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INTRODUCTION

As a product, tourism is unusual. It is a globalised, internationally traded service and yet it is very
local in nature. As an export product, it is also unusual in that the customer must be brought to the
product rather than the more traditional approach of delivering the product to the customer.
Consequently transport, environment, facilities and local culture all play important roles in defining
the unique nature of any tourism product.

Even the most local tourism product is exposed to international events such as September 11 or Foot

& Mouth disease. However domestic tourism in Ireland has proven less vulnerable than inbound
tourism to external shocks in the past. The recente mer ge nc ec aotfila'nsgt"atyda y ons”
the common lexicon suggests that domestic tourism once again is proving resilient in facing the
current global economic downturn. It also suggests that domestic day visits make an important
contribution to overall domestic tourism.

The Republic of Ireland is a small country with a total area of only 70,282 km? From the extreme
northerly point, to the extreme southerly point Ireland is 486 km long and from the most easterly
point to the most westerly point Ireland is 275 km wide. Yet even in such a geographically small area,
regional identities and patterns are clearly evident. For this reason the CSO in Ireland compiles
tourism statistics at NUTS 1, 2 and 3 (Regional Authority) digit levels. However users regularly
demand results at the NUTS 4 (or County) level, highlighting the importance of understanding local
and regional dynamics.

In 2006 CSO first published a series of origin — destination matrices (CSO, 2006) for domestic tourism.
These matrices compiled aggregate flows for the six years 2000 — 2005 to provide a stable and robust
set of data. They were produced at the NUTS 3 level i.e. 8 x 8 matrices and were limited to tourism
trips involving overnight stays and did not include any same day visit activity. Although simplistic,
these origin-destination matrices revealed the complexity of domestic travel patterns. The flows
highlight the gravitational pull of cities as centres for business travel and rural locations for holiday
trips.

!fStay-cati onso refer to vacations or holidagsi emk@&nr éfme
trips.
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HOUSEHOLD TRAVEL SURVEY

The primary data source for this paper is the Household Travel Survey (HTS). The HTS was first
launched by the CSO in the first quarter of 2000 and first results were published on December 19,
2003 (Q1 2000 — Q1 2003). The survey covers all non-routine, non-work overnight trips, both
domestic and international.

The questionnaire has three sections. Part A establishes Household Composition, i.e. the number of
persons in the household, their ages and their gender. Relationships between members of the
household are not established. These data are required whether any trips were taken by members of
the household or not. Part B determines if any overnight trips were taken. Part C is relevant only to
those households where overnight trips were taken.

The following variables are requested:

Destination (main country if outbound or county if domestic)

Who went (number of persons and who they were)

When (month of departure)

Why (main purpose of journey)

Length of trip (the number of nights spent away from home)
Accommodation (main type)

How the trip was booked

Transport used (main mode)

Total expenditure

10. (last trip only) Package

11. (last trip only) Other accommodation (not included in package)
12. (last trip only) Other transportation (not included in package)
13. (last trip only) Other excursions/tours (not included in package)
14. (last trip only) Other food (not included in package)

15. (last trip only) Shopping

16. Pre-payments made in advance

17. Port of departure

18. Number of nights (if any) spent in Ireland, en route to, or returning from a trip abroad.

OCXN AW

For all variables, respondents are asked to detailt h e “ mai n ”if multipderdéstinationSave
visited or if multiple forms of accommodation or transport are used the full trip is attributed to a
single destination, purpose, accommodation or transport type. It should be noted that all expenditure
is attributed to the primary destination, and this expenditure is divided over all participants on the
trip equally i.e. children spend as much as adults.

The survey is a random stratified sample, where each quarter private households are randomly
selected from District Electoral Divisions on the Electoral Register. The sample size of 13,000
households represents roughly 0.9% of the estimated 1.5 million private households in the state. Data
is collected via postal survey. On receipt, returned forms are scanned and then a small number of
micro and macro edits and imputations (e.g. business expenditure) are completed.

