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I. INTRODUCTION 

During the sp r ing  senes tcr  of t h e  1974-1975 academic year ,  t h e  
Sociology Research Ycthods c l a s s  conducted a survey p e r t s i n i n g  t o  land use 
and land use plenning i n  t h e  Gwensboro-Daviess County area .  The study w a s  
done p r imar i ly  t o  acquaint c l a s s  members wi th  t h e  vzr ious  s t e p s  and pro- 
cedures involved i n  conducting a survey and w r i t i n g  a re sea rch  r epor t .  

Because of t h e  time and expense involved i n  in t e rv iewing  a random 
sample of Gwensboro-Daviess County r e s i d e n t s ,  t h e  c l a s s  decided t o  use 
mailed ques t ionnai r  esl  and nn acc iden ta l  sample of s e l e c t e d  c l t e g o r i e s  of 
r e s i d e n t s .  The s e l e c t e d  ca tcgor i e s  profess ions1  people of Ovensboro 
and both farm and nonfsrm r e s i d e n t s  of r u r a l  U-zviess County. The d a t a  
from the  quest iormaires were t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  NcBee Keysort cards  f o r  s o r t i n g  
and t abu la t ing .  

Limi ta t ions  a r c  umvoidable  i n  a s tudy designzd p r imar i ly  a s  a 
l ea rn ing  experience f o r  s tuden t s  who have had no previous courses i n  r e -  
search  methods. Items on t h e  ques t ionnai re  were kept  t o  a minimum t o  
s impl i fy  analys is .  Kore Importantly, the non-randomness of t h e  sample 
and the  40 per cent  non-returns make it impossible t o  genernl ize  t h e  opinions 
of t h e  respondents t o  t h e  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  Owensboro-Daviess County area .  

It i s  hoped t h a t  some h e l p f u l  i n s i g h t s  may be geined from t h e  
opinions expressed by the  resporidcnts 2nd t h a t  t h e  s tudy m3y serve  a s  
the  explora tory  s tnge of more e l abora te  ~ . n d  soptii.stricated ~ .e se i? rch  i n  t h e  
fu tu re .  

P,xt I1 w i l l  t r , ~ c e  b r i e f l y  t h e  development of land use pa t te r i i s  
i n  t h e  Gwensboro-Daviess County <area. and w i l l  be fo l loaed  i n  Pa r t  I11 w i t h  
a p rcsen tx t ion  of the  d a t a  obteined from the  ques t ionnai res .  ?<art I V  w i l l  
conclude t h e  study wi th  a sununary of t h e  f ind ings .  

1 
See copy of ques t ionnai re  i n  iLpperdix. 



11. P E ~ L O ~ ~ ~ T  OF LAND USB Ihi 
THE 0b.BNSBORO-DkVIESS COUNTY ARUi 

For two hundred yea r s  we h w e  been r e l a t i v e l y  f r a e  t o  use l a n d  a s  
we p leased  al though t h e r e  have been some government centrals. As our country 
has  ch:lnged from r u n 1  t o  urban, land is  s w i f t l y  d i sappea r ing  and a l l  t o o  
slowly m a  has  corn!? t o  r e a l i z o  t h a t  proper u se  of  our l and  i s  very  i m p o r t m t  
i f  t h e r e  i s  t o  be any wort,hwhilc f u t u r e  fo r  us.  Demands a r e  increa-s ing  fo r  
lond,  minsr ;~ls ,  t imbsr , beef m d  r e c r e a t i o n . d  space.  The demand f o r  l and  
w i l l  soon exceed t h e  m o u n t  ~ m ~ - i l i z b l e .  

