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Washington State Snapshot

e 446 million days of outdoor recreation each year
* 521.6 billion in expenditures

e $20.5 billion in economic contributions

e 200,000 jobs

e 23 million acres of public land
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Calculating a Visitor Day
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Sources: Esri, USGS, NOAA
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Contributions and Impacts

Total In-State

_ . Economic Contribution
Spending associated $20.5 billion

with outdoor recreation
in Washington
$21.6 billion

Direct In- Indirect

State Economic Economic
Contribution Contribution
Leakage Out of $12.5 billion  $3.3 billion
State
$9.1 billion
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What about Alaska

168 million for AK
VS.
23 million for WA

Division of Forestry




Net biocapacity by state

With an abundance of resources, lower Ecological Footprints, and/or smaller populations,
only 16 states are currently living within the means of their natural resources.

Each state's Ecological Footprint was calculated by ad- resources with each other. But there can be economic have substantial autonomy to set policy within their
justing the national average Ecological Footprint by the impacts assocated with such trade, such as food price borders to manage their resources and influence their
state's relative consumption level. State biocapacity was  increases. Consequently, states that manage their re- population's Ecolbgical Footprint. Examples include
estimated by allocating the U.S. biocapadity proportional  sources carefully may be better positioned for a future estblshing renewable energy goals, offering tay incen-

to each state's relative land productivity. in which natural capital becomes increasingly scarce tives to consumers, adopting palicies to protect public
Each state is unigue, and states can easily trade and mone valuable. States jas well as cties and regions)  land, and investing in public transportation systems.
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The Mat-Su has a
lot to offer

PETERSVILLE
L]

WILLOW
i

#
H EL'U‘?T ON

BI LAKEGVASI-L%,
° )
KNIK
] :

ECONOMICS




Valuing the other assets

ECOSYSTEM ECOSYSTEM
Natural Capital Functions
and Assets

Forest
and Watershed Capture and
Storage
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Mat-Su 2050: Keeping the Character of the Valley.



Four Categories
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Provisioning Regulating Supporting Cultural
Services Services Services Service

t.%w%é'.‘ A oo S0 ‘“;&.ﬁs‘% »

A
EARTH == MMS“

ECONOMICS = < 2"5“
N

>




EARTH
ECONOMICS



ECOSYSTEM SERVICES AND LAND COVER TYPES VALUED IN THE MAT-SU
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Food
Raw Materials
Water Supply

Biological Control
Climate Stability
Moderation of Extreme Events

Pollination

Sail Formation
Waste Treatment
Water Regulation
Habitat and Nursery

Aestheti nformation ] o xx ]
Recreaton and Tourism -------

KEY

Ecosystem service produced by land cover and valued in this report

Ecosystem service produced by land cover but is not valued in this report -
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S20 billion o
S50 billion

per year
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the Mat-Su Borough receives
For every over
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spent in operating

in community
assets and health benefits.
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