Survey results are grossed to population by using a two stage weighting process. In stage 1, the survey

results are weighted to household population estimates classified by household type (i.e. number of
persons aged 18 or more) and region (at NUTS 3 or planning regionlevel). The EIl ect or al Re
be used as a grossing frame, as it is a static register and does not adequately capture the growth or
distribution of the population on a quarterly basis. Consequently household population estimates are

sourced from the Quarterly National Household Survey (QNHS).
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Response rates for the HTS have never been particularly enviable, although for a postal survey they

are still reasonable. In the early years of the survey some follow up studies of non-respondents were
conducted to try and determine whether non-r e spondent s had simply not
actually travelled and di tem! Thesé swelies werd iacondugivev e y
Fortunately from the frontier tourism surveys the volume of outbound Irish tourism is known.
Comparing these datasets, it was clear that the HTS under reports outbound traffic by roughly 15%. A

clear seasonal pattern has also been identified to this under reporting, which is always higher during

Q4 and Q1. Consequently in stage 2, the international or outbound HTS results are calibrated with the
outbound tourism frontier survey results. The same calibration is also applied to domestic tourism
results, on the assumption that the under-estimation of domestic travel is no better or worse than for
international travel.

A re-engineered HTS is scheduled to be launched in January 2010. The most significant change being
introduced is the change in periodicity, from quarterly to monthly. This change will reduce
respondent recall period and also allow CSO to publish domestic and outbound tourism figures on a
monthly basis, providing the industry with more timely information. The change from quarterly to
monthly also introduces a conceptual change; where previously respondents were asked to detail trips
taken in the reference quarter, now they will be asked to detail trips they have returned from in the
reference month. A number of other changes, such as the expenditure categories must also be
changed to bring them more in line with TSA requirements.

REGIONS

In the past decade the Irish Government has prioritised balanced regional development as a policy
objective in successive national spatial and development strategies (Dept. of Finance, 1999 & 2006 and
Dept. of Environment and Local Government, 2002). This is in turn has generated much debate as to
what exactly the most appropriate regions are and how balanced development for those regions can
be achieved.

Unsurprisingly, regional statistics are now emerging as one of the most important data gaps for a
number of statistical domains. In 2006 the National Statistics Board in Ireland conducted a survey of
statistics users and asked them to review the output from the Central Statistics Office (NSB, 2007).
Insufficient regional data emerged as one of the most frequent shortcomings raised across all
statistical domains and user categories. This is a significant challenge (particularly in the context of
contracting resources) to the statistical system as coherent and sustainable regional statistics are
typically expensive to compile and impose a heavy burden on respondents. This widening interest in
regional statistics has also prompted some discussion around what is the appropriate level of sub-
national territorial disaggregation i.e. what are the most appropriate statistical regions? And crucially,
should the same regions be used across all statistical domai ns i . e. should a t¢
different from other institutional or statistical territories?

Membership of the EU has led to the creation and adoption of the NUTS2 regions in Ireland. While the
NUTS 4 level regions correspond to the longstanding county structures in Ireland, the NUTS
classification doesn’t ot h e r-natiosakfrantewarks er Snptioutioths. t o
The NUTS 3 regions are the eight Regional Authorities established under the Local Government Act,
1991 and came into operation on 1 January 1994. The NUTS 2 regions, which were proposed by
Government and agreed by Eurostat in 1999, are groupings of the NUTS 3 regions (see Figure 3.1).

This has posed a challenge for sub-national or regional statistics in Ireland. Official statistics in Ireland
are compiled and disseminated using the NUTS classifications. Consequently any official sub-national

2 Nomenclature of Territorial Units
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tourism tables that might be constructed will necessarily correspond with the NUTS classifications.

For example, the proposed EU regulation on tourism statistics3 requires some data to be compiled for
NUTS 2 regions. This doesn’t present any real (
a largely meaningless disaggregation. However for several European member states, NUTS 2 is a
relevant and meaningful disaggregation. This raises the thorny issue of what is the optimal level for
comparable sub-national tourism statistics across the EU and the wider UN.

Another challenge in Ireland has been the adoption of the NUTS classification as many state bodies and
institutions do not organise their work or compile their data on this basis. Consequently, in Ireland

there are a myriad of regional classifications, ranging from health, environmental or police regions to

tourism regions, none of which correspond with NUTS. Shoul d a tourism “regio
other institutional or statistical territories, such as environment, health or economy? Does it make

sense that there should only be a single sub-national environmental framework? There are often good

reasons why different state bodies and institutions do not organise their work or compile their data on

the basis of NUTS classifications. Nevertheless an equally strong case could be made that in a small

country like Ireland, a single regional structure and classification system would be a more efficient
outcome.