Jne of  t ho  most b a f f l i n g  probhms we f a c e  tod,3.y i s  whether we should 
preserve  t h e  h n d  f o r  open space f o r  a g r i c u l t u r e  or dcvclop t h e  l a n d  for  i n -  
d u s t r  y  and ur.L:m gr oi:t,l,. Is g1 owtli ,dW?.ys t h e  a n w e r  or should r:e be more 
concerned wi th  t h e  qu .7 l i ty  of l i f e  i n  our ~ n v i r o r ~ r w r ~ t , ?  Another problem we 
f a c e  is ,  now do we control.  l and  use? S h o ~ l d  i t  b t  st t h e  1 0 ~ 2 . 1 ,  s t a t e  or 
federa.1 l e v e l ,  or some conhina t ion  of t hese?  

Nmy f x t o r s  have d e t e ~ ~ : , i t ~ e d  lrlnd usc- i n  our s r e a .  We w i l l  b r i e f l y  
review some o f  t hese .  Since t h e  r i v e r  c i t y  of Yellow Bmks ( l a t e r  c a l l e d  
Rossboro, t h e n  Owensborough, and f i n a l l y  ~ r r ensboro )  was chosen count,y s e a t  
of t h e  nex Daviess Co1mt.y i n  1815, it  h?s become a c ~ n t e r  of t r z d e  f o r  
western L n t a c k y .  Due prirnctrily t o  i t s  Ohio River  l o c a t i o n ,  t h i s  i s  n o t  
s u r p r i s i n g .  Popula t ion- - i t s  s i z e ,  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  d e n s i t y  and composition-- 
a r e  pa.r t i .? l  det t . rminmts of l and  usc.  From 1900 t o  1960, Owsnsborols pop- 
u l a t i o n  grew from 13,189 t o  42,471. On t h e  average,  popula t ion  grew a t  
abcut 2 1  p a  cen t  per decade bu t  t h e  g r e a t e s t  i n c r e a s e  x c u r r c d  betwesn 
1950 and 1960 when 8,820 persons were adged t o  t h e  popula t icn .  

Popula.tion growth i s  c a s e d  by t h r e e  f x t o r s :  n a - t u r s l  i nc rease ,  n e t  
migro.ticn, and nnnexnticn. Annexation i s  3. m j o r  f1.ctor c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  t h e  
growth of Owmsboro. Oumsborols  growth i n  terms of x reagc .  i s  ba.sed on t h e  
con t inuz t ion  of pxs t  a m c x a t i o n  politics. Owmsboro's annexat ion po l i cy  has 
been t o  annex newly dcvzlopcd a r e a s  9,s requcs tcd  by developers .  This  po l i cy  
has served  t 3  B S S U ~ B  t h e  duvcloper of and sewer s e r v i c e s  f o r  new areas .  
It i s  p red ic t ed  th ,? t  i3wensburo w i l l  cont,inue t h i s  p a t t e r n  of growth i n t o  t,he 
f u t u r c .  

Ps s t  rtnnexntion h i s h r y  of t h c  c i t y  of Owensboro dur ing  t h e  years  
1950 t 9  1973 h2s produced n nc t  acresgc  gq in  of 3,275 z c r e s .  This  r e p r e s e n t s  
.m svc-rlge annu.d  g z i n  o f  c?.pproxirnntely 142.6 3cr tts per year .  

finother dztermin3nt of l m d  use  is t h e  t-conorn::. The nucleus of 
O?!~msior o s c-conomic base i s  t h e  ms.nuf :<c t u r  i n g  imhs t r  y . iiior c- people a r e  
cmployeci, mcre a e . d t h  i s  c r e a t e d  and more m g c s  a r e  d i s t r i b u t e d  by t h i s  
i n d u s t r i z l  base  t h - a  by any o ther  component of  t h c  c i t y  economy. d ther  major 
sour ct-3 of ernplrqnr~cn~ includi.  t r  zds and s c r v i c z s ,  government and a g r i c u l t u r e  . 

