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CHAPTER 1.

RECOMMENDATION TO THE DECISION MAKERS
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INTRODUCTION:

The human personality requires for its full development the op-

portunity for

(i) self-expression and development of broad and absorbing interests,
(ii) varied recreational experiences,

(iii) relaxation from tensions of work and responsibility,

(iv) constructive social relationships with people,

(v) broad perspectives and satisfactions derived from cultural com-

munication, and

(vi) participation in responsibility for community life.

Technical advances have affected changes in living patterns resulting
in more comfort for more people but less satisfaction from the ordinary
chores of living and working.

Tensions mount for individuals, families, and communities in this
province when basic social needs are not met or cannot be met easily and
naturally. The density of population areas especially urbanization in
Manitoba further compounds the problems. The provincial government has
a vital role in fostering the conditions, facilities, and programs that
would strengthen the capacities of individuals and families for meeting
their own recreational needs. The provincial responsibility is also
required because of the comprehensive nature of the need of the Manitobans
and because of the provincial government's unique capacity to plan for
and obtain large-scale facilities for outdoor recreational parks.

The family, other family associations, youth serving agencies, churches,
universities, community colleges, schools, commercial enterprises, and
other institutions in Manitoba provide for many of the needed satisfactions,

but these alone without the protection of land use for recreatiomnal pur-



poses and without programs provided for all result in undesirable con-

ditions or uneven opportunities.

As public policy and support move to develop resources, facilities,
and co-ordination of the unique purposes and functions of recreation,
urgent attention must be directed to the provisions for recruitment and
education of competent manpower, research methods on recreation, organi-
zations, programs, and new approaches to multiple recreation of resource

uses.

By and large, the people of South Interlake should make use of the
instrumentality of the provincial government to develop and conserve
those resources of nature and man that make recreation a rewarding aspect
of human development and offer opportunities for putting to good use the
new leisure made possible by increasing productivity.

To this end the following recommendations are made:

Recommendation

1. That the provincial government should have a sub-branch of govern-

ment officials who would specifically be in charge of recreational

demand analysis for each current year. This sub-branch of the Depart-

ment of Recreation and Tourism should contain at least three officers
- two analysts and one secretary.

Note: The importance of the above recommendation is that, if the

job is properly done, the minister in charge of recreation and tourism
would know the facilities that have higher current demand, the location

where to put the facilities and how urgent the facility is needed. 1In

so doing, the government revenue would be more wisely spent and have

quick return for the future expansion of other facilities within and

14



outside the department, though all for the benefit of the Manitobans.
For instance, it would be worthwhile for the government to spend more
on the facilities with a very high demand than spending a huge amount
of money on facilities for less demand.

2. This research recommends that a deeper research on Manitobans and
their visitors be done on the socio-economic factors influencing
participation in outdoor activity in Manitoba.

3. This study recommends the building of a provincially financed outdoor
recreational park at the South Interlake of Manitoba as a resource
base for the area to help alleviate that community's problems.

Note: The province of Manitoba would have a deficit of 471 square
miles (or 66,440 acres) of lands for outdoor recreational parks by
1980.l The supply of that demand should be able to serve a multiple
purpose. That is, the building of more parks should be a supply for
the recreational needs as well as aid to alleviate problems in some
areas of Manitoba. Problems such as the elimination of poverty, re-
distribution of income to the needy, providing employment opportu-
nities and reclamation of land resources wherever necessary in such
areas as the South Interlake. In order for the Department of Recrea-
tion and Tourism to achieve those multiple aims with one resource base
the above recommendation should be considered.

4. The research recommends technical and resource information services
for the South Interlake communities.

Note: There should be a resource expert that should talk to the

people of the South Interlake on their problems as sociologically seen

le
See Table 1 .
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TABLE 1 . PROJECTED GROWTH OF SOME PERTINENT RECREATION FACTORS FOR MANITOBA.

16.
17.

YEARS
1970/71 1980 1990
Population of Manitoba (Total) 1,018,236 1,128,861 1,268,934
Rural Manitoba 220,143 168,518 123,507
Urban Places (0 - 10,000) 102,280 109,353 114,761
Urban Places (10,000 - 45,721 49,598 51,507
33,000)
Winnipeg 553,109 633,006 701,050
Indian Bands 30,254 40,540 58,360
Resource Region 66,729 127,856 219,754
Personal Income per capita ($) 2,903 3,347 3,892
Personal Disposable Income ($) 2,383 2,745 3,191
Consumer Price Index on Recreation & 136.6 238.2 343.8
Reading for Winnipeg
Number of Visitors to Manitoba 3,250,000 9,750,000 29,250,000
Visitors Spending in Manitoba ($) 144,000,000 720,000,000 3,600,000,000
Area of parks in use (in square miles) 4,338
Average number of people per sq. ml. 235 260 293
in park use (without visitors)
Average number of people per sq. ml. 984 2,508 7,035
in park use (with visitors)
Area of parks required (in square miles) 4,809 5,406
Area needed to be added to 1971 total 471 597

park area (in square miles)

2'(Nos. 1-7) W.R. Maki, C.F. Framingham, D.J.Sandell, Population Projections for

*

Manitoba by Region and Town Size 1971-1990, Research Bulletin No. 73-2
(University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: Department of Agricultural
Economics and Farm Management, Sept. 1973) P.8

*(Nos. 8 & 9) Hon. E. Schreyer, Manitoba Budget Address 1973. (Winnipeg, Manitoba,

Canada, March 27, 1973) Table 16.
($3,347) R.E. Grose, Manitoba to 1980, Report of the Commission on Targets for
Economic Deve lopment, (Winnipeg, Manitoba: March 1969) P.10

*(No. 10) Manitoba Bureau of Statistics, Manitoba Digest of Statistics (Winnipeg,

Manitoba, August 1973) P.50

"(Nos. 11 & 12) Hon. P. Burtniak, and 0.S. Eagleton, The Economic Impact of Tourism

(Legislative Building, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: Department of Tourism and
Recreation, 1970).

*(No. 13) D.C. Bythell, The Canadian Tourism Facts Book (Ottawa: Department of

Industry, Trade & Commerce, 1972) P.100

For numbers 14 - 17, see the calculations under Appendix 'A' - Notes and Calculations.
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10.

11.

and the importance of putting a resource base in the area.

This study recommends the use of the existing hills and valleys

at the South Interlake for recreational activities.

This study recommends the inclusion of all the facilities in this
program on the South Interlake outdoor recreational park and the
multiple use of some of the facilities for the winter activities
so as to allow all year round use of the park for this province.
The provincial govermment should exercise the regulatory powers on
the South Interlake outdoor recreational park.

The Department of Recreation and Tourism should employ a competent
professional leader to head the building of an outdoor recreational
park at the South Interlake of Manitoba.

This research recommends the employment of more local people for
the construction and maintenance of the South Interlake outdoor
recreational park.

This study recommends that the provincial government of Manitoba
should prepare a long range plan for the development of outdoor
recreational opportunities for this province.

Note: This long range plan should include land acquisition and deve-
lopment for recreational parks to meet the needs of the increasing
population, urbanization and the increasing number of visitors to
this province.

This study recommends that the government of Manitoba build more
parks apart from that of the South Interlake before 1980 or to in-
crease the outdoor recreational facilities on the provincial park

before 1980. For instance, Manitoba needs an additional 4,878

17



(5884-1006) of unserviced sites by 1980. This figure excludes the
facilities to be put on South Interlake park. As the unserviced
sites on Table 2 show an increase, so also all the other outdoor
recreational facilities on Table 2 show increase. After the
building of the South Interlake park, the additional facilities that
Manitoba needs to add to the existing parks in Manitoba, (or to put
on the additional parks it may build) are listed on Table 3, assum-
ing the facilities on Manitoba Parks are fully used between 1970

and 1975. This is sure to happen unless there is an international
disorder which prohibits foreigners use of the outdoor recrea-
tional parks in Manitoba. If no more facilities are added, and no
new park is built, there is bound to be overcrowding on the parks,
over use of the resources, less satisfaction to the recreationists,

and less economic benefit return to the government.
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TABLE 2. DEMAND PROJECTIONS FOR MANITOBA QUTDOOR RECREATIONAL FACILITIES (WITH VISITORS)

Demand Increased From

1970 to 1980 to 1970 to 1980 to 1970/71 to
YEAR 1970/71 1980 1990 1980 by 1990 by 1990 by
POPULATION 4,268,236 10,878,861 20,518,934
1. Number of Sites: (i) Unserviced 3,799 9,683 18,263 5,884 8,580 14,464
(ii)Electrical 791 2,016 3,803 1,225 1,787 3,012
(iii)Fully serviced 182 464 875 282 411 693
Total bnwww 12,163 mmuobH 7,391 10,778 mewoo
2. Comfort Facilities:
(i) Tables 4,868 12,408 23,402 7,540 10,994 18,534
(ii) Fireplaces 1,013 2,582 4,870 1,569 2,288 3,857
(iii) Kitchen Shelters 68 173 327 105 154 259
(iv) Open shelters 5 13 24 8 11 19
(v) Toilets (Flushing) 59 150 284 91 134 225
(vi) Toilets (Non-modern) 203 517 976 314 459 773
(vii) Showers 24 61 115 37 54 91
(viii) Laundry 5 13 24 8 11 19
(ix) Stores 34 87 164 53 77 130
3. Summer Homes 4,480 11,419 21,537 6,939 10,118 17,057
4, Recreational Facilities:
(i) Nature Trails 2 5 10 3 5 8
(ii) Miniature Golf 19,595 49,944 94,201 30,349 44,257 74,606
(iii) Lookout Towers 8 20 39 12 19 31
(iv) Tennis Court 3,251 8,286 15,629 5,035 7,343 12,378
(v) Golf Course 1 3 5 2 2 4
(vi) Boat ramp 51 130 245 79 115 : 194
(vii) Hiking Trails 10 26 41 16 15 31
(viii) Playgrounds 32 82 154 50 72 122
(ix) Swimming 48 122 231 74 109 183
(x) Fishing 58 148 279 90 131 221
(xi) Museum 2 5 10 3 5 8
(xii) Skiing 1 3 5 2 2 4

(xiii) Dock 38 97 183 59 86 145
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CHAPTER 2. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY

The South Interlake is a depressed area with many problems which
have been identified in this research. The best resource base to alle-
viate those problems is an outdoor recreational park which can be either -
a water oriented outdoor park or a garden of Prairie plant species.

If either of the projects is built, there are good indications of
benefits to be derived. The benefits in the long run show feasibility

and the long run impact of the investment is encouraging.

In summary, this study has presented the following:

SUMMARY :
Identification of an area in Manitoba with socio-economic and natural

resource problems, and a detailed analysis of those problems. In order

to eradicate those problems, this study has specified the following objectives:

(i) To provide information for socio-economic policy planning programs
to the provincial government of Manitoba as well as to any agency
that may be in charge of economic and community development at the
South Interlake of Manitoba.

(ii) To give information of how income redistribution can be provided to
the people of South Interlake.

(iii) To provide information on projecting employment opportunities for
the South Interlake.

(iv) To provide information for the enhancement at the South Interlake
environment.

In presenting the present situation of the South Interlake, the study
gives the detailed analysis of the following topics in the area -

(1) Land resources

(2) Water resources

(3) Human resources
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(4) Economic resources
(5) Economic performance.

In order to achieve the main objectives stated earlier with one
project, the study presents these three alternative pro-
posals:

(1)  An outdoor recreational park with artificial lakes surrounded by
other recreational facilities;

(2) A garden of indigeneous plant species of the Prairie Provinces
environment;

(3) A combination of the above alternatives.

The research focused on the first two alternatives and left the
third alternative to the decision magkers on the South Interlake develop-
ment program. It is believed that the third alternative would contain
some of the facilities in proposals one and two and the benefits from
this third alternative proposal would be from both proposals as well.

The author of this research thought that it would be wise to first
examine the use of the provincial outdoor recreational parks in Manitoba
so as to know whether it would be wise for the provincial government to
make an investment in another outdoor recreational park. In doing so the
author examines the percentage of the Manitobans, the other Canadians, and
the Americans participating in eighteen outdoor recreational activities in
Manitoba and the type and the location of the parks to which thos= parti-
cipants go for their recreation.

Moreover, in order to know why the Manitobans and their visitors
prefer the use of one facility to the other, the author has examined the

socio-economic factors of the recreationists under the following headings:

(1) Income (2) Education (3) Occupation (4) Sex (5) Age



(6) Urbanization (7) Highways (8) Mobility (9) Real Consumer ex-
penditures (10) Leisure time (11) Paid vacation (12) Place of resi-
dence and region and (13) Group composition. From the examination of
these factors, the author was able to project the future demand for re-
creational facilities in Manitoba including another important factor
which was the increase of population in Manitoba and the increase of the
tourist visitors to Manitoba in the future.

Projections from 1980 to 1990 are given under the following topics:

l. Population increase (a) in Manitoba, and
(b) in Winnipeg.

2. Population increase of the tourist visitors.

3. Area of lands needed for outdoor parks in Manitoba for 1980 and for
1990.

4. Percentage increase of people living in areas of urban Manitoba.

5. Total manhours of work for 1980 and 1990.

6. Total leisure hours from 1980 onward.

7. Family and household formation for Manitoba.

8. Total employees in Manitoba.

9. Highway constructions in Canada.

10. Real consumer expenditures per capita.

11. Personal income per capita.

12. Personal disposable income.

13. Consumer price index on recreation.

l4. Passenger cars in Manitoba.
Demands‘brojections from 1980 to 1990 are given under the following

topics:

1. Projected total Manitobans demand for outdoor recreational facilities

(in percentages).
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Projected total visitors demand for outdoor recreational facilities

in Manitoba (in percentages).

Demand for more parks in Manitoba.

Demand for more outdoor recreational facilities in Manitoba.
Additional recreational facilities needed on Manitoba parks by 1980.

From the above projections and demands for Manitoba, the author

derives the demands and projections for the outdoor recreational facili-

ties at the South Interlake of Manitoba under the following: -

l.

Demand projections for South Interlake outdoor recreational facilities.
The forecast use of South Interlake outdoor recreational park from
1980 to 1990 with
(a) Annual attendance forecast for each year
(b) Annual visitor days for each year.
The plan of the two alternative projects contain:
Introduction
Classification
Space standards
Guiding factors

Name of the park and name of the garden.

(a) The total land area of the park which is 10,240 acres.
(b) The total land area of the garden which is 4,840 acres.

(a) The total outlay of the park which is eight million dollars.
(b) The total outlay of the garden which is four million dollars.

(a) Time of constructing the park - five years before the official
opening.

(b) Time of constructing the garden before the official opening -
ten years.

The cost distribution for both projects are then made under the follow-

ing:
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10.

11.

12.

(i) Land acquisition

(ii) Development and construction
(iii) Operation and maintenance
(iv) Publicity

(v) Others.