® A proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on European Statistics on Tourism was
presented to the European Statistical System Committee (ESSC) for consideration on October 2™ 2009.
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Figure 3.1 Republic of Ireland — NUTS 3 Regions
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The regions used for this paper (and all official Tourism statistics) correspond to the eight NUTS 3
planning regions. These regions differ somewha
industry and associations. Luckily in the case of tourism, the NUTS 3 and tourism regions do not differ
significantly.

DOMESTIC TOURISM

The importance of domestic tourism is frequently overlooked in Ireland. The media tend to focus on
the more exotic international travel patterns. Yet between 2000 and 2008, domestic tourism
generated over €10 billion worth of spending (i
€1,546 million in 2008, yielding an annualised i

During the same period almost 63 million domestic trips involving an overnight stay away from home
were taken and over 215 million nights were spent away from home. The number of domestic trips
grew from just over 5.4 million in 2000 to almost 8.3 million in 2008, a growth of over 52% or 8.8% on
an annualised basis.

As noted in the introduction, tourism had to contend with a number of shocks in recent years, but
most notably the September 11 atrocities and the outbreak of Foot and Mouth disease during 2001
and more recently, a significant global economic downturn. These events have had a notable effect on
inbound tourism to Ireland, whereas domestic tourism has remained a more stable influence on
national* tourism.

During the period 2000 — 2008 the number of domestic tourism trips taken increased by 52%
compared with a growth rate of 24% for inbound tourism. On an annualised basis, domestic trips
grew by 8.8% per annum compared with 4.4% for inbound trips. It is notable that in 2001 and 2008,
the years when the above mentioned shocks hit, the number of inbound trips to Ireland declined (by -
5% and -2% respectively), whereas the number of domestic trips increased (by 15% and 5%
respectively).

Figure 4.1 — Domestic, Inbound & Outbound Trips, 2000 -2008( 0 0 0’ s )
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Comparing trips is simplistic and overstates the performance of the domestic market in real terms (i.e.
expenditure) as the domestic and inbound markets are very different with significantly different
average length of stays; 3.1 nights for domestic tourism (in 2008) as against 8.1 nights for inbound.
Nevertheless the above comparison illustrates an important lesson for Ireland: domestic tourism
would appear to be less exposed to external shocks than inbound tourism and thus provides an
important stabilising influence on national tourism overall. As a result, after what has been quite a
challenging decade for tourism in Ireland, domestic tourism now accounts for 52% of the national
tourism market (in terms of trips) compared with only 46% in 2000.

ORIGIN - DESTINATION MATRIX

In 2006 CSO published a series of origin — destination matrices (CSO, 2006) for domestic tourism.
These matrices were limited to tourism trips involving overnight stays and did not include any same
day visit activity. Nevertheless these matrices revealed the complexity of domestic travel patterns,
highlighting the gravitational pull of cities as centres for business travel and rural locations for holiday
trips.

The original matrices were aggregated for the six years 2000 to 2005, to provide a stable and robust
set of data. The structure of the origin — destination matrices are reproduced in Appendix 1 but have
been compiled for a single year, 2008 (the latest full year available). Table A1-1 provides details for all
domestic tourism and shows that residents of the Dublin region accounted for 32% of domestic trips
taken in 2008, but of these only 3% were taken within the Dublin region itself. Given the relatively
small geographic size of Dublin and the fact it is predominantly urban, this is not surprising as many of
trips made within Dublin are probably dayvisitsand don’t require an overni

Although Dublin is the geographically smallest region, it contains the capital city and approximately

28% of the total population (CSO, 2008). When the number of trips are standardised to take account

of the population, residents of Dublin still make more trips than residents of any other region, taking

an average of 2.3 trips per person compared with a national average of 2.0 trips. The most popular
destination for Dubl in r &sst whhhdccounteddos 24% bfall tfips.u n ny
Broadly speaking the same patterns hold true for nights.

