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There is increasing necessity to understand how tourism-

dependent economies are developing
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This work focuses on income and income inequality

e ACS: Full-time year-round earnings and GINI Index

e There are mixed opinions on income in gateway
communities

e Widespread concern of income inequality
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Research Question One:

e Are there significantitrends in the income profiles of gateway
communities? And, do these trends in income proflles differ

from comparable non-gateway communities?
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Research Question Two:

e Are there significantrelationships between the unique
characteristics of gateway communities and the income
generation and distribution within these communities?
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|dentify sample of gateway communities and benchmark
communities




|dentify gateway community specific characteristics

Park visitation

Proximity to park visitor's center

Number of other proximate gateway communities
Population size

Migration rate

Proportion of seasonal residential units
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Descriptive Statistics

Table 4
Summary of Variables
Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.

Park visitation (visits) 5,158 6,380,495 2,150,208 1,622,561
Proximity to park visitors center (km) 0.45 356.49 27.79 46.94
Number of other gateway communities within

16.1 km (10 miles) of park 0.00 Lo 3.24 e
Population size

Gateway 0 21,622 2,371 4,408

Benchmark 0 35,174 3,431 4,854
Migration proportion'

Gateway 0.00 0.58 0.08 0.08

Benchmark 0.00 1.00 0.06 0.06
Proportion of seasonal residential units’

Gateway 0.00 1.00 0.19 0.21

Benchmark 0.00 1.00 0.08 0.15
Proportion of jobs in the leisure and hospitality

industries'

Gateway 0.00 1.00 0.22 0.19

Benchmark 0.00 1.00 0.10 0.10
Full-time year-round earnings

Gateway 2,697 173,073 43,342 15,221

Benchmark 2,701 293,775 49,299 21,764
GINI Index

Gateway 0.021 0.774 0.392 0.091

Benchmark 0.000 0.865 0.397 0.078

! Values of 0 or 1.00 were investigated and did not significantly change the mean.



Research Question One

e Gateway community
mean income significantly
declined between 2010
($47,885) and 2019
($44.,422); a 7% decline

e Income inequality did not
change significantly in
gateway communities
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Research Question One

o Gateway communities
had a significantly lower
mean earnings of $5,957

e No difference in GINI
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Research Question Two

Table 5
Impacts of Predictor Variables on Full-Time Year-Round Earnings

Full Model with Significant

Main Effects Only Model Interaction
Independent
Variable Coef. Std. Err.  p-value Coef. Std. Err.  p-value
Park visitation
(thousands) 0.13 1.31 0.924 0.18 1.30 0.889
Km to Nearest Visitors
Cotes: togl) 2202.71 178.39 0.256 -250.26 177.82 0.159
Number of Nearby 32.43 54.95 0.555 51.72 54.91 0.346
Gateway Communities
};;’;‘,‘)1 Population (aquare -238.00 179.36 0.185 -262.90 178.32 0.140
Migration Proportion 11,067.88  4,093.10 0.007 -1142461  4,067.93 0.005
(square root)
ISJ:::““' Regidential 3844457  7,056.44 <0.001 -5423680  8,604.58 <0.001
Proportion of Recreation 1053453 4777.13 0.036 -24360.77  6,558.82 <0.001
Industry Jobs
Seasonal Residential
Units * Proportion of 47.990.32 15,168.53 0.002

Recreation Industry Jobs




Research Question Two

Table 6

Impacts of Independent Variables on GINI Index

Predictor Variable Coef. Std. Err. p-value
National Park Visitation (thousands) <.001 <.001 0.840
Km to Nearest Visitor’s Center (log 10) 0.001 0.001 0.178
Number of Nearby Gateway Communities 0.000 <0.001 0.577
Total Population (square root) 0.001 0.001 0.192
Migration Proportion -0.001 0.022 0.951
Seasonal Residential Units 0.050 0.041 0.223
Proportion of Recreation Industry Jobs 0.023 0.025 0.342
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Seasonal Residential Units
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Seasonal Residential Units

e Limiting the number of residential units for seasonal
workers is not an option

e There is some precedent for limiting the number of second
homes within gateway communities
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Migration Proportion

e Important for community
planners to consider given
trends

o Need for survey work to
disaggregate the data

e Encourage in-migration of full-
time residents employed in
iIndustries other than leisure

L

and hospitality s e




Proportion of Jobs in the Leisure and Hospitality Industry

o Gateway —
communities may BN
see greater -
returns on local
income levels if
they diversify
their economy

Photo credw-tripadvisoﬂdrﬁ
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Income inequality may only be notably high in certain gateway

communities
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Manner of reporting income affects income inequality measures

e Income is only reported for primary residents

o Retirees have low or
no reported income
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Income inequality may be more visible in gateway communities

Photo credit:
tripadvisor.co

\"\;:

-' S * ‘: bPV TR
; :7"—-.:"-",\ mﬁ\pas'com /]




. Conclusions & Implications =

» Reduce proportion of seasonal residential units

e Encourage in-migration of full-time residents employed in
Industries other than leisure and hospitality 57

» Diversify the economy and decrease the proportion of jobs
In the leisure and hospitality industry

» Targeted efforts on all three fronts
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