The summary of each project was given at

the end of each plan.

The land areas are distributed according to the facilities require-

ments. This is done under item ii
Notes are also presented on each facility and calculations.

The benefits were estimated under tangible and intangibles.

- Development and construction.

The

tangible benefits of the park were larger than that of the garden, but

the intangible benefits of the garden were more than those of the park,

though it is not measurable.

The tangible benefits are:

Total tax revenue generated

Present direct taxes on the land
(i.e. before using the land for
a park)

Excess sales taxes for the govern-

ment from using the land for
project
Income redistribution effect:
The money that would sink into
the South Interlake economy in
the short run from project
Sharing of the total benefits:
Sales to the local area from
the total sales
Income to the local area
Benefits to the local area from
net benefits
Benefits to the rest of Manitoba
from the total benefits: Sales:
Benefits to the rest of Manitoba
from net benefits
Jobs to the local area
Jobs to the rest of Manitoba

Projects A1

$ 2,747,840
$ 573,987

$ 2,172,853

$ 4,320,000

$48,303,600

$ 8,070,944
$ 4,316,431

$43,919,704
$ 4,455,105

1,076
1,963

1R
$ 686,960
$ 352,047
$ 334,913

$ 2,160,000

$18,107,200

$ 2,995,472
$ 1,118,216

$16,273,272
$ 2,169,768

443
729



Benefits from the construction of the projects.

Projects

Total sales generated
Total jobs generated
Total income generated

Total Benefits at the end of 20th year.

Projects

Sales

Income

Net Income (Benefit-Cost)

Estimated recreationists spending

Jobs generated

Total number of employment oppor-
tunities from construction and
recreationists spending

TAT
$21,836,224
952
$ 3,475,536

AL
$92,823,304
$16,771,536
s 8,771,536
$13,296,000

2,087

3,039

1Y

$10,918,112
476

$ 1,737,768

1R!?
$34,380,475
$ 6,169,768
$ 2,169,768
S 4,432,000
696

1,172
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The recommendatipns given are meant to improve the policy of the
decision makers on the South Interlake outdoor recreational park. The
chief part of the recommendation is that the provincial government of
Manitoba should build an outdoor recreational park at the South Inter-

lake to alleviate the problem of low income and unemployment in the area.



CHAPTER 3.

SOUTH INTERLAKE OF MANITOBA.
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INTRODUCTION

Derelict land is land that has one way or the other been used for
economic production purposes but is later abandoned owing to economic or
social éhanges within the generation. Good examples of such lands are the
old quarries and gravel pits on Vancouver Island, and in the South Inter-
lake of Manitoba. The derelict land at Vancouver Island was recovered by
Mr. and Mrs. Butcher, but the derelict land at the South Interlake of
Manitoba has not been reclaimed.

Land as a natural resource should be used for several reasons -

(1) When land is abandoned and unused, it does not form part of productive
natural resources anymore and incomes and employment may suffer. It
is when land is productive that it can be called a natural resource in
the sense of a productive economic resource.

(2) A land is a static resource whereas if the human beings living on it
multiply at an accelerating rate the land would become a relatively
scarce resource. For these and other reasons, land should be conserved

for the present generation and reserved for the future generations.

The purposes of this research are:

(1) to identify the problems of the area;

(2) calculate the benefits to be derived from the resort. Then state the
benefits to be derived by the South Inter lake community as well as the
benefits to be derived in the rest of Manitoba from the same economic
base.

(3) to propose reclamation of the derelict lands at the South Interlake of
Manitoba using a park resort, and

(4) to plan the park resort.
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Multi-Municipal Regions of Manitoba.
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FIGURE 2.

Map of the Interlake of Manitoba
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Division No. 15

Division No. 1 Division No. 8
1. De Soloberry 1. Daly L Minitonas
2, Franklin 2. Glenwood 2. Mountain! -
3. Hanover 3. Pipestone 3. Park!
4. La Broquerie 4. Sifton 4. Swan River
5. Ritchot 5. Walloce 5. Unorgonized ~ Non municipalisé
6. Ste. Anne 6. Whitehead
7. Tache 7. Woodworth Division No. 16
1. Alexander!
Division No. 2 Division No. 9 2. Churchill?
) 1. Rock d 3. Consol (Carrot Valley and other
1. Dufferin 2’ Roc woo parts 5.D.)
2. Montcalm 3' Sos;cr’ s Xavi 4. Consol {Cold Loke S.D.)
3. Morris 4' WL d;ongms avier 5. Consol (Cormorant Leke S.D.)
4. Rhinelond - Moodiands 6. Consol (Cranberry Portoge $.D.)
5. Roland 7. Consol {D.R. Hamilton 5.D.)
6. Stanley Division No. 10 8. Consol (Herb Lake 5.D.)
7. Thompson 1. Clanwilliam 9. Consol (Moose Loke S.D.)
2. Lonaford 10. Consol (Norwgy Ht?use S.D.)
3' Lcngdowne 11. Consol (Pikwitonei S.D.)
Division No. 3 4: McCrear 12. Consol {Thicket Portage S.D.)
1. Argyle 5 Minre 13. Consol (Waobowden 5.D.)
2: Lorme 6. Odanah 14. Cpnsol (Wanless S.D.)
3. Louise 7. Rosedale }2 glllo;np id
4. Pembina 8. Westbourne 17 oean Lonn °
5. Riverside 18, MZS:roicr’:‘e
g ?f?:lt;lnconc Division No. 11 19. Mystery Lake
8. Turtle Mountain 1. Blonshard %(]) Snow Lgke icinaliss
2. Horrison . Unorgonized —Non municipalisé
3. Park! L
Division No. 4 4. Rossburn Division No. 17
1. Albert 5. Sask atchewan 1. Dauphin
2' Arth 6. Shoal L oke 2. Gilbert Plains
- Arthur 7. Strathclair 3. Grondview
3. Brenda A . .
4. Cameron 8. Riding Mountain Not. Park 4. Ochre River
5. Edward 5. Ste. Rose
6. Morton Division No. 12 R
7. Whitewater A Division No. 18
8. Winchester 2' Brrfns?rong 1. Alonso
s prtrost 2. Ethelbert
3. Coldwell 3' Gi - I
Divisi 4. Eriksdale L gnelie
ivision No. 5 5 Fisl 4, Lokeview
T nishEr 5. Lawrence
1. Brokenhead 6. Gimli 5. 1 Ri
2. St. Andrews 7. Grahamdale 7' Hosseyl Tver
3. St. Clements 8. St. Laurent - Mountain
4. Springfield 9. Siglunes i Division No. 19
10. Unorganized — Non municipalisé 1. Alexonder!
Division No. 6 2. Alexender (Bad Throat S.D.)?
1. Cartier Division No. 13 Z :5?:032 Bonnet
2. Grey 1. Archie 5. Piney
3. Macdonald 2. Birtle 6. Reynolds
4. Portage la Prairie 3. Ellice 7. Stuartburn
4. Homiotao 8. Victorio Beach
5. Miniota 9. ¥Whitemouth
Division No. 7 6. Russell 10. Unorganized ~Non municipalisé
1. ¢ i 7. Silver Creek
. Cornwallis B
2. Cypress, Morth Division No. 20
3. Cypress, South Lo 1. Charleswood
4. Elton Division No. 14 2. Fort Garry
5. Norfolk, North 1. Boulton 3. Kildonan, Narih
6. Norfolk, South 2. Hillsburg 4. Ofd Kildonan
7. Oakland 3. Shellmouth 5. St. Poul, East
8. Victoria 4. Shell River 6. St. Paul, West g.
' Port of municipality. — Pactie de municipalité.
? Not shown on reference map. — Non indiquée sur la carte de référcnce.

9’Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, '"Maps of Counties and Sub-

divisions, Metropolitan and major urban areas'.

Catalogue 92-616, Vol. 1, Page C-16.

Population (Ottawa,

1968)



THE STUDY AREA

The study area of this research is the Census Division 9. (See
Figure 1 - Multi-Municipal Regions of Manitoba). Under the
"Fund For Rural Economic Development Program! the area is known as South
Interlake. (See Figure 2 - Map of the Interlake of Manitoba).

This area includes Stonewall, Warren, Rosser, Grosse-Isle, St. Francois-
Xavier, Teulon, part of Rockwood and part of Woodlands. (See Figure 3 -
Manitoba Subdivisions.) The land area of Division 9 is approximately

730,880 acres. The center of this study area is about twenty-four miles

from Winnipeg.lo

GEOLOGICAL - HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF DIVISION 9.

Geological structure, through time, determines the economic and social
activities on any piece of land. For instance, a piece of land occupied
by hard and large rocks cannot be used for a vegetable garden, neither can
a road be constructed across a high mountain of rock. If these assumptions
are correct, then it may be appropriate to see how geological structure
influences the land use and economic activities at the South Interlake of

Manitoba.

Division 9, as is defined above, has Silurian geological formation. This

area is between the Municipality of Winnipeg, Lake Winnipeg and Lake

10
Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, Agriculture (Ottawa ,

1973), catalogue 96-708, Vol. 1, page 31.



area (i.e, gat Stonewall), About seven miles away from Stonewgll towards the
penitentiary are deposits of fine sands ang gravel. These fine sands and
gravel depositg induce the 8ravel pit activities in many areas of the South
Interlake. 4 third activity in the area is agriculture, This aspect wil}

not be dealt with in thig paper.

THE PROBLEMS OF THE STUDY AREA

(2) The South Interlake ig designated as , depressed area in Manitoba,
(3) Stonewall and its Surrounding towns are known as dying settlements
(4) There are some abandoned and unused lands a5 a result of the quarries
(5) There is no water or adequate Sewage supply at the South Interlake

(6) There is a watertable which is about fifty feet deep in the area.

OBJECTIVES OFf THIS STuDY
= fiio STUDY

(1) To provide information op Projection of emp loyment Opportunities at



the quality, quantity and variety of recreational facilities to attract
and hold the tourists and revenue in the province.

(2) To give information on how income redistribution can affect the people
of this identified community.

(3) To provide information for socio-economic policy planning programs to
the provincial govermment as well as to any agency in charge of econo-
mic and community development for the South Interlake.

(4) To enhance the South Interlake environment through the provision of a

recreational park.

METHODOLOGY:

This research proposes to use cost and benefit method for predicting
the benefits that might be derived from two alternative projects to be built
at the South Interlake of Manitoba. The assumptions to use for predicting
the benefits to be generated by each of the alternative outdoor recreational
park, would be based on the Craven's model12 and Framingham'sl3 model, as
applicable to cost and benefit analysis.

How the datas from Craven's model and Framingham's model applicable to
this research would be dealt with in detail from chapter eight of this study.
The prediction of the benefits from the alternative park projects to

be proposed by this research would be based on some factors. These factors

include:

(1) The available resources of the study area.

(2) The past participation and interest of the Manitobans and their visitors
in outdoor recreation in Manitoba.

(3) The socio-economic factors of the recreationists in relation to outdoor
parks in Manitoba.

(4) Projections for outdoor park resources in Manitoba and the forecast use



of the South Interlake outdoor recreational park.
(5) Planning of two alternative outdoor recreational park projects for

the South Interlake of Manitoba.

It is after the examination of these factors that the benefits on the

two alternative projects will be predicted.

THE PRESENT SITUATION OF THE AREA.

Land Resources:

Out of the whole land area of South Interlake 613,773 acres are used
for farming. While 303,166 acres of the farmland areas are used for crops,
32,886 acres are used for pasture, and the remaining parts of the lands are
used for other activities. The unimproved areas occupy 199,555 acres of
the land area.14

The term unimproved here means the area covered by quarries, gravel

pits, unimproved pasture areas and woodland areas.

ll.1settlement! and 'Community' are used synonymously with 'Area'! in this
research.

12.5, Craven, C.F. Framingham, and R.E. Capel. A model for the analysis
of the demand for and socio-economic impacts of recreation in Manitoba
(Winnipeg, Manitoba: The University of Manitoba, Department of Agri-
cultural economics and Farm Management, 1974).

13.¢.F. Framingham, J.A. MacMillan and Paul E. Nickel, Guidelines for Com-
munity Planning (Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: The University of Manitoba,
Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, February 1973).

14.1971 Census of Canada, Catalogue 96-708, Vol. 1V Part 3, Ottawa: March
1973, pages 30-31.



Water Resources:

South Interlake is between Lake Winnipeg and Lake Manitoba. See
Figure 2 - Map of the Interlake of Manitoba. This map shows the proximity
of South Interlake to both lakes. Lake Manitoba, which is nearer to South

Interlake, is a good resource for any water oriented project that may take

place at South Interlake of Manitoba.

Human Resources:

There were 11,832 people living at the South Interlake in 1961. This
figure decreased to 11,752 in 1966.15 In 1971, the population of the area
was 8,467 people. This means that South Interlake had a decrease of .7 per
cent between 1961 and 1966, whereas it had about 27 per cent decrease between
1966 and 1971, which was a period of five years. On the whole, this area
had about 28.5 per cent decrease of population in ten years. The decreas-
ing percentage of this area can be attributed to two causes - death or
migration. The latter cause can be associated with lack of employment op-
portunities. It was also noticed that while Rosser's population decreased
from 1,220 in 1966 to 66 people in 1971, Stonewall's, which was a part of
Rockwood municipality, population increased from 1,577 people in 1966 to
1,583 people in 1971.1°

In 1966, the total labour force of South Interlake was 3,321 with agri-

culture having the highest employment by that time. Second to agriculture

18

was trades.l7 In 1971, the labour force of South Interlake was 4,700 out

of which 4,510 was employedlg, 190 people were unemployedzo, and 3,495 were

not in the labour forcezlgzz%or more informationamthe detailed statistic

figures on South Interlake labour force by industrial division, see Table 4.

3/



15-pominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, Population (Ottawa, 1968)
p. 9-50.

16.Manitoba, Canada Vacation Handbook, 1973, Pages 17-19.

(1)
17 Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, Population (Ottawa:

1967) P. 42.

(i1)

C.F. Framingham, J.A. MacMillan & D.J. Sandell, The Inter lake Fact
(Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada: Hignell Ltd., 1970).

8.
1 Labour force - In the 1971 Census, this refers to non-inmates 15 years and

over, who, in the week prior to enumeration, worked for pay or profit,
helped in unpaid family work, looked for work, were on temporary lay-off,
or had jobs from which they were temporarily absent because of illness,
vacation, strike, etc. Persons doing housework in their own home or
volunteer work only, are excluded from the labour force. Also excluded
are female farm workers who indicated that they helped without pay in a
family farm or business for less than 20 hours.

9'Employed labour force - Refers to all non-inmates 15 years and over who,
during the week prior to enumeration, worked for pay or profit or in un-
paid family work. It also includes persons who had a job from which they
were temporarily absent because of illness, vacationm, strike, etc. (pro-
vided they were not also looking for work).