Residents of the South-West region took 1.3 million trips and spent 4.1 million nights away from
home. 534,000 trips (or 42% of all trips) and over 2 million nights (50% of all nights) were taken
within the SW region itself. Only 3% of trips and nights were spent in the Border region. The South-
West region is a very popular destination with most other regions and typically attracts the longest
average length of stay (ALS) of all the regions.

While the South-We st r egi on generated the most domestic e
the Dublin region generated the highest averageper di em spends, averaging
state average of €59.

Business trips accounted for 8% of all trips. Examining these trips, Dublin attracted 31% of all trips
made in 2008. The South-West (which includes Cork city) and the West (which includes Galway city)
accounted for 18% and 14% respectively. This suggests that cities have a significant gravitational pull,
particularly for business trips, as those three regions combined accounted for 63% of all business trips
made and 64% of business expenditure. The average per diem spending on business trips was
noticeably higher for business trips .than for tr

Figure 6.1 illustrates the primary direction of business trips made in Ireland. The black arrows signify
the main or most dominant direction of trips made. For every region, with the exception of Dublin
itself and the Mid-East (collectively known as the Greater Dublin Area) the Dublin region was the
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destination for between 35% and 57% of all the business trips originating in all the other regions. The
primary flow of business trips from the GDA was to the South-West (red arrows). Of course these
arrows only account for 39% of business trips made.

It is very difficult to graphically capture the full complexity of the origin-destination matrix. The
relatively modest 8 x 8 matrix published in Ireland would require 64 arrows to illustrate all the inter-
regional flows relating to business trips. The secondary flows (i.e. second most important destination)
is more complex and only accounts for an additional 15% of total business trips made. In broad terms
secondary business trips originating along the Western — Midland axis tended to flow south, into the
South-West, whereas trips originating along the South-East — North-East axis tended to flow west. The
relatively small amount of business trips to and from the South-West/South-East and the Border
regions is also evident.

Figure 5.1 Primary direction of Business Trips in Ireland, 2008
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In 2008, 53% of all trips were mad¢foritliday purposes and the primary or most popular destination
accounted for 35% of these trips. Figure 6.2 illustrates how the primary flow of traffic for holiday trips
is very different to that of business trips. In broad terms, four distinct patterns are evident. Residents
of the Western and South-West regions take more domestic holidays in their own regions than
anywhere else (hence the smiley face). This is particularly striking in the South-West where holidays
within the region accounted for 56% of all holiday trips.
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Over 29% of all domestic holiday trips originating in the GDA were taken in the “ s u n n yh*EastSo u t
The single most popular domestic holiday destination for residents of the South-East (itself a holiday
destination) and Mid-West regions was the South-West, accounting for 38% of their combined trips.

The most popular destination for the Border and Midland regions was the West.

Figure 5.2 Primary direction of Holiday Trips in Ireland, 2008
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What is noticeable is the most popular destination region is either the region of residence itself or a
neighbouring region. Similar to business trips, the relatively modest amount of traffic between the
Border region and the South-West/South-East is evident.

The data (see Appendix 1) is for 2008 only. However when these travel patterns are compared with

previous years or if the data are aggregated over a longer time period the broad patterns and
magnitudes are remarkably stable.

EXTENDING THE MATRIX

9
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In 2004 the first TSA was published for Ireland on a pilot basis (Deegan et al, 2004). As part of this
exercise, the CSO estimated that 84,000 nights of the 35.5 million nights spend on international travel
should in fact be attributed to domestic tourism (i.e. nights spent by Irish residents en-route to or
returning from overseas destinations). Subsequent improvements made to the Household Travel
Survey following the pilot TSA included questions regarding port of departure and number of nights
spent in Ireland en route or returning from international destinations being added. The resulting data
are revealing, and suggest that the portion of outbound nights that should be attributed to domestic
tourism is closer to 2% of total nights rather than 0.2% (i.e. in 2008, 1.3 million nights of the 63.5
million outbound nights were spent in Ireland).

Table A1-4 (see Appendix 1) shows an Origin-Port of Departure Matrix for 2008. This is a matrix for
port of departure for international trips, but it can be subset into only those trips where at least one
night was spent in Ireland (i.e. the domestic portion of the trip). For 2008 approximately 4% of all
international trips involved an overnight in Ireland, accounting for approximately 2% of all
international nights.