Other dett.rmi.n.mts of l .md  use t h a t  should be inc luded  arc. thorough- 
f .wes ,  a i r p o r t s  and zljning p o l i c i e s .  A 1 1  t he s?  f  x t o r  s and many o t h e r s  have 
i n  v ~ r y i n g  degrees inf1uenci.d t h e  dcvn Inprac.rrt, of prescrlt, l a r d  use p a t t e r n s  
i n  t h e  G~enshor.!.~ -Pmlj.c ss  C,f)~irl.t,y .31 41rl. 



111. ANALYSIS OF DATA 

One h dred e ighty ,  or (0  per cent ,  of t h e  300 mailed ques t ionnai res  UT were re t lxned.  Table 1 shom t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  respondents who r e -  
turned t h c i r  qucs t ionnai res  by sex  and occupation. It w i l l  be noted t h a t  moz 
of t h e  respondents a r e  male. This  i s  due mainly t o  t h e  f s c t  t h z t  l i s t i n g s  
i n  t h e  yellaw pages of t h e  telephone d i r e c t o r y  were used t o  l o c a t e  narnes of 
p r o f c ~ s i o n ~ l s  who a re ,  f o r  the  most p a r t ,  male. 

DISTRIBUTION ilF RESPOKDEhTS BY SZX AND OCCUi'Al'ION 

Occupation I Male ! Femsle 
! 

3cct .w 
Attorney 
Farmm 
Ninis  t e r  
Teacher 
0 t  her" 
110 t givcn 

To ta l  1 163 (100) ' 16 (100) / 1 1 180 (100) 

1 Not given I T o t a l  
-- I ... 41 (23)  

a,. nlsce l laneous  c r tcgor  y inc luding r e t i r e d ,  housmi f  e , and unc l a s s i -  
f i a b l e  . 

... ! ... 

-: Iand Use Decisiens . . . . .  

40 (22)  
34 (19)  

It i s  c l e a r  from Tables 2 and 3 tha.t t h e  vas t  major i ty  of respondents,  
r ega rd les s  of age cat,egory or ~ c c u p a t i o n ,  prefer red  dec i s ions  regar  ding land 
use i n  t h i s  a r e a  t o  be made on the  l o c a l  l e v e l .  However, a number of comment; 
are i n s t r n c t i v e  : An st torncy : llklthough I pre fe r  ci ty-county,  I r e a l i z e  tha;  
t o  da te ,  t h e r e  hme  been a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  occasions where Gwensboro has  missed 
good chances t o  expand." A teacher :  '!To s t imula te  l o c a l  a c t i o n  I would l i k e  
f i n a l  dec i s ions  t o  bc made a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  However, i n  order t o  prevent  
p r i v s t e  i n t e r a s t s  from g,?ining too  much c o n t r o l  ,and prospering from such 
s c t i o n  I prefer  t h a t  i t  be wi th in  guidel ines  e s t ab l i shed  on s s t a t e  md/or 
n? . t ion?l  l eve l . "  k farmer: l lLoc ,~l  people cnm do 9 much b e t t e r  job a s  they  
should know l o c a l  condi t ions  b c t t e r  and do a b e t t e r  job i f  they d o n ' t  t r y  
t o  promots t h c i r  own s e l f i s h  i n t e r e s t .  " A den+i s t :  Wmcr-but-never p a s t  
loc21 p l m n e r s  and no powers of co~dermation. ' l  A teacher  : IIState a d  
f e d e r ? l  gu ide l ines  desireable.1' One teacher  prefer red  dec i s ions  on t h e  s t a t e  
l e v e l .  He commented: T h e  incompetence of l o c n l  o f f i c i a l s  c f ten  d isp layed 
i n  t h i s  matter leads  one t o  the conclusion th2.t t h e  job should be removed 
from t h e i r  l is t  o f  d u t i c s  - 1 1  

I a * .  I 19 (10)  ... ! j 2 1  (12) ... ! 21 (12) I 1  i 4 ( 2 )  

--------------.-- -- 

'six more were re turned,  but  t o o  l a t e  t o  be included i n  t h e  study. 