‘Unemployed labour force - The unemployed consists of all non-inmates, 15
years and over who, during the week prior to enumeration, were not working
but were looking for work, were on temporary lay-off, or would have been
looking for work except that they were temporarily i1l or believed no suit-
able work was available in the community.

Unemployed without experience - Refers to those persons in the unemployed
labour force who last worked prior to January 1, 1970 or who never worked.

21. :
Not in the labour force - Refers to all persons 15 years and over not

classified as members of the labour force. Most persons in this category
are students, housewives, retired workers, seasonal workers in an noffn
season who are not looking for work, and persons who cannot work because
of long-term physical or mental illness or disability, including inmates
of institutions.

22-Statistics Canada, 1971 Census of Canada, ''Labour force activity", (Ottawa:
Ministry of Industry, Trade and Commerce, February 1971) P. 2.

Jo



As it can be seen from Table 4, Stonewall had a total labour force
of 510 in 1966 out of which only 28 were employed in agriculture, whereas
Rosser had about 50 per cent of its labour force in agriculture. Forestry
had only one employee which means that the whole area was almost baren.

It would be difficult to maintain resource production given these conditions.

The total enrolment in all schools of the area in 1972 was 923.23

The schools were located at Rosser, St. Francois-Xavier, Grosse-Isle and
Stonewall. There is no technical or vocational school in the area. When
the students complete the highest grade in the area, they either go to
Winnipeg for further education or take up employment in the area. Unfor-
tunately, the employment situation in the area is not impressive. However,

these are some of the factors contributing to the problems of the area.

Economic Resources:

The economic conditions of South Interlake in 1966 were not as good as
in 1961.

Table 5 shows that in 1961, the total sales of all the stores in the
community were about 6.356 millions of dollars. In 1966, the total sales
decreased by 6.200 millions of dollars. Moreover, the total sales from all
groceries was 1,473 thousand dollars in 1966 whereas it was 1,955 thousands
in 1961. The sales from hardware was about 280 thousand dollars in 1966
whereas it was over 411 thousand dollars in 1961. This shows that the eco-

nomic conditions of South Interlake were deteriorating instead of improving.

3. . .
Manitoba Community Recreation Branch, 189 Evanson Street, Winnipeg, Manitoba.
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Average wage earnings in %961 were also poor. The average wage earn-
ings reported in 1961 range from $2,051. to $2,762. per annum. The
average earnings were not the same in that community. For instance, while
the average earnings at Woodlands area were $2,051l. per annum, they were
$2,421. in the Rockwood area, and $2,762. at Rosser. Such differences in
average wage earnings within a community can be a source of conflict. Most
of the workers in that area at that time earned less than $3,000. per armum.26
People who earn below $3,000. per annum in Canada are designated as impover-

ished people.27 Some workers at South Interlake earned less than $3,000.,

hence the area was designated as a poor community.

Females are little employed in the area. In 1961, while 492 males were
wage earners at Rockwood area, only 132 females were wage earners. In
Woodlands area, 286 males were wage earners and only 66 females were wage
earners. In the self employed jobs, while there were 663 males that were
self employed, in the Rockwood area, only 37 females were self employed.

The condition of Rosser was worse with 226 males and 3 females that were self
employed.26 In the 1971 unemployment rate for the South Interlake of Manitoba,

the total unemployment rate was 4 per cent. The male unemployment rate was

3.9 percent while that of the female was 4.3 percent.28 The sex inequality
would not persist if there were enough jobs for this community. For more
information on the complete picture of the South Interlake wage earnings and

labour force by occupation, see Tables 6 and 7 of this research.

26.
Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, Trade (Ottawa, 1961) PP.48-58.

27.
! lan Adams, The poverty wall (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart Ltd., 1970) P.16.

28. .
Statistics Canada, 1971 Census of Canada, ''Labour force activity', (Ottawa:

Ministry of Industry, Trade and Commerce, February 1974) P. 13.
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TABLE 4. SOUTH

INTERLAKE LABOUR FORCE BY INDUSTRIAL DIVISION

Rural

: Municip.

\ and Fishing Mines Manu- Cons- Transp. Finance Admin-

_ Local Labor Agri- Forest- & & factur- truct- & & istra- Not
Govt. Force culture ry Trapping Quarries ing ion Comm. Trades Ins. Services tion Stats
Rockwood 1429 853 - - - 13 63 72 73 122 9 110 91 23
Rosser 611 311 1 - 2 57 37 63 56 8 50 21 5
Woodlands 771 502 - - 2 19 34 57 59 6 67 14 11
Stonewall 510 28 - - 2 54 49 66 139 i3 104 42 16

| TOTAL 3321 1694 1 - 19 193 192 259 367 42 331 168 55

v

TABLE 3 SOUTH INTERLAKE RETAIL TRADE BY KIND OF BUSINESS GROUP AND NO. OF STORES & SALES BY TYPE OF STORE ANI
Hard-
| ware
| Total Apparel & Other
All Food General Auto- & Home Retail Whole-
Stores Grocery Merch. motive Access. Furn. Stores Retail Services sale
Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales
No. ($8000) No. (S000) No. ($000) No. ($000) No. ($000) No. (S000) No. ($000) No. (8000) No. ($000) No. ($000) ]
15966
All 4
Division 83 6200.1 23 1473.0 15 1278.7 30 2797.0 4 97.6 6 280.4 5 273.4 81 6356.4 NA NA 30 4214.3
9
Stonewall 22 2213.0 5 604.9 1 - 6 1093.4 3 - 4 - 3 -
Remainder 61 3987.1 18 868.1 14 - 24 1703.6 1 - 2 - 2 -
1961
ALl )
Division 81 6356.4 28 1955.2 13 875.4 27 2834.6 1 - 7 411.6 5 -

b X4

\

oy T
Domin+i X\ Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada, Trade (Ottawa:

1961) P. 42.



TABLE 6.

1961 SOUTH INTERLAKE LABOUR FORCE

BY OCCUPATION.

‘ural
‘unicip. Serv. Farmers Fisher- Mines
nd Transp. & men &
ocal 1961 All  Mana- Cler- Recre~ & Farm- & Quarry- Crafts- Profess-
Sovt. Pop. Occup. gerial ical Sales ation Comm. Workers Loggers Trappers Men men Labourers ional
Rockwood 4340 1429 53 48 26 102 37 843 - - 15 148 42 73
Rosser 1751 611 17 42 11 31 48 306 1 - - 108 17 26
Joodlands 2346 771 22 25 11 23 38 500 - - 1 82 14 40
tonewall 1420 510 62 58 43 64 39 25 - - 4 105 39 54
TABLE 7. 1961 SOUTH INTERLAKE WAGE EARNERS & EARNINGS.
Pop. Total Wage Earners Self Employed Unpaid Farm Workers Wage Earners by Earnings (reported)
Total over Labor Fe- Fe - Fe- Under $3,000 $6,000 Over  Average
% 15 TForce Total Male male Total Male male Total Male male $3,000 $5,999 $9,999 $10,000 earnings
Rockwood Total 2821 1429 624 492 132 700 663 37 105 78 27 328 236 7 L 2421
% 43,7 34.3 9.3  49.0 46.3 2.7 7.3 5.5 1.8 57.3 41.3 1.2 .2
Rosser Total 1097 611 354 275 79 229 226 3 28 13 15 195 126 3 - 2762
% 57.9 45.0 12.9 37.5 36.9 .5 4.6 2.1 2.5 0.2  38.9 .9 -
Woodlands Total 1491 771 352 286 66 374 363 11 45 23 22 203 92 4 - 2051
% 45.7 37.1 8.6 48.5 47.1 1.4 5.8 3.0 2.8 67.9 30.8 1.3 -
Stonewall Total 995 510 430 303 127 78 68 10 2 1 1 222 169 18 2 2731
% 84.3 59.4 24.9 15.3 13.3 2.0 4 .2 .2 54.0 41,1 4.4 .5
29

‘Dominion Bureau of Statistics,

Census of Canada, Trade (Ottawa: 1961) PP. 48 and 58.
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RECREATION FACILITIES

As was stressed earlier and as can be seen through the popu-

lation fluctuations of the area, most of the settlements of South Inter-

lake are declining in settlements. There are few outdoor recreation

facilities in the area. Where there are facilities, they are mainly
attached to the schools. The few places where the statistics are avail-

able include:

(a) Stonewall with one swimming pool known as Kinsmen Lake, one arena,
and one fair ground. Other facilities such as fields for soccer
and baseball, and tennis courts are attached to the school.

(b) Warren has one hockey rink, one arena and one curling club. Other

facilities such as halls and fields are attached to the school.30

All these facts boil down to the fact that the Provincial Government
must do something to meet the objectives stated earlier in this paper in
order to improve the economic, social and recreational conditions of the

people of South Interlake of Manitoba.

There are three alternatives open to the Provincial Government to
improve this area: one is to build a big park with an artificial lake.
Another alternative is to have a big garden of indigeneous plant species
of the prairie environmental area. Such species would include trees, shrubs,
sedges, rushes, and flowers - all of prairie origin. The third alternative

is a combination of the above two suggested projects.

This would not be done in a vacuum, it has to involve a big capital

investment. Such a public capital investment entails provincial and local

30

‘Manitoba Community Recreation Branch, 189 Evanson Street, Winnipeg,
Manitoba.



government policies. 1In order for a govermment to execute a good policy,
it would need a guide such as the estimated costs and benefits that

could be derived from a project. For these reasons, this research is
going to present the estimated costs and benefits for the first two

alternative projects suggested below.

These projects as previously mentioned are:

(1) An outdoor recreational park with artificial lakes surrounded by
other recreational facilities such as a golf course and nature
trails.

(2) A garden of indigeneous plant species of the Prairie Provinces
environment.

(3) A combination of the above alternatives.

By and large, provincial outdoor recreational park projects, as it
applies to this study, requires a huge investment of economic resources
such as money, land, water, and manpower. In order to make a useful
investment of such resources for a provincial project such as an outdoor
recreational park, some issues should be properly examined. Such issues
~include the participation rate of the population of the province coupled
with the participation rate of the visitors. Therefore, the next chapter
of this study will examine the participation rate of Manitoban and tourist
visitors to Manitoba in outdoor recreational parks within the province of

Manitoba.
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CHAPTER 4. PARTICIPATION AND INTEREST OF

MANITOBANS AND VISITORS TO

MANITOBA IN OUTDOOR RECREATION



INTRODUCTION:

In order to plan for the future recreational needs in Manitoba, it
would be necessary for this study to examine (1) how Manitobans use the
present outdoor recreational parks in this province, and (2) the socio-
economic factors that influence the Manitobans in using the outdoor re-
creational parks within their province. The examination of these two
important factors would then point out whether it is necessary Or un-
necessary for the province of Manitoba to have an additional provincial
park at this period in this decade, assuming other factors such as the

problems relating to South Interlake are constant.

PARTICIPATION AND INTEREST:

Tables 8 and 10 present the percentage of the Manitobans and
other Canadians participating in eighteen outdoor recreational activities
in 1967 and 1972. The percentages shown on Table 8 are based on the
population of Manitobans and other Canadians participating in different
activities in that year. At the top are activities: --- driving for
pleasure, picnicking, sightseeing, visiting historical sites and walking
for pleasure. These activities take minimal preparation, skill, or

exertion. On the national level, the same activities top the list.

It should be stressed that this table does not provide any measure
of the degree of interest of individual recreationists in various out-
door recreation activities, but to some extent it represents an ordering
of the relative ease with which many people engage in different activities.

It is possible, for example, that persons who engage in such sports as



skiing and horseback riding, though fewer in number according to the
percentage on the table, are more avidly involved in these activities
than the much more numerous individuals who go driving and picnicking.

A person does not participate in an activity that takes skill, train-
ing, preparation, money, and effort unless he has a considerable interest
in it. The acquisition of skill and training, the investment in time

and money, the purchase of equipment, and the reinforcement which comes
from a series of satisfying experiences are likely to strengthen the

commitment to the activity.

In order to make a justifiable conclusion, it would be necessary

(1) to assume that there was no significant change in the distribution of

interests among Manitobans in outdoor recreational activities bet-
ween 1967 and 1972 as was shown by the percentage of interests
shown on Tables 8 and 10 and (2) to compare participation in out-

door recreation activities of 1972 with another year. Tables 9 , 10,

11 , and 12 are very good for this purpose for they show the parti-
cipation percentage for 1967 and 1972, with figures and percentage change.
Tables 10 and 12 show the percentage of Manitobans and Canadians
aged eighteen and above participating in selected recreation activities
for 1967 and 1972. The tables point to driving for pleasure, picnicking,
and walking for pleasure to be the top of all the activities for those
years. Table 8 presents the percent of population aged ten years and above,
whereas Tables 10 and 12 present the population eighteen years of age
and above. From these, one can conclude that there is a greater demand

by adults in those three activities than for winter sport facilities.



TABLE 8. MANITOSBA _ANL CANADA

PERCENTAGH

OI' CAMADIANS

AND MANITOBALIL

PARVLCIPATING IN SELECTED PECREATIONAL

A

Percent of Pojulation Partigipating

AGED 10+

IVITIES

1972

Activity Manitoba Canada
Tent Camping 24.5 23.8
Trarler Camping 12.5 11.5
Pickun Truck Camping 5.4 3.6
Hunt ing 12.3 12.8
Power Roating 28.3 26.72
Canoeliag 16.5 13.1
3ailing 3.0 5.1
Visiting liistoric SitLes 47.7 37.4
Deaiving for Pleasure 67.7 64.5
Sightseeing from Private Vehicle 50.9 38.4
Snow Skiing 8.5 9.7
Snowmobiling - 20.0 23.9
Picnickinyg 63.5 58.3
Walling-Hiking for Pleasure —47.0 46.3
Ice Skating 30.4 34.0
Horseback Riding _16.2 14.9
Bicycling _-38.6 35.8
'
gishing 40.1 36,2

31

31 ‘Neil Nix on, Participation of Manitobans in Outdoor Recreation Activities

1972 (Winnipeg, Manitoba: Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural
Affairs, Research and Planning, May 1973) P.