Sixty six percent of all international tourist trips departed via Dublin airport. Cork, Shannon and
Knock airports accounted for an additional 21% of trips and the other five regional airports only
accounted for 2% of outbound tourism traffic between them. Combined traffic through all the sea
ports only accounted for about 5% of all overseas trips. Although not presented in the tabular results,
whether trips are business or holiday trips is likely to be an important determinant on choice of
airport, as many of the regional airports only offer routes to other regional airports, whereas Dublin,
Cork and Shannon offer a greater choice of routes, notably including hub airports such as Heathrow,
Amsterdan-Schipol, Paris-Charles de Gaulle and Frankfurt-Hahn, which might be important for
business or long-haul travel. For example, in June 20095 Dublin airport offered 220 direct
international routes, Cork had 82 available whereas Kerry airport only had 4 international routes
available.

Residents of the Border region departed through Dublin airport for 62% of their tourism trips
(irrespective of mode) and an additional 17% were taken via air or sea port in Northern Ireland.
Residents from Dublin took 90% of their overseas tourism trips via Dublin airport, with the bulk of the
residual taken via one of the main sea ports on the east coast, the choice of which would largely be
determined by destination. Similarly residents of the Mid-East took 87% of their trips via Dublin
airport. 63% of trips by residents from the South-West were via Cork airport, 11% via Dublin and
14% Shannon.

Primary flows are presented in Figure 6.1. Dublin airport accounts for approximately 74% of all
tourism flights taken by Irish residents. For all regions, except the South-West and the Mid-West
where the local airport dominates (i.e. Cork and Shannon — and the smiley faces) the primary flow of
traffic is to and from Dublin airport.

Figure 6.1 Origin — Port of Departure matrix (Primary Flows), 2008

® The latest data published on the Airport-Pairings Database.
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Regional Authorities in Ireland
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Several other dimensions could be added to the origin-destination matrix, such as age, trips involving
children, trips excluding children, gender and of course seasonal patterns. These are likely to highlight
subtle but important distinctions in travel and tourism patterns. Furthermore multi-dimensional
matrices can be compiled by combing these variables. However cell sizes will become very small and
several years data would need to be aggregated to ensure more reliable results. For this reason, CSO
does not usually publish origin-destination tables for a specific year, but rather for an aggregation of
five years. For the purposes of this paper, tables for a single year (2008) have been compiled, and as a
consequence, some of the cells may yield rather erratic results. This is particularly the case with tables
A1-4 and so care should be taken when going beyond very general trend or interpretations.

CONCLUSIONS, QUESTIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

Even in a small country like Ireland, travel patterns are complex and may differ significantly
depending on purpose. The O-D matrices provide an insight into these patterns and suggest, for
example, that large cities have an important gravitational pull, particularly for business tourism. In
nothing else, O-D matrices reinforce just how valuable regional data are for understanding what is
going at the national level.

11
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But how should we proceed at an international level? Within a European context, new legislation

should be passing into law in 2010, which will mean in all likelihood that emphasis for the coming

years will be placed on implementation and compliance. The road to agreeing this EU regulation has

been torturous, involving 5 years of negotiati ol
still get past Council and the EU Parliament) so the appetite at Eurostat to embark on another
harmonised project may be understandably dull. Nevertheless, there should still be scope between

UN, OECD and Eurostat to begin formulating the parameters or scope of what future data
requirements should be.

For the purposes of this paper a number of 0-D matrices were presented. However several other
dimensions could be added, such as age, trips involving (excluding) children, gender and of course
seasonal patterns. Equally the flow of expenditure between regions could be mapped. These are likely
to highlight subtle but important distinctions in travel and tourism patterns. Furthermore multi-
dimensional matrices can be compiled by combing these variables but of course a trade-off must be
made against quality as the dimensions become more refined. The examination the domestic leg of
outbound trips (i.e. where the intermediate destination is the port or airport of departure) has
clarified the importance and magnitude of domestic tourism. The O-D matrix for the port of departure
also suggests that proximity of port and availability of routes are important determinants of travel
patterns.

