-countmy skiing — __walking/hiking —
. *downhill skiing - o Jogging [
—_ *snowmobiling . _____* any other winter o
outdoor zecraation
accivicies (speciiy)
5. Have vou been hera befora?
Nt Yot Surs ____ Yas How many Iimes in tha past Iwo weeks?

(@)Y
[y
—
us
T
p=
o
)
[

anything about your visic Lo today that made

b. Is there znycthing about it chat was disappoincing o you?

7. You said chae was vour wmain recreacion activiiy zodav.
choose over aother places you could ?

iz really

Why did

you




a. Using vour rasidence 1
slaces whera you can

5. Have you (

¢, Qverall, would wou rac

Ar=a

s a scarting poins, would you ziv

ad) ac ,

O
H
[
I3
i
[0}
[ETY
I
-
<
53
[¥]
§
o
u
L
[¥:3
n

hex hers

Jera Thara
R s
U P
P et
SR s

This card concalas a sa¢ of saven stacsmenss concarning wherz vou live and whaz iy2e
of lob 7ou 2ave. Tor sach scatament, Dlkaase rsad Lt 2o vouxmseil and zhem zive me IRs
lagzar of the nhwase zhar cowplacas che stacsment Dest 25 Concerms 7ou:
L.A 3 c ) = B G
2. 04 3 c P Z
3 A 3 c ) % ¥
4. A 3 c D z F G
3. A 3 c D z B G 24
5. A 3 c 0
oA 3 ¢ ) 2 ¥ G 24
Cne of zhe most impor=ant things we need 20 kiow i3 zhe savzarn of sark visizor swavel
it the zuecrovolizan azza. The ouly way we can decermine this L3 zo know which zarks
7ou wvisiz, such as , and where vou come Iwom, shac L3, 7our home addrass
May T have vour home 2Corass !
May I have the communizy you live in and youxr zip zodae?
Thac's all che quascicns T have. Thaznk you Jor your cooneracion.
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