10



4y

TABLE 9. MANLIOMA

ESTIMATED NUMBERS OF PARTICIPANTS AGLD 18+ IN SELLCTED

RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES~- 1967 AND 1972

Percentage Change

Activity 1967 1972 in Participants
Tent Camwmpling - 66,300 115,600 + 74.3
Trailer Camping 42,200 77,000 + H2.5 )
luntlng 72,400 83,500 + 15.3
Fishing 126,600 244,000 +102.3
Power Boating 90,500 141,000 + 55.8
Canoelingy 18,100 57,800 +219.3
Visiting listoric Sitoes 72,400 263,200 F265.0
Driving for Pleasure 289,500 443,000 4 53.0
Snow Skiing 12,100 44,900 +271.1
snownob i ling 48,300 109,200 +126.1
Picniciiing 223,200 379,000 + 69.8
Walking-iliking for

I’leasure 114,000 256,800 +124.1
Pickup Truck Camping 12,100 32,100 +165.3
Sailing 12,100 25,700 +112.4
lce Skating 72,400 141,300 + 95,2
llorseback Riding 12,100 51,400 +324.8
Bicycling ' 42,200 166,900 +295.5

32.1pid. P.16

TARBLE 10, MANITOBMA
PERCENTAGE OF MANITOBA POPULATICN AGED 18+ PARTICIPATING IN

SELECTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1967 AND 1972

Activity 1967 (1969%) 1972
Tent Camping 11% 18%
traller Camping 7 12
ihanting 12 13
Fishing 20 38
Power Boating 15 22

3 9

(Canoe indg



Walkiany-tliking for

Pleasure ' 114,600 256,800 +124.1
Pickup Truck Camping 12,100 32,100 +165.3
Sailing 12,100 25,700 +112.4
lce Skating 72,400 141,300 + 06,2
llorseback Riding 12,100 51,400 +324.8
Bicycling 2,200 166,900 +295.5

32.1pid. P.16

TABLE 10. MANTITOBA

PERCENTAGE OF MANITOBA POPULATICON AGED 18+ PARTICIPATING TN

SELECTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1967 AND 1972

Activity 1967 (1969%) 1972
tent. Camping 11%‘ 18%
Yrailer Camping 7 12
ihanting . 12 13
Fishing 20 38
bPower Boating 15 22
Canoeing 3 9
“jmiling Historic Sites ' 12 41
uriving for Pleasure 42 (€35;
Sriow Ghiing -7 2 7
Snowanobiling i 8 17
Picnicking 37 59
Walkiog-lliking fox Plensure 10* 40
Camping with pickup Camper® a2 5
sailuing? 2% 4
{co Skaling* 12% z2
ltorunback Riding? - 2 8
7 26

Bicycling®

33— T T T T T —

«ThiAd D15
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Ibid.

LSTIMATED NUMBERS OF PARTICIPANTS

SELECTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES- 1967 AND 1972

ey

Rk A S VIV VRN

AGED 18+

I

Percentage Change

Activity 1967 1972 in Participants
Tent Camping 1,724,200 2,635,800 + 52.8
Trailer Camping 862,100 1,387,200 + 60.9
Hunting 1,724,200 1,526,000 - 11.5
Fishing 3,325,300 4,300,500 + 29.3
Power Boating 1,847,400 3,190,700 + 72.7
Canoeing 615,800 1,387,200 +125.3
Visiting Historie Sites 1,970,500 4,994,100 +153.4
Drivirg for Pileasure 6,404,200 9,0t7,100 F40.8
sncw skiing 738,300 971,100 + 31.4
Snowmobiling 862,100 2,497,000 +189.6
Frenicking 5,172,600 7,491,100 + 44.8
Walking-lliking for

Pleasure 4,556,814 5,410,300 + 18.7
Pickup Truck Camping 246,315 554,900 +125.3
Saliliny 369,500 593,000 + 87.7
Tce Skating 2,340,000 2,774,500 + 18,6
Horseback Riding Y85, 300 1,109,800 + 12,06
Bicycling 1,601,000 2,635,800 + 01.6

P.18

TABLE 12. cANADA
PERCENTAGE OF CANADIAN POPULATION AGED 18+ PARIUICIPATING
IN SELECTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1967 AND 1972
Activity 1967 (1969%) 72
Tent Camping 14 19%
Trailer Camping 7 10
Hunting 14 11
Fishing 27 31
Power Boating 15 23
5 10

. Canoeing

Vieitrdinma 1 mbnl n 2L oo



ol YA
Salling 369,500 593,600 + 87.7

o Glkati ; ‘

Ice Skating 2,340,000 2,774,500 + 18.6
florseback Riding 985, 300 1,109,800 + 12,0
Bicycling 1,601,000 2,635,800 + 4.6

34
Ibid. P.18

TABLE 12. CANADA

LLERCENTAGE OF CANADIAN POPULATION ACED 18+ PARPICIPATING

IN SELLCTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1967 AND 1972

Activity 1967 (1969%) 1972
Tent Camping ) 14% 19%
Trailer Camping 7 10
Hunting ’ 14 11
Fishing 27 31
Power Boating 15 23
. Canoeing s 10
isiting liistoric Sites 16 36
Driving for Plcasure g2 G5
snow Skilng i 6 7
Snoviobiling 7 ie
Picnicking 42 sS4
valking-Hiking for Pleasure 37* 39
Pickup Truck Camping 2% 4
Sailing 3 5
Ice Skating Jo* 20
Horseback Riding B* g
313% 19

Bicycling

35 *Ibid. P.17



The most useful part of Tables 9 and 1l is the percentage change in
participants among the Manitobans and the Canadians between 1967 and 1972.
In Table 9, the percentage change among the Manitobans was very high in
horseback riding, bicycling, snow skiing, visiting historical sites and
canoeing. Whereas in Table 11, the percentage change on the national
level between 1967 and 1972 was great in snowmobiling, visiting historical
sites, canoeing, sailing and boating. On both sides, visiting historical
sites and canoeing are important. When it comes to the frequency of par-
ticipation in selected activities among the Manitobans as presented in
Table 13, driving for pleasure still comes first among the activities,
especially under the percentage of population participating more than ten
times. That is, more than 38 percent of the recreationists drove for
pleasure within their short period of staying or going to the park. The
more they go to the park, the more they drive for pleasure instead of
taking part in other activities. Other activities that top the list of
frequency of participation by the recreationists are sightseeing, picnick-

ing, walking for pleasure and bicycling. Bicycling, on the other hand, 1is

an activity for sightseeing and pleasure riding.

The importance of these comparisons and illustrations is that in
considering facilities for the South Interlake of Manitoba outdoor recrea-
tional park, the facilities for these activities - driving for pleasure,
picnicking, sightseeing, visiting historical sites, horseback riding,
bicycling and water oriented activities, would be given priority because
they obviously have greater demand than other recreational activities in

the province of Manitoba.

One way of throwing light on the potential need for outdoor recrea-

tional facilities is to examine the satisfaction people derive from their

51
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present degree of participation and the extent to which they would like to
increase these activities in the future. Table 13 - Frequency of participation
in selected activities among Manitobans aged ten plus in 1972, shows the satis-
faction and the degree to which the Manitobans prefer one activity to the )
other. Under the percentage of population participating or who wish to parti-
cipate in one activity more than ten times,36 thirty eight percent of Manitobans
favour driving for pleasure while about twenty seven percent favour bicycling,
twenty percent favour sightseeing and the rest are all below twenty percent.
Thus, there seems to be a significant potential for additional recreation
activity that is not completely gratified in Manitoba. For example, see Tables
14 and 15 for the activities that had adequate and inadequate facility supply
to the parks in Manitoba in 1972.

In order to be able to predict fairly accurately the facilities having
more demand than another, it is necessary to see how adequate the present
outdoor recreational facilities are in Manitoba. In this way, one can see the
facilities that are adequate and do not need to be increased assuming there 1is
no increase or change in preference in socio-economic factors influencing the
use of recreational facilities. Those socio-economic factors that one may
assume constant here are - population, income, mobility, urban growth, urban
distress and technology. In the same manner, one can see which facilities are
in short supply and need to be increased. Table 14 presents population per-
ception of the adequacy of facilities for eighteen outdoor recreation activi-
ties in Manitoba and Canada for 1972. The other assumption to bear in mind
before using this table is that what happens in the 1972 survey represents

the general picture of the outdoor recreation facilities in Manitoba, at least

up to that year.

36'more than ten times: That is, the activity that many people prefer to do
always without boredom.



TABLE 13, MANITOBA
FREQUENCY OF PARTICIPATION IN SELECTED ACTIVITILES
AMONG MANITOBANS AGED 10+ i 1972

Percent 0f Population Participating

More 'Than

sotivity Total 1-5 Times 6-10 Times 10 Times Not Stated
Tent Camping 24.5 19.9 1.6 2.2 0.7
Trailer Camping 12.5 4.2 2.6 4.9 0.8
Pickup ‘U'ruck

Casping 5.4 3.5 1.4 0.4 -
anting 12.3 9.0 0.3 2. 4
Power Boating 28.3 14.7 3.0 9.8 0.8
Canoelng 16.5 11.6 2.6 . -
Saioing 3.0 2.2 0.7 - -
Viniting flistoric

Sites 47.7 35.2 4.8 7.1 0.6
Lriviy for

Picasure 67.7 12.3 10.8 38.2 6.4
Sicthiseeing from

Privale Vehicle 50.9 17.8 8.1 7 20.3 4.7
snow LHYiing L 8.5 5.0 3.5 - -
snowiobiling 2N.0 P 2.9 9.3 1.2
Picnicking 3.5 38.2 13.5 8.3 3.8
Walking-iitking '

for Pleuasure” 47.0 17.3 11.4 16.4 1.8
Tce Skatang 30.4 12.5 4.2 13.2 0.5
norsebeck Riding 16.2 9.0 2.0 2.8 1.3
Bicycling 38.5 11.2 3.2 20.6 3.6
P isnlng 40.1 21.2 6.0 11.7 1.2

37. . .
Neil Nixon, Participation of Manitobans in Outdoor Recreation Activities 1972

(Winnipeg, Manitoba: Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs,
Research and Planning, May 1973) P.13.
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TABLE 14, DANLT I Al CANAUY

POPULATIONS PERCEPTION OF YH ADLQUACY O FACILITILES

FOR SELECTED RECHEATLIONAL ACTTIVITILS, 1972

Manlloba-ierconl Thdicaling Conuda- PPercend. todicaling
Vuery Reagonap iy Mol Very o Viery Regsonanly  Hot Very o
ooty Adirguate  Adequate Adeauate  ldea  Adequate Adeguate Adequate  Id

]

Sl Campiag 23.0 3a.7 9.0 33.3 22.0 23.3 11.9 37.

(RS

N
44 .

=
—
O
o

vuallor Camping 19.2 31.3 7.6 41.8 19.2 26,

'rcrup Truck

Canping 20.5 23.0 G.H $3.60 17.2 24.1 10.0 45
iy 12.8 17.1 11.0 58.5 15.5 18.1 14.4 - Dl
a1 Boating 21.9 DY 10.9 a7 4.3 23.7 11.3 )

PARITTE U i7.7 20.8 9.3 40 . L 16.8 22.4 13.2 4

i Q.7 13.5 23.7 5.1 17.9 19.4 13.2 4
cinp o hitsrtar g o

L 21.8 3z2.4 16.3 29, 25.0 26.8 11.8 35

P

AT IR ¢
20,0 42.1 AN 5.8 23,

[
-
o
-
[

brloces e

Pel iy

Privabe Volhiicic 20.1 28,9 Ja.u 30. LRSS 24604 8.8 37

t

woShiing 7.3 13.5 22.6°-" 5o6.¢6 3.1 19.1 12.5 L

camoslling 49 13.4 12.5 Gt d 27.2 20.7 10.1 4.
A LCH IR 39.9 30.5 9.6 2.5 42.9 26.5 6.8 20
P = ooy
S P loeasure 275 25.3 5.4 31.5 41 .4 24.1 6.5 zZ
tiny 36.7 3.4 6.2 28.7 38.5 22,1 7.7 3.

i Sading 15.2 2.4 10.86 47.6 16.7 19.8 12.7 4u

vy 2.9 JOL2 Lalh 27.3 32.4 23.0 10.9 3.
Sl ey 2%.9 i 1i1.9 5.4 28.5 23.8 11.9 30

‘Ibid. 14



TABLE 15. POPULATION PERCEPTION OF THE ADEQUACY OF FACILITIES

FOR SELECTED RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES FOR MANITOBA IN 1972.

Manitoba Percent indicating

Activity Adequate Not Adequate
Tent Camping 57.7 42.3
Trailer Camping 50.5 49.4
Pick~up truck Camping 49.5 50.4
Hunting 29.9 70.1
Power boating 47.4 52.6
Canoceing ' 44.5 55.4
Sailing 22.2 77.8
Visiting historical sites 54.2 45.7
Driving for pleasure 75.9 24.2
Sightseeing — 55.0 45.0
Snow skiing 7 20.8 79.2
Snowmobiling 38.3 61.7
Picnicking - . 70.1 29.9
Walking for pleasure — 63.1 36.9
Ice skating 65.1 | 34.9
Horseback riding 41.6 58.4
Bicycling - 56.1 43.8
Fishing 51.7 48.3
38

"N. Nixon, Participation of Manitobans in Outdoor Recreation Activities
(Winnipeg, Manitoba: Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs,
Research and Planning, May 1973) P.1l4.
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The attention here will be focused on Manitoba in that table. The
percentage under 'Very Adequate! and 'Reasonably Adequate' would be added
together for each facility, and the percentage under 'Not Very Adequate!
and 'No Idea' to have received no satisfaction with the facilities mentioned.
For these comparisons, see Tables 14 and 15. 1In Table 15, the activity
with the largest percentage is driving for pleasure which has no special
skill and requires no special facility to be supplied by the government
whereas snow skiing and sailing that top the activities under no adequate
supply need skill as well as facilities to be supplied by the government
such as artificial lakes. Other activities that have a higher percentage
under no adequate supply of facilities are snowmobiling, horseback riding,
canoeing, power boating, pick-up truck camping, trailer camping, tent camp-

ing, and fishing.

American tourists contribute a larger percentage to the tourist
business than other tourists in Manitoba. These are positive dollars
from "export'" of recreation services. Recreationists from Winnipeg or
Canada only contribute redistribution dollars, not positive dollars of
benefit to the nation. For instance, in 1969, American tourists formed
about fifty percent of all the visitors that came to Manitoba. In 1970,
the American recreationists formed above sixty percent among the non-

resident recreationists in all outdoor recreational parks in Manitoba.39

Any analysis done without considering the Americans in

39.
D.B. McCloy, Tourist Reception Centre Study (Winnipeg, Manitoba:

Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs, Research
and Planning Branch, February 1971) P.8.




the tourist business of Manitoba might be invalid. By and large, the
interests of the American tourist are mostly in visiting the historical
sites, visiting the museums and the shopping centres, and fishing. They
participate in other activities as well but not as much as they partici- -
pate in the above four activities.40 An important policy issue not con-
sidered here but which should be considered is whether as policy of govern-
ment it wishes to actively encourage American visitors to come to Manitoba.