The inclusion of day visits into a domestic origin-destination matrix could well have profound effects

on the travel patterns described above. The lack of data on these trips is a serious limitation, both in

terms of understanding the overall contribution of domestic tourism but also in understanding how

and why people move around | rel”"amd.assTHe cavtveémniny
the Household Travel Survey, is also problematic, as it fails to clarify the importance of sport, religion

and education as motives for travel. The CSO hope to address many of these shortcomings in 2009.
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Appendix 1: Tables

Table A1 —1: Origin — Destination Matrix for all Domestic
Trips, Nights & Expenditure, 2008

Al Trips

Region Visited - 2008

Mid- Mid- Mid- South- South-
Border Dublin East West lands East West West Total

Region of Residence 000's
Total Domestic - Trips 979 1,184 522 871 294 1,264 1,928 1,296 8,338
Border 179 168 61 54 25 56 75 165 783
Dublin 371 78 204 280 133 652 531 451 2,700
Mid-East 126 67 60 96 34 177 183 172 915
Mid-West 45 132 37 106 19 64 229 85 717
Midland 54 55 22 48 20 67 65 85 416
South-East 52 180 54 74 24 115 211 83 793
South-West 38 293 53 137 17 100 534 109 1,281
West 115 211 30 76 21 34 100 146 733

Total Domestic - Nights 3,128 2,650 1435 2,575 646 4,390 7,129 4,242 26,195

Border 570 376 145 201 54 186 281 510 2,323
Dublin 1,307 203 605 871 297 2,393 2,057 1,639 9,372
Mid-East 352 108 178 281 86 699 736 675 3,115
Mid-West 179 267 102 345 46 172 697 254 2,062
Midland 164 121 62 151 41 160 234 205 1,138
South-East 139 353 109 146 48 371 696 244 2,106
South-West 123 644 157 389 35 333 2,077 365 4,123
West 294 578 78 192 38 76 351 352 1,959
a mi
Total Expenditure 1649 1921 91.0 12338 421 246.8 411.3 274.0 1,546.0
Border 27.3 30.8 7.5 9.8 3.4 13.6 15.2 33.7 1413
Dublin 65.7 13.2 48.7 42.2 16.0 130.0 126.7 1085 551.0
Mid-East 19.7 7.8 8.9 15.1 6.9 34.8 43.6 36.3 173.1
Mid-West 11.3 194 3.7 12.0 39 10.7 39.7 16.1 116.8
Midland 7.7 7.8 3.8 7.5 29 121 154 19.3 76.5
South-East 95 27.6 5.9 6.7 3.7 19.8 48.7 15.1 137.0
South-West 6.0 48.2 6.8 19.1 3.0 20.4 96.2 20.1 2198

West 17.7 37.3 5.7 114 2.3 54 25.8 249 1305
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Table A1 —2: Origin — Destination Matrix for Domestic Business
Trips, Nights & Expenditure, 2008

Business Trips

Region Visited - 2008

Mid- Mid- Mid- South- South-
Border Dublin East West lands East West West Total

000's
Total Domestic - Trips 55 203 39 62 33 57 120 89 658
Border 12 29 7 4 4 8 9 11 84
Dublin 15 4 15 25 12 28 48 37 184
Mid-East 3 5 11 2 3 16 13 58
Mid-West 4 23 1 3 3 3 7 53
Midland 4 11 2 2 3 3 2 31
South-East 4 25 3 5 2 3 8 57
South-West 4 61 3 9 4 7 18 6 112
West 7 45 3 4 3 3 8 6 79
Total Domestic - Nights 199 392 77 142 53 136 297 277 1,573
Border 60 62 21 9 7 20 19 33 231
Dublin 35 5 26 49 16 79 98 128 436
Mid-East 6 7 26 3 6 31 39 127
Mid-West 54 48 2 9 5 19 10 151
Midland 6 16 2 8 7 5 56
South-East 9 51 3 5 2 16 18 111
South-West 15 118 7 26 6 12 84 30 298
West 15 84 9 10 5 3 22 15 163

a mi

Total Expenditure 15.6 451 7.9 14.8 6.6 13.3 35.9 236 1628
Border 35 75 15 14 0.8 33 18 2.8 22.6
Dublin 3.2 1.0 3.3 4.7 2.2 5.7 17.3 13.0 50.4
Mid-East 0.9 04 0.3 2.9 0.5 0.7 54 22 13.3
Mid-West 45 5.2 0.2 0.5 0.9 04 1.3 14 14.4
Midland 0.5 2.6 0.0 0.9 0.8 04 0.7 0.7 6.6
South-East 0.7 6.0 0.7 0.9 0.4 0.9 23 0.9 12.8
South-West 13 154 0.6 25 0.8 1.2 4.6 13 27.7