TABLE 2 

RESPOKSES TO ITEil 10 BY OCCUPATIJN 

--- - , - -  
- 

Rssponse 1 Doctor :4ttorney , ~ s r m ~ r  i ~ i i n i s t c r  ; Teacher I Othar Total  
1 

Local 4 1  ( 1 0 0 i 3 8  (100),30 (94) ;19 ( 1 0 0 ) ! 1 7  (8.5)120 (9.5)1169 (97)  
S t a t e  . . . . I . .  ...!.. .. I.. ... : 3 ( 1 S j  1 (91 4 ( 2 )  
Fedm sl i . . . . . j . . . . . ! 2 ( 6)  ! . . . . . .. .. .. . 2 ( 1 )  

-. I -I--- ---- 
Item 10: A t  what l e v e l  ol' government would you prefer land use 

decisions t o  be made for  the  Owensboro-Daviess County area? 

TABLE 3 

RESPONSES Td ITlQi 10 BY AGE CATEGaRY 

- 

Response i Under 30 30-59 : 60 ,and over Tots1 

L o c ~ l  17  ( 1 0 0 ) ! 1 2 5  (95) ; 26 
St a t e  

i .. ... , 
(100) 

I 4 ( 3 )  1 .. 169 (97) ... ' 4 ( 2 )  
Feder a1  .. . . . 2 ( 2 )  i .. . . . I i 2 ( 1) 

- 
Item 10: A t  what l e v e l  of government would you prefor land use deci- 

s ions  t o  be made for  the  Owensboro-Daviess County area? 
a Mot given--5. 

Land Use Plannine 

A s  shown i n  Table 4, owners/bi~gers d i f fe red  only s l i g h t l y  from 
ren te rs  i n  the  degree of importmce they atta.ched t o  land use planning-- 
threa-fourths of each c3tegory considered it Very  importmt." However, 
owners/buyers were mor, l i k e l y  than r en t e r s  t o  say t h a t  they had been V e r y  
in teres ted"  i n  land use p1:mning--43 per cent  ,and 32 percent respect ively  
(~c?b l e  5 ) .  Arr therrnor e, although three-fourths of each category s a id  "very 
importmtll t o  land use planning, a much smaller percentage of each s t a t e d  
thz t  they had been "very intarested.11 

A den t i s t ,  commenting on It,em 8, sa id:  IVRecent concern with dra.in- 
2ge scems t o  indicate  import.?nce of plgnning for some arees.'l The impor- 
tance of immediate plmning was s t ressed  by a teacher who com~ented: 
hodgepodge w i l l  continue t e  .?.ccumulate unless ser ious  plan i s  set--NOW!It 
A farmer who declared himself Itnot interested1! i n  land use planning, sa id:  
"1 believe i n  t h e  r i g h t  t o  own property and t o  do with as one pleases.IV 



TABLE 

RESPONSE TO ITEIJI 8 BY HONE PROPERTY 
- -~ 

Response 
--- ~ - - - 

i a 1 Owne3/9uying I Renting Total  

Total  153 (100) 25 (100) 1 7 8 ~  (100) 

Item 8: How important do you consider land use planning for t h i s  arer,  

a~nc ludes  seven ministers whose homes a re  providsd by the  parish. 

b ~ o t  given-2. 

TABLE 5 

RESPONSd 1'0 ITEA 7 BY H0i;lE PROPERTY 

Response I i &ned/~uying Renting a i  Total  

Very in te res ted  65' (43) i 8 (32) 73 (41) 
Somewhrrt interested I 69 (45) I ' 1 3  (52) 1 82 
Not in te res ted  1 18 (12) / 4 (16) i 22  (13 

(46 

Total  i 152 (100) ; 25 (100) 1 1 7 7 ~  (100) 

Item 7: Unt i l  now, how i n t e r ~ s t e d  have you been i n  land use planning 
i n  the Owensboro-Daviess County area? 