Another means by which one can see how people participate in recrea-
tional activities according to their interest and socio-economic conditions
is to see where people go for outdoor recreation. Table 16 presents a
good picture of how recreationists choose where to go for their enjoyment
or spend their holidays. 1In Tables 16 and 17, one can see at a glance
that the higher percentage of Manitobans participating in outdoor recrea-
tion go to either govermment parks or to any other public property than
the percentage that go to the private property. The reason behind these
are many - (1) Probably the private property charge higher fees than the
public parks or public properties. As such, those who cannot afford to pay
for the private recreational facilities go to the public places for their
enjoyment. (2) There may be more facilities of different types at the
public parks than the private parks. (3) It may be that only the upper
income people who can afford the costs g0 to the private parks while the
middle class and lower class people go to the public parks.

Whatever the case, more people prefer to go to the public parks than
to go to the private parks since the society contains more people in the middle
and lower income category than the number of people in the upper income

categories. The welfare of the people is the interest of this province,

40

‘N. Nixon, Interest of American Visitors (Winnipeg, Manitoba: Department
of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs, Research and Planning Branch;
November 1973) P.2.
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TABLE 16. MANLIORD

LOCATTON OF 1972 PARTICIPNTION 1N SHLECTRD

RECREATIOUAL ACTIVITLIES BY MAMITOBANS AGED 10+

J0

Manitoba-rercentage of Populatinn Participating

In City In Gov't Private Other Public Mot
ivity Total oxr Town Park " Properkty Property Not Sure Stated
1w Camping 24.5 0.6 16.2 7.1 2.1 0.4 -
atler Camping 12.5 0.9 5.2 2.8 4.6 - 0.4
swup T'ruck
Zamplny 5.4 0.7 2.7 1.6 1.0 2.2 -
nodreg 12.3 - L.h 9.2 4.5 - 10.0
wvoer Boating 29.3 0.2 13,2 4.0 12.1 - -
noe inyg 16.5 0.6 7.3 2.9 7.8 - 0.2
1ling 3.0 - 0.9 0.5 1.5 - -
stelng Historic

ites 47.7 14.5 27.4 2.7 15.5 1.1 0.7
rinyg for
rasure 67.7 31.4 33.1 9.3 46.9 2.7 2.0
ts2eing from
rivate Vehicle 50.¢ 23.2 30.6 5.4 35.1 1.4 0.7
w Skling 8.5 - 4.1 1.9 2.9 - -
rrreobilling 20.0 0.3 3.0 14.7 7.5 0.4 0.7
nicking 63.5 7.0 44.6 9.6 21.3 1.0 -
moag-tliking
‘or oleasure 278 ’1.3 1705 8.1 19.1 0.5 1.0
f,’kating. Yoo 8.1 Q0.+ . 2.2 8.9 1.0 1.2
sobari Ruding 5.2 1.7 1.7 .4 2.7 0.4 1.1
ARG S18 9.0 £0.9 1 6 13.9 0.4 1.2
g 40.1 1.2 17.° 7.8 17.0 0.4 1.2

LoLh

“Ibid P.11.



TABLE 17, MAMNLITOUA

NUMBER OF PARPLCTIPANTS AGLD 10+

IN SELECTED RECHENTTOUNAT

ACTIVI'TIES BY LOCATION OF DPARPICIPAUION* 19372

(Based on Population of 802,639 Yersons Age LO+)

Activity

Number Parti

civating

Hunting

Canoeiny

Sailing

nicycling

In City In Gov't Private Other Public
Total or Town Park Property Property
Tent Camping 196,600 4,800 130,000 57,000 16,900
frailer Camping 100,300 7,200 73,800 22,500 36,900
Prckup truck
Cemp ing 43,300 5,600 21,700 12,800 8,000
98,700 - 12,000 73,800 36,100
Pewer Boatlng 227,000 6,400 106G, 800 36,100 47,100
132,400 4,00 58,600 23,300 62,600
24,100 - 7,200 4,000 12,000
Visiting lustoric
Sites 382,900 116,400 219,900 21,700 124,400
Draving for
Pleasure 543,400 252,000 265,700 74,600 376,400
Sighntseecing from
Private Vehicle 408,500 186,200 245,600 43,300 281,700
Snow Skiing 68,200 - 32,900 15,300 23,300
Snownobiling 160,500 3,200 24,100 118,000 60,200
Picnicking 509,700 5¢,200 358,000 Z?,lOO 171,000
Walking-illking
for Pleasure 377,200 171,000 140,500 65,000 153,300
fcee LRating 244,000 145,300 7,700 17,700 71,400
Liorzeback Riding 130,800 13,500 9,500 75,400 21,700
309,800 215,900 13,600 61,000 111,600
322,000 9,600 138,900 62,600 136,400

*ishing

*rxcludes those "not sure

and "

not startin

Ioh

' their location{s) of participation.

Participants by location may add to more than total participants because of
multiple response to locations of participation.

2.
Ibid P.12.

o Y



therefore, the government of Manitoba needs more land for park and water

outdoor recreational facilities for Manitoba citizens.

The proportion in this chapter points out that there might be some
forces governing the participation and interest of the Manitobans and her
visitors that are yet to be known and unless those forces are known, a
valid judgement cannot be made on how these people participate in outdoor
recreation. For this reason, the next chapter would examine the forces
that induce people to participate in one form or another among many avail-

able outdoor activities.
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CHAPTER 5.

OUTDOOR RECREATION IN RELATION TO

SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS IN MANITOBA.

61



INTRODUCT ION:

The previous chapter throws some light on the possible future trends
in outdoor recreational activities in Manitoba by examining the Manitobans
and their tourist visitors! wish and aspiration, and in some cases the
barriers to the realization of those recreationists' aspirations. In that
chapter, it was not clear to know the forces that shape the participants
to the form in which they are, therefore it is the intent of this section to
examine how outdoor recreational patterns vary in the different sub-groups
of the population by focusing on the socio-economic factors that can predict the
participants!' behaviour. The study would look at the differences between
the lower and the higher income people, the old and the young, their educa-
tional levels, their occupations, and the sex differences of the recreation-
ists. The importance of examining these factors are: (1) they enhance the
understanding of Manitobans and their visitors! current practices, and (2)
they identify some of the factors which make for high or low participation
in outdoor activities. By and large, these comparisons would aid this re-
search as well as help the Department of Tourism and Recreation of this
province to arrive at the estimates of how future needs and demands for

facilities would differ from the present needs in Manitoba.

The assumption on which the analysis would be based is that the 1969
park visitor survey in Manitoba as presented in the tables used here, repre-

sents the general socio-economic characteristics of the Manitobans.

INCOME:
Income in relation to outdoor recreation patterns is of particular

interest because of the possibility of substantial income increases in the

O«



years ahead. In order to see the validity of the possibility of sub-
stantial income increases in the years ahead, see Tables
18 - Selected Economic Indicators for Manitoba
19 - Manitoba and Canada, Per Capital Income Comparison
20 - Percentage Distribution of Family Units and Their Aggregate Income
21 - Percentage Distribution of Individuals by Income Groups and Sex in
Manitoba
- (See Personal Income Per Capita for Manitoba in 1980 and 1990, and
Personal Disposable Income for Manitoba in 1980 and 1990 in)

Projected Growth of Some Pertinent Recreation Factors for Manitoba.

In those tables, one would see that the percentage of lower income
people decreases from year to year among the whole population of Manitoba
including males and females whereas the percentage of people moving to the
middle income and upper income positions increases yearly. Lower income
people are classified here as people earning less than $6,000 per annum.
Middle income people points to the people earning between $6,000 to $10,000
per annum, and the people earning above $10,000 per annum are classified as
upper income people. This is an arbitrary classification as the author
thinks is applicable to 1974. The importance of these tables and the socio-
logical analysis is that income affects people's recreation choices in
certain ways:

(1) in attending the outdoor recreational parks especially when the park is
a distance away from the place of residence, and

(2) in taking part in outdoor recreational activities at the park especially
where there are user fees and the activities that require special equipment
and skill such as boating, water skiing, and horseback riding.

Table 22 presents the household incomes of non-resident visitors to



TABLE 18. SELECTED ECONOMIC INDICATORS FOR MANITORA

(Millions of Dolars)?

PERSONAL LABOUR FARM CASH h::Cﬂm \
INCOME INCOME? INCOME CASIHINGS

Percent Percent Percent Percent

Year Vilue Change Vatue Change Vatue Change Value Change
— |

1960 1.492 8&4 233 19,081
1961 1436 —38 905 2.4 243 1.3 21131 10.7
1962 1.611 12.2 935 5.5 262 7.8 21.19] 2.8
1963 1.647 22 1.002 30 270 Rl 26496 250
1964 1.775 7.8 1.058 AT 300 1.1 27284 3.0
1965 1.892 6.6 1.143 8.0 342 14.0 Y22 13.3
1966 2,039 7.8 1.242 8.7 377 10.2 33718 9.0
1967 2.280 11.8 1410 13.3 373 —1.1 R 4.9
1968 2.523 10.7 1.557 104 RIN -2 34,184 —34
1969 2.703 7.} 1.720 0.5 30 —4 1 16,136 6.6
1970 2RS4 6 1.837 6.& KRS —2.6 39.897 9.5
1971 3165 10.9 1.989 8.3 KHY| 1.7 13,166 8.2
1972 3,542~ 1.9 2212 1.2 3KS 273 47.800 10.7

*Estimuted

"l dats huve Feen re
2Unadjusted wages and
Source.  Department of Agnceliure/Depy
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TABLE 19. pgr CAPITA INCOME CUMP,

MANITOBA AND CANAL

*Estimated
Depurtment of Finunce.

Source:

| PERSONAL INCOME P
PER CAPITA
Percent Percent

Year Munitohy Change | Canada Change | Manitob,
1960 S1.647 S1.656 $1.489
1961 1.557 —5.5 1.651 —.3 1.395
1962 1.721 1. s 1.764 6.8 1,350
1963 1.736 5.7 1.840 4.3 1562
1964 1851 6.6 1.933 5.1 1.656
1965 1.961 5.9 2.091 8.2 1.752
1966 20017 8.0 2303 10.1 1,854
1967 2368 .y 2482 7.8 2.047
1968 2598 9.7 2.690 8.4 2.231
1969 2.761 6.3 2943 9.4 1.290
1970 20Mm 5.1 3124 6.2 2.383
197] m 10.3 3.403 9.0 2 A3
1972~ 3.571 1.5 3.756 10.3 2842
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FARM CASH CHEQUE
INCOME CASHINGS

Percent Percent

alue Change Value Change

133 19,081

43 4.3 21031 10.7
62 7.8 21191 28
0 R 26,496 250
00 1.1 27284 3.0
42 14.0 A0.922 123
77 10.2 33.715 9.0
73 — 1.1 35372 4.9
N —21 34,184 —34
0 —4 .1 36,436 6.6
H —26 39.897 9.3
i 11.7 13,166 8.2
U 273 47,800 10.7

foda sere

miment of Finance

dress 1973, March 27, 1973.
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TABLE 19. PpgRr CAPITA INCOML CUMPARISON
MANITOBA AND CANADA

PERSONAL INCOME PERSONAL DISPOSABLE
PER CAPITA INCOME PER CAPITA
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Yeur Manitoba | Change | Canada Change | Manitoba Change | Canada Change
1964 S1.647 $1.636 $1.489 $1.487
19A1 1.557 5.5 1.651] —.3 1,395 —6.3 1478 —.8
1962 1.721 105 1.764 6.8 1,550 il 1,579 T
1963 1.736 8.7 1.840 4.3 1.562 .8 1.646 4.2
1964 1.851 6.6 1.923 5.1 1.656 6.0 1.713 4.1
1968 1.961 5.9 2.091 8.2 1.752 58 1.846 7.7
1966 217 8.0 2.303 10.1 1,854 58 1.994 R.0
1967 2.368 1.9 2482 7.8 2.047 104 2.116 6.1
1968 2598 9.7 2.690 8.4 2.231 8.0 2.262 6.9
1969 2761 6.3 2.943 9.4 22 26 2.424 72
1570 2 a1 5 3.124 6.2 2383 41 2,535 4.6
1971 m 10.3 3.403 9.0 2 A3 104 2,754 8.6
1972~ 3.571 1.5 3756 16.3 288 1.9 1.04 100 %
*Estimated
Source: Department of Finunce.




| TABLE 20. PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY UNITS AND THEIR AGGREGATE INCOME

Income Size Groups in Current Dollars

Under $1,000- $2,000- $3,000- $4,000- $5,000- §6,000- $7,000- $10,000 TOTAL AVERA
$1,000 $1,999 $2,999 $3,999 $4,999 $5,999 $6,999 $9,999 and over
1951
PERCENT
Distribution of all units 15.9 17.9 23.9 18.6 9.6 12.6 1.8 100.0 3,185
Distribution of aggregate 2.6 8.5 16.3 20.3 13.3 25.7 10.3 100.0
income. _
1954
Distribution of all units 13.1 14.7 18.6 19.9 13.5 12.5 5.0 2.7 100.0 3,654
Distribution of aggregate 2.0 5.9 12.7 19.1 16.3 19.9 11.1 13.0 100.0
income.
1957 ,
Distribution of all units 11.0 13.7 15.0 17.2 14.0 10.2 6.4 9.0 3.6 100.0 4,269
Distribution of aggregate 1.3 4.7 8.9 14.0 14.8 13.3 9.8 18.1 15.1 100.0
income.
1959
Distribution of all units 16.0 11.9 12.9 16.1 15.2 L 11.6 7.9 9.9 4.5 100.0 4,521
Distribution of aggregate 1.1 4.0 7.2 12.4 14.9 14.0 11.3 18.1 17.0 100.0
income.
1961
Distribution of all units 9.9 10.4 12.0 13.8 14,7 12.5 9.0 12.3 5.4 100.0 4,815
Distribution of aggregate 1.1 3.2 6.2 10.2 13.7 14.0 11.9 21.0 18.7 100.0
income.
1965
Distribution of all units 6.6 8.5 8.9 10.5 11.3 12.0 10.8 19.2 12.0 100.0 6,049
Distribution of aggregate 0.7 2.2 3.8 6.1 8.5 11.0 11.8 26.7 29.2 100.0
income.
44

"Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Consumer, Finance Research Staff Income Distributions "Incomes of non-farm families and indi
Canada. Selected Years 1951-65", (Ottawa: The Queens Printer, June 1969) PP. 26-29.




ERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY UNITS AND THEIR AG

GREGATE INCOME

Income Size Groups in Current Dollars

- $2,000- $3,000- $4,000- $5,000- $6,000- $7,000~ $10,000 ... AVERAGE MEDIAN
$2,999  $3,999  $4,999  $5,999  $6.999  $9.999  and over
PERCENT
23.9 18.6 9.6 12.6 1.8 100.0 3,185 2,703
19.3 20.3 13.3 25.7 10.3 100.0
18.6 19.9 13.5 12.5 5.0 2.7 100.0 3,654 3,174
12.7 19.1 16.3 19.9 11.1 13.0 100.0
15.0 17.2 14.0 10.2 6.4 9.0 3.6 100.0 4,269 3,624
8.9 14.0 14.8 13.3 9.8 18.1 15.1 100.0
12.9 16.1 15.2 11.6 7.9 9.9 4.5 100.0 4,521 3,936
7.2 12.4 14.9 14.0 11.3 18.1 17.0 100.0
12.0 13.8 14.7 12.5 9.0 12.3 5.4 100.0 4,815 4,262
6.2 10. 2 13.7 14.0 11.9 21.0 18.7 100.0
8.9 10.5 11.3 12.0 10.8 19.2 12.0 100.0 6,049 5,327
3.8 6.1 8.5 11.0 11.8 26.7 29.2 100.0

Finance Research Staff Income Distributions "Incomes of non-farm families and individuals in
s

: The Queens Printer, June 1969) PP. 26-29.



TABLE 21, PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF INDIVIDUALS BY INCOME GROUPS AND SEX IN MANITOBA

]

1971 1967 .
Income Group Males Females Males Females
Under $500 5.6 16.8 5.4 15.6
S 500 - § 999 5.2 10.7 6.6 15.1
1,000 - 1,499 4.6 9.8 7.6 18.9
1,500 - 1,999 7.6 14.7 4.5 9.0
2,000 - 2,499 4.8 6.7 3.9 9.6
2,500 - 2,999 3.8 5.3 4.7 7.4
3,000 - 3,499 3.6 6.0 4.2 7.6
3,500 - 3,999 3.6 5.9 5.8 4.3
4,000 - 4,499 4.5 4.9 6.4 3.3
4,500 - 4,999 3.1 4.7 7.2 2.3
5,000 - 5,499 4.0 2.5 7.5 1.7
5,500 - 5,999 4.1 3.0 6.7 1.9
6,000 - 6,999 9.7 3.2 10.1 2.3
7,000 - 7,999 7.3 2.0 6.4 0.5
8,000 - 9,999 12.5 1.5 6.7 0.5
10,000 - 14,999 11.6 2.0
15,000 and over bt 0.3 6.3 0.3
TOTALS 100 100 4° 100 100 %46
bu.ooswd»o: Bureau of mnmnwmnwom\HsooBm Distribution by Size in Canada (Ottawa: Information Canada, May 1973)
46

‘Dominion Bureau of mnmn»manm\ooschmH»mH:mzom Research Staff Income Distribution by Size in Canada 1967 (Ottawa:

The Queens Printer, December 1970) P.45




Manitoba in 1969 whereas Tables 23 and 24 present household incomes of
Manitobans and their travel for outdoor recreation. As Table 24 presents
the lower income people as defined above, go mostly to Island Park and Norquay
Beach whereas most of the middle income people in Manitoba go to Duck MOuntain;
Cranport, Bakers Narrows, Grand Beach, Grass River and Overflowing River.
Most of the people in the upper income level go to the Grass River Park and
to Bakers Narrows. This does not mean that these sub-groups do not mix at
the parks. For instance, it is possible to find some lower income people at
Grass River Park and Bakers Narrows, and it is also possible to find the people
of the upper income level at Island Park. The difference is that more of one
class of people go to one type of park more than the other, thus showing their
preferences.

Another point of interest from Tables 22 and 23 is that the average
income of visitors to Manitoba is higher than the Manitobans'!. Moreover,
the average income of the Americans is higher than that of the Canadians.
The importance of these comparisons is that the people with high income can
afford to travel far for their recreation than the lower income people.
Moreover, Table 25 shows that the Manitobans go to the park in Manitoba more
than the combined Canadian and the American tourists. This is an indication
that most of the Manitobans cannot afford to go away from Manitoba for their

recreation.

In addition, Table 26 shows most of the American visitors are profess-
ional technicians or retirees whereas most of the Canadian visitors to
Manitoba are either professional, technicals or managers, officials, or

proprietors. This analysis as supported by the percentages in the tables



NON RESIDENTS

TABLE 22. HOUSEHOLD INCOMES OF VISITORS:

Income Other Canadians U.S.A.

Under $3,000 10.3% 3.0%

3,000-5,999 16.1% 10.9%

6,000-7,999 19.5% 14.3% .
8,000-9,999 20.8% 19.2%

10,000-14,999 23.9% 26.6%

Ovar $15,000 9.6% 25.9%

Average Income $8,617 $10,749

TABLE 23. AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD INCOME OF VISITORS FROM MANITOBA

Park

Average Household Income in Dollars

*

Grapd Beach $7,574
St. Malo 7,263
St. Ambroise 7,490
Norquay Beach 7,074
Overflowing River 7,273
Cranberry Portage 7,549
Bakers Narrows 7,864
Duck Mountain 7,193
Grass River 8,213
Island Park 6,934
All Areas $7,414

See Table 47 for the footnotes of Tables 22-30 and 39-40.

TABLE 24,

HOUSEHOLD INCOME LEVELS OF VISITORS: MANITOBANS

PERCENT



TABLE 23.

AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD INCOME OF VISITORS FROM MANITOBA

Park

Average Household Income in Dollars

Grapd Beach $7,574
St. Malo 7,263
St. Ambroise 7,490
Norquay Beach 7,074
Overflowing River 7,273
Cranberry Portage 7,549
Bakers Narrows 7,864
Duck Mountain 7,193
Grass River 8,213
Island Park 6,934
All Areas $7,414

* See Table 47 for the footnotes of Tables 22-30 and 39-40.

TABLE 24. HOUSEHOLD INCOME LEVELS OF VISITORS: MANITCBANS
PERCENT

“Hansahold CGrancl St St. Norquay O'Flo. Cran. Nileors Dhich, Gress 1Ls

fncome level Bcach Malo Ambroise Beach River ffort. WNarrows Mt. River Park
Jnder 9.6 6.8 9.1 9,4 6.6 5.9 3.2 7.5 5.6 13.7
3000-59299 21.0 30.4 26.9 34.0 29.8 13.7 26.4 28.60 22,2 33.%
5000-7299 33.6 30.1 26.8 26.1 32.2 47.1 34.4 33.7 33.3 L2.Z2
8000-9999 14.9 15.2 16.6 12.2 14.9 21.0 16.38 14.6 11.1 12.3
10000-14999 15.6 13.8 15.3 11.5 11.6 7.8 10.4 10.95 18.5 10.7
Jver 15000 5.3 3.7 5.6 6.5 5.0 3.9 8.8 5.0 13.0 7.7




TABLE 27« AGE AND SEX OF VISITORS: PERCENTS

o :aﬁa) St. St. No}q. 0'Flo.  Cran. Bakers Duck Crass Isl. 1970
Beach Malo Ambroisce Beach River Port. Narrows Mt.  River Park Hanitot.
Pop.
% 7.7 9.3 11.0 €.0 S.1 5.7 7.2 8.7 3.8 L1.¢ g. 4
9 12.0 19.0 15.8 4.3 11.0 13.2 14.7 17.9 2.1 16.2 10.3
14 10.9 16.7 13.5 16.6 14.8 13.4 16.7 15.2 12.1 12.2 10.2
19 14.9 10.6 7.9 9.3 '10.3 7.0 7.4 7.8 7.5 6.9 9.6
24 14.¢8 3.3 10.2 4.8 3.3 4.7 3.6 5.8 4,2 g.6 8.6
34 15.1 13.7 17.1 11.8 10.8 17.9 14.4 18.0 11.9 13.7 12.0
44 12.8 13.3 11.5 15.3 17.3 12.9 . 18,0 13.7 18.2 11.5 10.9
54 5.7 5.5 8.3 10.5 14.8 12.2 10.8 8.2 18.2 9.3 1.1
54 4.4 2.1 3.3 6.6 9.4 9.0 5.8 3.5 10.5 5.3 6.0
39 6 7 1.0 2.0 2.3 2.2 1.2 .5 3.6 1.6 3.3
1.1 .7 .4 .8 .9 1.7 -2 .6 2.0 2.8 6.6
e 50.5 52.0 49.2 49.5 56.5 57.2 51.3 52.9 66.3 Sl.l.ékywmﬂezi;.
naledd .5 48.0 50.8 5C.5 43.5 42.¢ 48.7 47.1 33.7 49.9/&Wﬂn§eﬁ6;#a

TARLY 25, ORIGINS OF PARK VIS(TORS

Pexcent of Vistors

Poocs Manitoba Cther Canada United SlLales Total
Grand Beacoch 92.5 4,4 3.) 160.06
s, {alo 95.5 2.8 1.7 100.0
Sc. Ambroisa ‘ 97.1 2.1 0.8 100.0
Norguay Beach A0.7 35.0 24.3 100.0
Overflowing River* 61.9 \ 16.0 - 23.0 10C.0
Cranberry Portagc*. 51.0 15.0 33.0 100.0
Bokevrs Narrows™ 64.0 13.0 23.0 100.0

Duck Mountain®* 74.0 16.5 9.1 100.0



-44 12.8 13.3 11.5 15.3 17.3 12.9 18,0 13.7 18.2 11.5 10.9

[O9)
| uad
—
=

18.2 9.
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-54 5.7 5.5 8.3 10.5 14.8 12.2 10.

-64 4.4 2.1 3.3 6.6 9.4 9.0 5.8 3.5 10.5 5.3 9.0

2ie 50.5 52.0 4G.2 49.5 56.5 57.2 51.3 52.9 66.3 51.1 qumﬁé%i§4

aales?. 5 48.0 50.8 5C.5 43.5 42.¢ 48.7 47.1 33.7 48-9AV€«9C36:#&

TARLE 25. ORIGINS OF PARK VISTTORS

Pexcent of vistors

Foacik Manitoba Cther Canada United SlLates Total
Grond Beacn 92.5 4.4 3.1 160.0

St. talo 95.5 2.8 1.7 100.0

Sc. Awbrolsz . 87.1 2.1 0.8 J00.0O
Norguay Beach 40.7 35.0 24.3 100.0
Overflowing River¥® 61.2 16.0 23.0 10C.0

Cranbherry Portagc*- 51.0 15.0 33.0 100.0
Bokevs Narrows* €4.0 13.0 23.0 10G.0

Duck Mountain® 74.0 16.5 9.1 100.0

Grass Rivac# 38.0 5.0 Sl 100.0
Island Park ar.2 15.3 2.5 1000

* Actual figares taken from campgrounds permit saloes.

e cdieny ack Yislior Supveys 1997 Siemiary Report (Yinnipeg, Maaitoba:r Boportooat
Planning srouch, hNov. 1570)

- . : T , S
0L teuriom, Pecrenizion and Culturnl Affairs, Rescarch and
'p. 5-18.

(This is the footnote for Tables 22-30 and Tables 39-40.)



TABLE 26. OCCUPATIONS OF THE PARK VISITORS:

PERCENTS

Visitors From

Occupation Manitoba Other Canada United States
White Collar Workers 1.9 4.4 1.4
Professional-Technical 21.0 27.7 31.8
Managers-Officials-Proprietors 8.8 14.7 9.0
Clerical 8.5 4.7 3.0
Sales 5.8 4.7 4.9
Blue Collar Workers 4.2 2.6 4.8
Craftsmen-Foremen 16.3 10.5 7.0
Operatives 4.1 5.7 4.1
Non-Farm Laborers 1.4 1.5 1.6
Service Workers 1.3 O.§ 1.7
Private Householq Workers - -
Other Service Workers 5.6 2.2 2.6
Farm Workers 3.3 0.9 l.8
Students 6.5 0.9 2.9
Housewives 1.4 0.7 0.8
Retiree 2.4 5.1 16.5
Military 1.7 'S.l 2.2
Unemployed 0.4 0.2 0.5
Others 1.2 0.8
Not Stated 4.5 7.3 2.7

X
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as supported by the percentages in the tables mentioned show that some of
the differences between income groups are attributable to two other social
class characteristics - education and occupation. Although this does not
erase the fact that income has a significant influence of its own for visit-
ing a distant park for recreation and even on participation in outdoor re-
creation. This is true for the fact that one who cannot afford to travel
to a dis£ant park may not also be able to use recreational facilities

that have user fees.

It is interesting in this context that driving, picnicking, visiting
historical sites, and walking and hiking for pleasure top the percentage
list of the Manitobans and her visitors in their participating in outdoor
recreational activities. This fact was already shown on Tables 8, 9, 10, 11,
and 12.

When it comes to the activities like sailing, horseback riding, canoe-
ing, and trailer camping, the percentage drops very rapidly because these
activities involve spending money to buy equipment and the spending of leisure
time. This confirms the finding that the income differences reflect social
class differences in life styles and interest patterns. The distinction
between a financial effect and a class effect has important implications for
forecasting; for as people shift into higher income brackets they will not
immediately adopt the leisure time patterns of people in that income class

unless money itself is the conditioning factor.

By and large, some of the differences between income groups are due to
such related factors as education, occupation, and age. The very low rate

of participation by the bottom income group for example and in association



to Tables 24 and 27, can be accounted for by the high proportion of older
people, many of them retired, in this bracket. Even after allowance for
these other factors has been made, it is still clear that income itself

has a decided influence on preferring outdoor recreation at the parks.

In general, participation in outdoor activities and going out to the parks
tend to go up as income does as it is shown on Table 24. The jump is sharp-
est at about the $3,000 a year mark; from this poltt participation in out-
door activities and going to the parks steadily increases in Manitoba,
reaching a maximum in the $15,000 bracket. Above that income, participating

and going out to the parks decreases.

EDUCATION:

In general, education affects participation as much as income does; the
more education people have, especially the adults, the more participation
they are likely to indulge in. This is particularly the case in swimming,

playing games, sightseeing, walking, and driving for pleasure.

In Manitoba, education shows a strong relationship with Manitobans
who go to the parks, and who take part in outdoor activities. By
and large, the higher educated people go to the parks more and participate
more in outdoor recreational activities than the lower educated pe&ple. In
Manitoba, this generality does not hold because people with university educa-
tion go to the parks less than the high school graduates as Table 28 and 29 show.
In all the parks in Manitoba where the survey was made in 1969, people
from high school have the highest percentage, as compared to people from the
university, grade school, and technical vocational schools. The recreationists
who did not complete high school or have not completed high schocl have a higher

percentage in most of park attendance than those people who completed high school.