West 1.0 7.0 13 1.0 0.2 0.7 25 13 15.0
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Table A1 —3: Origin — Destination Matrix for Domestic Holiday
Trips, Nights & Expenditure, 2008

Holiday Trips

Region Visited - 2008

Mid- Mid- Mid- South- South-

Border Dublin East West lands East West West Total

000's

Total Domestic - Trips 497 433 239 386 125 843 1,145 731 4,399
Border 91 58 18 21 6 27 34 102 357
Dublin 206 33 118 107 60 463 261 249 1,497
Mid-East 69 33 32 43 20 121 91 97 506
Mid-West 18 37 15 52 4 29 157 44 356
Midland 31 17 10 26 11 46 32 56 229
South-East 16 88 20 27 14 82 144 36 427
South-West 9 92 15 66 62 381 53 681
West 57 74 10 43 12 45 94 342
Total Domestic - Nights 1,733 909 767 1,292 299 3,318 4,846 2,490 15,654
Border 303 116 44 79 13 99 167 304 1,125
Dublin 858 113 411 372 160 1,903 1,229 953 5,999
Mid-East 201 56 117 139 41 572 462 375 1,963
Mid-West 53 66 47 230 13 91 511 164 1,175
Midland 108 31 30 89 23 112 130 151 674
South-East 49 152 42 72 32 259 527 130 1,263
South-West 33 199 45 189 7 245 1,620 172 2,510
West 128 177 30 122 10 37 201 240 945

mi

Total Expenditure 106.1 82.9 61.0 76.0 23.7 2011 293.7 1834 1,027.9
Border 16.3 12.9 3.8 4.6 1.3 7.9 10.1 23.4 80.3
Dublin 47.7 8.2 375 244 10.2 1103 77.9 69.8 386.0
Mid-East 14.1 51 5.8 8.9 4.5 324 28.7 253 1248
Mid-West 3.8 6.7 19 9.6 1.7 7.7 32.2 9.2 72.8
Midland 6.2 21 2.6 53 1.3 9.7 104 15.0 52.6
South-East 6.1 14.9 3.7 3.8 2.7 14.0 404 9.7 95.3
South-West 2.2 20.3 3.2 10.6 0.7 16.7 7.7 140 1454
West 9.7 12.7 25 8.8 1.3 24 16.3 17.0 70.7
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Table A1 —4: Origin — Port of Departure Matrix for International Trips, 2008

Airport Sea Port Northern Ireland
Dublin  Cork Shannon Knock Other Dublin Rosslare  Cork  Other Port/Airport Visiting Total

All International trips

Border 433 2 11 28 20 21 7 2 117 51 695
Dublin 2,787 9 3 1 3 91 30 4 2 9 148 3,087
Mid-East 900 3 1 - 1 57 15 2 - 7 45 1,031
Mid-West 113 49 331 1 8 12 27 1 - 2 21 565
Midland 297 5 20 3 1 15 5 - - 1 20 367
South-East 398 125 68 - 40 16 46 1 2 2 20 718
South-West 109 624 139 2 31 7 21 16 1 3 29 982
West 238 8 169 75 39 13 11 3 - 4 35 595
Total 5274 825 742 110 143 232 163 29 8 145 371 8,042
International trips involving an overnight in Irela

Border 34 - 2 1 - 4 - - - - - 41
Dublin 17 - 2 - - 1 2 - - 1 - 23
Mid-East 12 - - - - - - - - - 1 13
Mid-West 25 3 3 - - 1 2 - - - 1 35
Midland 16 1 1 - - 1 1 - - - - 20
South-East 48 4 6 - - - 2 - - - 1 61
South-West 42 15 9 - - 4 - - - 1 74
West 52 - 7 1 1 1 - - - 1 66
Total 246 24 29 2 1 14 12 - - 1 4 333
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