"Includes seven minis tsrs  whose homes are provided by t he  parish.  

b ~ o t  given--3. 

TABLE 6 

RESPONSES TO II'83i 7 BY LENGTH OF RESIDENCE: 
P-~ 

Response ; Less than 10  years 1 0  years or more Total  

Vcry in te res ted  29 (32) 1 44 (50)  ! 73 ( k l )  
Somewhat i n t e r e s t ed  i k9 (54) 35 
Not in te res ted  i 1 3  

(40)  84 (47)  
i (14) ! ' 9 (10) , 22 (12) 

T'otal 9 1  (100) / 88 ( loo , 1 7 9 ~  (100) 
0- I 

Item 7: Unt i l  now, how interested have you been i n  land use 
planning i n  the  Owonsboro-Daviess County a r e l ?  



Length of res idence  seexed t o  in f luence  t h e  degree of i n t e r e s t  i n  
land  use planning se able 6 ) .  Those who had r e s ided  i n  t h e i r  present  loca-  
t i o n  f o r  10  or more years  were s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more l i k e l y  t o  say they  had 
been Itvery in t e re s t ed l l  i n  l and  use planning. 

Table 7 shows a s i g n i f  i c n n t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between degree of i n t e r e s t  
i n  land  use planning 3nd awarsness of s t u d i e s  done by c i t y  planners  i n  r ecen t  
y e m s .  A s  degree e f  i n t e r e s t  dec l ines ,  so  do t h e  percentages of those  who 
s2 id  they  were aware of s t u d i c s  having b c m  done. 

RESPOXSES Td ITS;; 11 BY Rd3PONSES TO I T 3 4  7 

Responses t o  - .  . i Responses t o  Item 7 T o t a l  Item 11 I 
1 Very i n t e r e s t e d  Somcvhat i n t e r e s t e d ' f ~ o t  i n t e r e s t e d  

-- I 1 
Yes 51 (70)  j 45 ( 5 4 )  ' i 5 ( 2 5 )  , 101  (57 )  
N o 22 (30 )  39 ( 4 6 )  : 15 ( 7 5 )  1 76 (43 )  

T o t a l  73 (100) 1 84 ( l o o )  ! 20 (100) 1177~ ( l o o )  

Item 7: U n t i l  now, how i n t e r e s t e d  have you been i n  h a d  use  planning 
i n  t h e  bensboro-Daviess County area? 

Item 11: Are you aware of any s tudy or s t u d i e s  t h a t  h.sve been done 
by c i t y  planners  on l and  use  i n  t h e  Owensboro-Daviess 
County area i n  r ccen t  years? 

Knowledge of  t h e  ex is t ,mce  of a planning corrunission fo r  t h e  Owens- 
boro-Daviess County a r e a  r m g e d  f r m  100 per cen t  of t h e  a t to rneys  t o  6: 
per cen t  of t h e  t eache r s  ('l'zble 8) .  Overal l ,  77 per cen t  of  t h e  respondents  
s s i d  they  knew of t h e  planning comm%ssion. However, as ~ h o v n  i n  Ta-ble 9, 
only 57 per cen t  s a i d  they  were m a r e  of  any s tLld ies  th..qt have been done i n  
r e c e n t  years  on l and  use. It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  no te  t h s t  zlthough 2 .11  t h e  
s.t torneys declared t,hemselves knowlxdgenble rug.qrding th,  planning corrtmission, 
15 per cen t  sn_id they were urim,?re of any st .udies .  

h tc scher , who s a i d  he d i d  not know whether or not  t h z  Wensboro- 
D-tvicss County area has  s p1:mning comnission, cemented: "If t h e r e  i s  one, 
they a.ppe,?r t o  keep very q ~ l i c t . ~ ~  h f ~ r m ~ r ,  who s a i d  he knew of t h c  plmning - 
cmmission,  expressed h i s  concern t h a t  t h e  commission Ilneeds morc farm 
r o p r e ~ c n t ~ t i o n . ~ ~  

Resporldent awareness of r e c e n t  s t u d i e s  rnuged from 85 per cent  of 
t h e  xbt,orneys t o  45 per  ceut. of the farmers.  