TABLE 28 . EDUCATION LEVEL DF VISITORS~MANLTOBANS: PERCENTS

Grand St. st. Norquay O'Flo. Cran. Bakers Duck Grass Isl.
:ion Level Beach Malo Amborise Beach River Port. Narrows Mt. River Parr
School 6.8 15.8 12.4 10.5 22.3 10.7 13.7 11.5 1910 16.5
figh School 19.4 27.3 23.2 29.56 26.2 39.3 23.7 33.5 29.5 26.©
school Grad. 23.6 21.9 22.8 24.5 25.4 23.2 29.8 27.0 19.0 24.0
iniversity 15.8 10.2 11.0 13.0 6.2 3.6 6.1 5.0 12.1 10.%
csity Grad. 19.0 15.1 19.7 15.3 11.5 14,3 18.3 11.5 13.8 13.9
.cal-Vocational 11.4 8.1 11.0 7.2 8.5 8.9 8.4 11.5 6.9 7.7

TABLE 29 . EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF VISITORS: MANITOBANS

COMPARISONS: PERCENT

4
1969 Nine2 19682 1967 8M3 1965 Labour
Education Level Prov. Areas Whiteshell Survey Force in Man.
Gradé School 9.6 10.0 24 36.7
part High School 22.4 21.7 33 34.7
. . 1 1 ‘
High School Grad. 36.2 41.8 26 17.5
Part University 13.9 10.8 10
il1.1
University Grad. 17.8 15.7 7

TABLE 30. EDUCATION LEVEL OF VISITORS: NON RESIDENTS

PERCENTS
Education Level United States Visitors Other Canadians
Grade School 5.6 7.4

_ Part High School 8.3 26.9




TABLE 29 . EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF VISITORS: MANITOBANS

COMPARISONS: PERCENT

3 _ 4
1969 Nine2 19682 1967 8M 1965 Labour
Education Level Prov. Areas Whiteshell Survey Force in Man.
Gradé School 9.6 10.0 24 36.7
Part High School 22.4 21.7 33 34.7
. 1 1
High School Grad. 36.2 41.8 26 17.5
Part University 13.9 10.8 10
j1.1
University Grad. 17.8 15.7 7
TABLE 30. EDUCATION4LEVEL OF VISITORS: NON RESIDENTS
PERCENTS
Education Level United States Visitors Other Canadians
Grade School 5.6 7.4
Part High School 8.3 26.9
High School Grad. 23.6 . 23.0
Part University 14.7 8.6
University Grad. 40.7 24.2

Post High School
(Technical~Vocational) 7.0 9.9 |




The reverse of this pattern applies to the people from the universities. The
university graduates have a higher percentage of participation than those who
did not complete their university education or those who have not completed
their undergraduate studies. The technical vocational people were at the
bottom of the scale. The grade school students also have a higher percentage
than the technical vocational people. In a general proposition people with
minimal education tend to be the much older people who go to the park less
and participate even less in outdoor recreational activities. Those of lower
education are also heavily represented in the lower income groups which also
rank low in going to the park for recreation. Yet, according to Tables 26,
28 and 29, education has a distinct bearing on interest of people in, and
number of people who go to the park.

The chief findings from these analyses are (1) the people with high school
education go to the parks more in Manitoba than the people with the university
education. (2) The professional technician and the crafts foremen are many in
number among the recreationists that use outdoor parks in Manitoba. It can be
concluded from these findings that most of the professional technicians and
the crafts foremen had high school education because of these correlations.

In a way, the percentage figure of these two groups correspond with the findings
in the household income levels of the Manitobans who go to the parks for recrea-
tion. The two findings from Tables 24, 28 and 29 are relatively correlated.

The high school people are mostly found in the middle income group with the
household income ranging from $3,000 to $10,000 per annum. As such they cannot

afford to travel out of the province for their holidays. The emergent question

from these findings is why do the undergraduates and graduates of the universities

go to the park less in Manitoba? If they go to the parks outside their own

province, as they can afford to, this may mean that there is inadequate outdoor

/4



recreational facilities in this province hence they go to far distant parks.

By and large, more research should be done on these findings.

The pattern presented above about the Manitobans who go tq the parks for -

recreation is almost the same as the pattern presented by othe# Canadians

who go to parks in Manitoba. This analysis is presented in Taﬁle 30. The
only difference is in the visitors from the United States of American where
the visitors were mostly from the university graduates category. Neverthe-
less, education influences people who go for recreation in out%oor parks in
Manitoba. |
OCCUPATION:

Occupation has a considerable influence on recreation attendance, though

to some extent, it may not be so much the particular work a person does as

how he is paid for it and how long a vacation he is given.

In Manitoba, occubation influences the segment of its population that
goes to the park for outdoor recreation. For instance, in Table 24 presented
earlier in this research, occupation of the park visitors, the professional-
technicians has the highest percentage among the Manitobans, the other Canadians,
and the Americans that go to the park for outdoor activities in Manitoba.
Other occupations that follow that are the managers, the craftsmen and the
clerical workers. At the bottom of the occupational status hierarchy are the
labourers, service workers, farm workers, housewives and the unemployed. The
peculiar finding in this table is the retiree that is the second largest per-
centage among the Americans who go to the parks in Manitoba whereas the retired
people have a very low percentage among the Manitobans that go to the outside
park for recreation. The question that comes from this finding is: do the retirees
in Manitoba move out of the province after retirement or do they just prefer mot to

to the parks for recreation? More research should be done on this issue to see

/>
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whether their pay is so low that they cannot afford to go to the park or not.
Furthermore, it should also be found out what these people do in summer for
recreation if they do not move out of Manitoba. Special regard must be given
to this class of people for they are the builders of not only Manitoba but
also Canada, therefore they deserve special attention with regard to their

pay and their activities.

Occupational differences among the people that go to parks in Manitoba
are of interest, even though the multivariate analysis indicates that they
are due in large part to other related factors such as income, education
and length of paid vacation. For men the relation of occupation among
people going to the park in Manitoba for outdoor activity is significant
especially with professional technicians, managers, and craftsmen showing
higher percentages of visitors to the parks in Manitoba. The number of
women going to the parks in Manitoba for outdoor recreational activities
does not depend on their husband's occupation to any significant degree.

If this last statement is correct, what then are the factors that motivate
the housewives to goto the parks for recreation? A further research should be

done on this point.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS.

By and large, demographic characteristics such as sex, age and stage in
the life cycle are important for the preparation of the future forecast for
Manitoba because the demographic characteristics of the adult population can
be projected more reliably if such variables as income, free time available,
and preferences for leisure time are available. Nevertheless, this study

prefers to use the total population of Manitoba to forecast the future

parks! requirements for this province. On analysis for sex, age,



and stage in life cycle in relation to park use in Manitoba is given be low.

SEX:

Table 27 - Age and Sex of Visitors, presents the male and female per- i
centages at different parks in Manitoba. By and large, the male has a larger per-
centage occurrence than the females in eight different parks in Manitoba as com-
pared to the females who have a large percentage in two parks out of the

ten parks used in the survey. The total average percentage shows that the

male has 53.7 as compared to the female with 46.4 percentage. In short,

males go to the park for outdoor recreational activities more than females

in Manitoba. These differences can be associated with (1) the strong inter-

est men show for such traditionally masculine pursuits as hunting and fish-

ing, (2) the discrimination in income of females and less opportunity of
employment to females especially in the jobs that require physical ability.

Table 21 presents a good picture of the differences in income between males

and females in Manitoba for 1967 and 1971. While the females have a larger
percentage in the lower income group, the males have a larger percentage at

the middle and upper class group. The differences among males and females

in going to parks in Manitoba is due to income differences, keeping other

factors constant.

The way males and females participate in outdoor activity would likely
follow the same pattern for the fact that people who do not go out could

not take part in outdoor activity.

AGE :

In addition to Table 27 - Age and Sex of Visitors (that is, Manitobans



and their visitors), this average percentage would also be used in this analysis.

TABLE 31, AVERAGE AGE PERCENTAGE OF VISITORS
TO THE PARKS IN MANITOBA.

GROUPS
Ages 1At Percent Ages 'BtPercent Ages 1CtPercent
T T
{ !
0 - 4 8.4 | 20 - 24 8.6 45 - 54 11.1
5- 9 . 10.3 ! 25 - 34 12.0 . 55 - 64 8.0
10 - 14 10.2 | 35 - 44 10.9 65 ~ 69 3.3
15 - 19 9.6 i 70+ 6.6
1
|
Total of 0-19 38.5% iTotal of 20-44 31.5% , Total 30.0%
Average of |Average % 10.5% Average 7.5%
0-19 9.625%:
48

*This table is constructed from Table 27.The percentages are taken from the
sub-heading - 1970 Manitoba Population.

The eleven groups of ages given in Table 27 are shortened into these three
groups because the behavior and the patterns of the daily routing of people
in an industrialized and civilized society like Manitoba follows the above

pattern.

The age composition of population in the present era changes with the

expectation of increases in the older and the younger age groups. The rela-

tionship between the age and the ability to go to the parks for recreation

Manitoba as presented in Tables 27 and 31l is of a particular interest.

in
Age has a sharper influence on outdoor recreation than all other
factors. As might be expected the older people get the less they engage

in

outdoor activity. This decline, though the data on this issue for Mani-

toba is not available, is generally noticeable in the more active pursuits

such as cycling, hiking, horseback riding, and water skiing. Furthermore,

in

late middle age, people still engage in such activities as swimming,

motor boating, fishing, and nature walks. In the other types of recreation

such as walking or driving for pleasure, sightseeing, visiting historical



sites, and picnicking, participation rates are impressive among the Mani-
tobans in general, but the data on male and female, old and young ways

of participating in those activities are not available. That impressive
point can be seen from Tables 10, 13, 16 and 17. The
interests of the visitors to Manitoba are also high in some of those acti-
vities. The additional interests of the visitors are: - seeing the museums
and shopping as it is indicated in Table 32. By and large, there is a
general decline in activities with advancing years as it is pointed out in
Tables 27 and 31. The border lines between all the ages listed in Table 27
are the ages between 0 to 4, and the ages above 55 years old. The groups

in between these two extremes, that is between the ages of 5 and 54, have

the highest total percentage that go to the parks for recreation. On the
other hand, if these eleven groups are re-grouped into three groups as is
presented in Table 31, group 'B' has the highest average percentage of people
going to the parks in Manitoba. This group 'B' contains the ages of 20 to
44, Group 'A' with 9.63 percent comes second. This group contains tﬁe ages
of 1 to 19. Group 'C! comes last with the ages above 45 and with the average
percentage of 7.5. The sharpest drop with the least percentage is the ages

between 65 and 69.

The importance of this analysis are (1) as the population increases, the
percentage of people going to the parks in Manitoba would increase most in
group !'B' of Table 31l. That is the population of the people between the ages
of 20 to 44 would increase most. (2) The future increase of population in
Manitoba and even elsewhere depends on the reproductive capability of this
group. (3) If this group of people are very healthy and if they choose to

reproduce at a high rate, the future of Manitoba would

/Y



be very bright especially with an increase in population and labour force.
(4) If the population of this group increases after taking other factors

constant, then the recreational facilities in Manitoba should also increase.

It is clear from Tables 27 and 31 that advancing age is one of the
major barriers to outdoor recreational activity as well as the ability to
go to the parks for recreation. 1In fact, a growing proportion of older
people among the total population of Manitoba would imply a growing pro-
portion of people whose ability to go to the parks for outdoor recreation
is limited to the nearest parks or to house back yards. However, older
people also differ from the younger ones in interests and tastes, and these
are subject to change in the near future. The older people of Manitoba
today would likely differ from the Manitoba older people of tomorrow as
regards the experience with outdoor recreation in their youth. In the
present Manitoba older generation there are many of them who never learned
to swim or fish, and who never went camping in their youth. Such activities
are seldom started at the middle age. It is likely that the Manitoban gene-
ration which would be 55 and over within the next twenty five years would be
more actively engaged in outdoor recreation earlier in life, and probably
many of these people would continue to engage in those activities as they
grow older and thereby induce them to go to the parks for recreation. By
and large, as the generation which is young now grows older, it may well en-
gage in going to the parks for outdoor recreation to a greater extent than

the older age groups do now.

ou



TABLE 32 . PROJECTED TOTAL VISITORS DEMAND FOR OUTDOOR RECREATIONAL FACILITIES IN MANITOBA (IN PERCENTAGES)

1970/71
Total Percent
Interest of
Before Activity 1970/71 DEMAND DEMAND INCREASES FROM
Getting Undertaken Average FOR 1970/71 1980 to 19
to the at the Percent to 1980 1990
FACILITIES park park Interest 1980 1990 by by
Fishing 18.6 18.6 18.6 55.8 167.4 37.2 111.6
Historical Sites 58.1 57.2 57.7 173.1 519.3 115.4 346.2
Hunting 1.9 1.9 1.9 5.7 17.1 3.8 11.4
Museums 49.3 48,4 48.9 146.7 440.1 97.8 293.4
Swimming 26.6 26.5 26.6 79.8 239.4 53.2 149.6
Musical events (e.g.Skating) 14.1 13.6 13.9 41.7 125.1 27.8 83.4
Boating 11.3 11.2 11.3 33.9 101.7 22.6 67.8
Plays 13.8 13.7 13.8 41.4 124.2 27.6 82.8
Water skiing 3.3 3.3 3.3 9.9 29.7 6.6 19.8
Sports Events 12.0 11.9 12.0 36.0 108.0 24.0 72.0
Shopping 39.1 38.6 38.9 116.7 350.1 77.8 233.4
Canoeing 3.7 3.6 3.7 11.1 33.3 7.4 22.2
Others 35.3 34.9 35.1 105.3 315.9 70.2 210.6
TYPE OF ACCOMMODAT ION Interest Average
in Accommodation % of
Accommodation Used Accommod.

Friends and Relatives 14.6 12.41 13.5 40.5 121.5 27.0 81.0
Campsite 40.7 34.69 37.7 113.1 339.3 75.4 226.2
Cottage 1.7 1.47 1.6 4.8 14.4 3.2 9.6
Lodge 2.0 1.76 1.9 5.7 17.1 3.8 11.4
Motel 29.6 25.22 27.4 82.2 246.6 54.8 164.4
Hotel 7.4 6.30 6.9 20.7 62.1 13.8 41.4
Others 4.0 18.15 11.1 22 33.3 99.9 22.2 66.6 o
49

‘D.B. McCloy, Tourist Reception Centre Study (Winnipeg, Manitoba: Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs, Re

and Planning Branch, Feb. 1971) PP. 38-81
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URBANIZATION, HIGHWAYS, MOBILITY, REAL CONSUMER EXPENDITURES, LEISURE TIME

Among all the forces contributing to the difficulties of the present
and the future, none is more central than the concentration of population
in the metropolitan area of Winnipeg, where over 54 percent of the people
of Manitoba now 1ive.50 If the population of Brandon and Portage la Prairie
is added to the population of Winnipeg, the percentage would be higher than
55. In general, the percentage of urbanization for Manitoba in 1971 was
71.4.51 This concentration of people living in the urban centers is expected
to increase in the future years as it is presented on Table 33. By 1981,

about 79 percent of the population of Manitoba would be urbanized. This

figure would rise to 85 percent in 1991.

