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CAMPER REACTIONS TO FEES AND CHARGES 

W. G. Beardsley and D. P. Duncan ~/ 

During July, 1964, 200 camping parties were interviewed in campgrounds at five 
Minnesota state parks. The number of interviews per park was predetermined according to 
the 1961 ratio of total campers at each of the parks: Wm. O'Brien, Gooseberry Falls, 
Scenic, Itasca, and Whitewater. Camping parties were interviewed to determine their atti
tude toward fees and charges for use of state parks. The study represents a sample of 
campers in these parks and should be interpreted accordingly. 

Campers were asked their opinion of the present $2.00 annual vehicle fee for 
entrance to state parks. The responses were as follows: 

satisfactory 
unsatisfactory 

a. too high (most said by 0 - SO¢) 
b. too low 

other answers 
Total 

Number 
191 

7 
5 
2 

2 
200 

Percent 
95.5 
3.5 

2.5 
1.0 

1.0 ---100.0 
When asked if the present fees for facilities and services within the park were 

satisfactory, too high, or too low, over three-fourths said they were all right. Answers 
were: 

Number Percent 
satisfactory 156 78.0 
unsatisfactory (some respondents made 43 21.5 

two entries below) 
a. o to 2s¢ too high for firewood 23 ll.s 
b. o to 2s¢ too high for electricity 4 2.0 
c. too high for camping (most said 

26¢ to sO¢ too high) 18 9.0 
d. too low for camping 1 0.5 

other answers 1 0.5 ---Total 200 100.0 
Fees b2ing charged at the time of interviewing were 2s¢ per bundle of firewood, 2s¢ per 
day for electricity hookup, and $1.50 per campsite per day. 

Of the campers interviewed, 91% (182) were content with the present method of 
charging an entrance fee and then separate facility and service fees within the park. 
Of the 7% (14) complaining, most suggested a higher entrance fee and lower facility-service 
fees. The remaining 2% expressed no opinion. 

Campers were asked to suggest the best method, in their opinion, to acquire addi
tional revenue for improving the parks, if this became necessary. Campers chose from a 
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list of possible answers as follows: 

pay the bill from increased state 
charge higher entrance fees 
charge higher facility and service 
raise both types of fees somewhat 
other suggestions 

taxes 

fees in the parks 

Total 

Number Percent 
43 21.5 
32 16.0 
48 24.0 
60 30.0 
17 8.5 

200 100.0 
Increased user fees of some type"were preferred over increased taxes by 70% (140) of 
campers, thus showing strong support for the user fee philosophy as presented in the 
graph below. 
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Minnesota residents pref~rred increased fees over increased taxes by 70% to 24%, as 
did non-residents by 69% to 19%. AnalYSis of camper answers grouped by gross annual 
family income showed approximately the same response-ratio regardless of reported income. 

An attempt was made to determine a suggested entrance fee level at which campers 
thought they might seek to substitute outdoor recreation in other places fot that in 
state parks. A successively lower entrance fee beginning with $10 was proposed to the 
respondent until he said "Yes, I would be willing to pay that amount." Possible respon
ses, frequency of responses, cumulative frequency, and gross revenue that would hypotheti
cally be received from this sample at each fee level are: 

Cumulative Gross 
Amount Number Users Number Users Revenue 
$10.00 19 19 $190.00 

8.00 11 30 240.00 
6.00 41 71 426.00 
4.00 66 137 548.00 
3.00 29 166 498.00 
2.50 7 173 432.50 
2.25 1 174 391.50 
2.00 (present fee) 26 200 400.00 

A similar approach to the camping privilege fee yielded the following: 
Cumulative Gross 

Amount Number Users Number Users Revenue 
$4.00 8 8 $32.00 
3.00 16 24 72.00 
2.50 50 74 185.00 
2.00 60 134 268.00 
1.75 15 149 260.75 
1.50 (present fee) 51 200 300.00 

Results of this study indicate strong camper support for the present state park fee 
system. Also, campers may be willing to pay higher fees (especially entrance fees) 
should an increase become necessary. Further study is suggested to substantiate results 
reported here, and to investigate fee manipulation as an influence on the use of state 
parks and campgrounds. 
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