This concentration of people living in urban centers would have great
impact on the natural resources of Manitoba. The problem that confronts the
public policy is the striking contrast between the present and the future
demand for outdoor recreation on the part of the urban populations and the
limited supply of land and water resources readily accessible to these popu-
lations. Partly, this would be a matter of inherent limitations of space, and
the basic problem of establishing priorities for use. A huge population would
generate such an enormous demand for non recreation as well as for recreation uses
of land and water that recreation may never get an appropriate share of space.
Overcrowding at local parks and beaches would persist. This pressure should
discipline and figure in the priorities for allocation on a more efficient use

of the land that is available for recreation as well as for housing or for industry.

50.
Table 19. Winnipeg with a population of 553,109 out of 1,018,236 people of

the whole of Manitoba.

51'Table 37.



TABLE 33. PROJECTED PERCENTAGE URBANIZATION OF MANITOBA (Male & Female)

YEAR 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991

PERCENTAGE 71.4  75.5 79.3  82.6 85.3 22

TABLE 34. PROJECTION OF HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION IN CANADA INCLUDING MANITOBA.

INVESTMENT ON HIGHWAY

YEAR NO. OF HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTIONS CONSTRUCTIONS (in Millions of 1961
dollars)
1973 50 74
1974 100 156
1975 150 209
1976 200 316
1977 300 466
1978 300 4,94
1979 300 430
1980 300 394 23
TABLE 35. PROJECTED PASSENGER CARS FOR MANITOBA (1IN THOUSANDS)
YEAR 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991
NOS. 310 344 375 404 427
PER CAPITA: .31 .34 .36 .38 .39
54

(Saturation Level: 0.50 Cars per capita)

TABLE 36. PROJECTIONS OF REAL CONSUMER EXPENDITURES PER CAPITA
(Calculated in terms of 1961 dollars) ON

ACTUAL PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED

1960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1970-1980
(Dollars) (Average % change)
Annual
Personal Transportation 92 128 234 4.2 5.1
Equipment 55
Recreational Durables 22 34 59 4.8 4.8

2'Syst:ems Research Group, Canada 2000 (Toronto, Canada: Carswell Printing Company,
1970) P. 101.

53.
Economic Council of Canada, The Years to 1980 (Ottawa: Information Canada, 1972)

P. 41.

54.
System Research Group, Canada 2000 "Transportation projections! (Toronto,Canada:

Carswell Printing Company, 1970) P. 56.

55. .
Economic Council of Canada, The Economy to 1980 (Ottawa: Information Canada,

1972) Pp. 288.




In the search for opportunities for recreation, urban dwellers travel
with ease to distant parks within the province for outdoor activities.
Geography, highways, and cars remove barriers to a larger percentage of the
population of Manitoba's movement, hence the demand for recreation spreads
out across the whole province of Manitoba to other urban regions of Canada
and even to the United States of America. For example, there were about
50 new highways constructed in Canada in 1973. This number rose to 100
highways for construction in 1974 and it may continue to rise rapidly.

Table 34 presents the greater highway construction in Canada.. In additionm,
the number of passenger cars on Manitoba roads is increasing. As Table 35
shows, the number of cars in Manitoba increases by thousands annually. More-
over, the real consumer expenditures per capita, in terms of 1961 dollars as
is presented on Table 36 shows personal transportation equipment and recrea-
tional durables, rise as rapidly as the number of highways constructed rise.
As such, the mobility of the urban populations to distant parks for outdoor
recreation in Manitoba is not a problem. The large number of cars owned
within the province and Canada, and the new network of highways has greatly
reduced the barriers of time and space between the cities in Manitoba as well

as in Canada, and the outdoor parks. Assuming the price of gas per gallon to

be constant, this trend of events is sure to continue as Tables 34 to 36 present.

The only problem that would arise from the easy mobility is that it would ele-
vate the demand for outdoor recreational parks in Manitoba and it would com-
plicate greatly the planning and provision of the facilities for outdoor
recreation in this province.

Urbanization and mobility have compounded, and would continue to com-
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pound, the impact of the dramatic growth in the leisure time available to

the Manitobans, the Canadians and even the Americans. The work week of 60
hours or more at the turn of the century fell to 40 hours in 1963, and it

could decline to as little as 31 hours a week by 1991. This factor is -

illustrated by Table 37.

In any event, most Manitobans and the other Canadians face the prospect
of more leisure time in the future, and thus the challenge of using it for
their own enrichment and development as individuals and as citizens of this
nation. This is precisely the contribution that outdoor recreation can
provide. For at its best, outdoor activity, whether undertaken lightly
or with the serious intent of the perfectionist, is held to be essentially

a renewing experience and a refreshing change from the workaday world.

This is true no matter what an individual actually chooses to do in
the outdoors. As long as the activity is freely chosen, because it is re-
freshing and interesting to do, it serves the basic function of recreation
- the task of re-creating human vitality. Latent energy is tapped, unused
powers of the body, mind, and spirit are employed, the imagination works
on fresh material, and when all these things occur, the individual returns

to his work with a sense of renewal.

The use of leisure time in this manner is important to the health of
the individual. Outdoor recreation has cultural values that are essential
to the health of this province and this country. It is a part of the edu-
cational process that strengthens people's minds as well as their bodies;
that broadens their understanding of the laws of nature; that sharpens their

appreciation of its manifold beauties; and that fortifies people's most



precious possession - the spirit which gives life its meaning. These are
the qualities which in the long run can make Manitoba, Canada, and its people
truly great and which find strong nourishment in outdoor recreation. By and
large, the present and future challenge is to assure that all Manitobans

have permanent access to their outdoor heritage.

PAID VACATION

Paid vacation is a concomitant of occupation and income that affects
people in going to the parks for outdoor recreation. By and large, people
who have no paid vacation or people with only a few days vacation might not
go to a distant park for their recreation, rather, these people often use
the nearest park to their place of residence or use indoor recreation
facilities. 1In general, people with paid vacations coupled with long vaca-
tions are usually found among the high income and occupational categories
in Manitoba and in other parts of North America. Another important point
of this generality is that this is an additional non-monetary reason why
the people of upper income may choose outdoor parks for recreation more than
the middle and the lower income people. The word generality is used on this

factor because there is no statistical figure to support the statements.

PLACE OF RESIDENCE AND REGION

The rural-urban continuum also influence people in going to the parks
for outdoor recreation. Statements on this factor have to be based on

assumptions or generalities as well.
By and large, people in rural areas of Manitoba differ in many ways from

the people of urban places like Winnipeg or Brandon. These differences
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include differences in income, difference in education, difference in style

of life and differences in the encountering of the social distress. People
in the big cities like Winnipeg and Brandon get more of those factors than
the people of for example, Minnedosa. For instance, the more of social
distress one gets, the more one may like to go to a far distant park for

a sort of isolation and get away from it all, whereas many of the people

who live in small towns and villages do not encounter much distress as noise,
pollution, and so on. On the other hand they are already isolated by their
plcce of residence hence their degree of willingness to go to the parks for

outdoor recreation would not be as high as people of the big cities.

Another important generality is the fact that the region of residence
may affect whether people go toa park ormot For instance there is tendency for
the provincial government to have more outdoor recreational facilities in
the region where there are more people to use the parks. For example, there
are more parks at the Southern part of Manitoba than in the Northern part
of it, because there are more people in the South than in the North as in the
Interlake or Resource regions. It is also interesting to note that not only
do the Manitobans ° mnot go to the North or the Interlake regions but the

visitors to Manitoba also do not go there as illustrated in Table 38.

Apart from Pembina Valley which is overshadowed by Winnipeg, the regions

where people go least are the Interlake and the Northern region.

GROUP COMPOSITION

Group composition of recreationists is an important factor in the use

of parks in Manitoba. Table 39 - Group Composition: Manitobans percent, and



Table 40 - Group Composition: Non residents - percent, presents the type of
groups that use parks in Manitoba. 1In Table 39, one family with children

has the largest percent among the whole eight groups in all the parks in
Manitoba. The second group is one couple only. The same thing occurs in ~
Table 31. This shows that among the Manitobans and her visitors, the people

who use the parks most are a family and children and a couple without children.

The significance of this factor is:

(1) to help determine how families among the Manitobans and visitors seek
outdoor recreation together;

(2) to help determine how families turn to activities in which children can
participate along with their parents, and to demonstrate that the aspir-
ations of the parents in trying to educate their children to a level
above their own, and to the extent of helping the children develop in-
therest in outdoor pursuits; and

(3) to help determine how the parks in Manitoba would be used in the future.

If these two groups have a declining relationship in the future, then the
provincial government should think properly before investing a large amount
of money on parks in the future. However, the future use of parks in Mani-
toba in the near future is likely to be high as Table 41 and many of the
other tables indicate. Table 41 shows the projected family and household
formation for Manitoba from 1966 to 1990 years. It is very interesting
to see that the family formation group increases in number while also the
net migration of married females declines. Married couples and parents
with one or two children use the parks more in Manitoba. Albeit, it is
valid to assume that the probably future use of parks in Manitoba will be
heavy. As such the provincial government should not hesitate to provide

more parks for future use in Manitoba.
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TABLE 37. PROJECTIONS OF MANHOURS OF WORK FOR THE TOTAL ECONOMY IN CANADA
INCLUDING MANITOBA FROM 1971-1991

(GROWTH RATE FROM 1963 - 1968: 0.89)

YE AR

1963 1967 1971 1976 1981 1986 1991
HOURS PER YEAR 2063 1990 1920 1836 1756 1678 1605
HOURS PER WEEK 40 38 37 35 34 31 31 96

TABLE 38. PERCENTAGE OF PEOPLE GOING TO DIFFERENT REGIONS
IN MANITOBA FROM 1969 TO 1972.

Regions / Areas 1969 1970 1971 1972
Winnipeg 35.3% 49.8% 42.0% 49.4%
Western Region 8.0 3.0 4.7 5.4
Pembina Valley .5 .5 .6 .3
Eastern Region . 2.7 2.9 3.7 5.1
Central Region ya .2 .8 1.0
Parkland Region 5.4 5.9 4.6 3.3
Northern Region 6.7 2.0 4.4 2.4
Interlake 4 .8 1.4 .7 57
Unknown 34.0 34.9 37.8 32.4
56

‘Systems Research Group, Canada 2000 (Toronto, Canada: Carswell Printing
Company, 1970 ) P. 46.

"G.R. Church, Tourist Reception Center Study (Winnipeg, Manitoba:
Department of Tourism, Recreation and Cultural Affairs, Research
and Planning, 1973) P. 23.




TABLE 39. GROUP COMPOSITION: HON-RESIDENTS-PERCENT 90
Grand St. St. Norg. O'Flo. Cran. Bakers Duck Grass Ic
Type of Group Beach Malo Ambroise Beach River Port. Narrows Mt. River Par
One Person Alone 11.7 0] 15.2 2.2 3.5 3.7 2.4 0] 0 2
One Family
with Children 56.7 55.0 34.8 53.4 38.6 31.5 51.6 61.9 34.4 40
Two Families
with Children 4.3 10.0 10.9 4.2 10.5 3.7 5.7 6.0 7.5 1z
Organized Group 0 6.7 0 0.9 0.9 3.7 0.8 0] 1.1 0
One Couple Only 12.4 16.7 o 27.7 26.3 37.0 24.2 22.6 21.5 21
Two ©or More
Couples 1.4 5.2 0 4.7 7.9 11.1 4.0 4.8 9.7 5
Groups.of Friends 12.1 . 0 28.3 3.8 7.9 5.6 7.3 2.4 21.5 S
Other 1.4 6.3 10.9 3.2 4.4 3.7 4.0 2.4 4.3 7.
Totals Groups 100% 1008 100% . 100% 1003 100% 100% 100% 100% 1¢C

TABLE 40. GROUP COMPOSITION:

MANITOBANS PERCENT

Grand St. St. Norg. O'Flo. Cran. Bakers Duck Grass Isl.

Type of Group Beach Malo BAmbroise Beach River Port. Narrows Mt River Park
One Person AhAlone 4.2 1.9 1.5 2.0 0 1.8 2.9 0.5 3.3 6.8
One Family with A

Children 47.8 56.9 51.9 59.8 50.7 53.6 63.6 65.4 36.1 45.2
Two Families :

with Children 5.6 . 10.4 7.4 7.1 6.4 7.1 2.1 5.9 8.2 10.5
Organized Group 0.4 2.0 5.8 2.2 0.7 0 1.4 5 1.6 1.0
One Couple Only 18.4 10.4 16.5 13.5 22.9 25.0 23.6 15.4 23.0 16.4
Two or More

Couples 5.5 4.6 5.0 1.9 4.3 5.4 1.4 3.5 9.8 4.2
Groups of Friends 15.4 10.1 11.6 11.4 7.1 2.9 5.9 13.1 9.1
othey 2.7 3.5 .4 3.0 3.6 0 1.4 3.0 4.9 6.6
TOTAL GROUPS 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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TABLE 41. PROJECTED FAMILY AND HOUSEHOLD FORMATION FOR MANITOBA (IN THOUSANDS)

1966-1971 1971-1976 1976-1981 1981-1986 1986-1990
Initial Stock of Families 222.7 232.4 245,5 259.9 273.1
Marriages 38.5 43.5 46.6 46.9 44.9
Net Migration of Married - 6.1 - 6.0 - 6.0 5.9 - 5.7

Females

Final Stock of Families 232.4 245.5 259.9 273.1 282.6
Family Households 226.6 240.5 255.9 269.9 280.1
Non-Family Households 47.2 55.5 65.6 76.2 86.5 28
58

.Systems Research Group, Canada: Family, Household Housing Projections to

the year 2000 (Toronto; Canada: Carswell Printing Company, 1970) P. 58.




INTERLAKE

It is necessary to stress more points with reference to the Interlake
as shown on Table 38. Should the provincial government allow this region
to be poor and isolated as it is now% It is a region with more natural
resource development potentials for recreation because it has more open
spaces than the southern part of Manitoba. The Interlake is a rural area.
The region has a small population. Its present population as presented by
figure 4 is just a little above nineteen thousand people. The population
of the whole region is even less than the population of Winnipeg alomne.

What can the provincial govermment do to improve the conditions of this

region? One answer is that the government of Manitoba can invest in a large

outdoor recreational park at the confluence or at the southern part of the
Interlake which would alleviate some of the problems of the area in employ-
ment as well as upply an outdoor recreational park for the large future

recreation market centered in Winnipeg.
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FUTURE DEMAND

The basic factor that will determine the future demand for more parks
in Manitoba is the number of people. The future population of Manitoba and
its visitors is projected in Table 1. Barring a war or other catastrophe,
it seems likely that the population who will use the outdoor recreational
parks in Manitoba would triple to about 10,878,861 in 1980 and to about
30,518,934 by the year 199060 according to the forecast and predictions for

Manitoba as they are presented on Table 1.

The population of Manitoba will be more concentrated in the urban centres.
There will be more young and active people. These figures therefore suggest
a tripling of demand for Manitoba as from 1980 onward, even if participation