RESPONSES TO 1TEI.i 9  BY CCCUPATION 

YCS 
No 
Do no t  

know 

T o t a l  
--- 

Response I Attorney j i i inis ter  I Farmer ! Doctor I Teacher I S ther  i ~ o t d  

! L O  (lo?: 16 (DL) I 2 4  ( 7 1 ) / 2 9  (71)  ' 14  (67)113 (62)  : 136 (77)  

/ .. ...i 1 ( 5 )  1 2  ( 6 ) ;  3 (14)  2  ( l o ) !  1 ( 5)  
I I i i 

I 
i ' *  . . . i 2 (11 )  / 8  ( 2 3 ) '  9  ( 5 )  ! 5 ( 2 3 )  1 7 (33 )  1 ( l o )  
;--- 1 .- I 40 (100) 19(100) ( 34 ( 1 ~ 0 ) i 4 1 ( 1 0 0 )  ~ 2 1 ( 1 0 0 ) : 2 1 ( 1 0 0 )  / 176a (100) 

L- -- 
Item 9: Does t h e  Owensboro-Daviess County .wea have a planning 

commission? 

" ~ o t  given--4. 

TABLE 9  

RZSPWSES TI) IT@I 11 BY dCCUPATIcjN 

by c i t y  plnnners  o n  l and  use i n  t h e  Owensboro-Daviess Count!, 
area i n  r e c e n t  years? 

Land Use f o r  Urban Development 

Table 1 0  s h m s  t h a t  mner/buyers  d i d  not  d i f f e r  s i g n i f i c c m t l y  from 
r e n t e r s  i n  t h e i r  opinions regard ing  use of farm l and  f o r  urban developmmt. 
But, as  shown i n  Table 11, r u r a l  r e s i d e n t s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c m t l y  from urban 
r e s i d e n t s  i n  s,dvocnting prevent ion  of t h e  use of prime farm l s n d  f o r  urban 
development--38 per cent  and 19 per cen t  r e spec t ive ly .  Half of t h e  respon- 
dents took t h e  middle p o s i i i o n  of g iv ing  p r i o r i t y  t o  prir~le farm land  when- 
ever poss ib l c  . 

It w i l l  be noted i n  Table 12 t h a t  t h e  "Other" cs tegury  was omit ted 
i n  compxing p ro fes s ions l s  wi th  f  rmers. It w i l l  f u r t h e r  be noted t h a t  9 t h e  percentage d i ~ t ~ r i b u t i o n  m d  X r e s u l t s  a r e  very  s imi l a r  t o  those i n  
Table 11 s ince  p ro fes s ion? l s  are almost i d e n t i c a l  t o  1nba.n r e s i d e n t s  and 
farmers t o  r u r x l  r e s i d e n t s .  

One of t h e  frnrmers who wished t o  prevcnt  t h e  use  of  farm l and  f o r  
urban development, cemented: W r b m  devclopniont should be on lnmd unsu i t  - 
ab le  for  fwming." A miriistnr who 173s of t h e  siirae up jn io r i ,  s t x t e d :  "Farm 



l and ,  such as i s  found i n  t h i s  2.rea, i s  at a premium i n  t h e  world today.  
!$ith t h e  food problem of r e c e n t  years ,  we must make every e f f o r t  t o  pre-  
s e rve  what i s  l e f t  .I1 

TABLE 1 0  

RESPONSES TO ITEXl2  BY HOAl3 PROPERTY 

- - - - -- --- 

Response I ~ h . n e d / ~ u y i n ~  1   en tin^^ T o t a l  

Unres t r i c t ed  use  of  farm lcnd  
fo r  urban developmcnt i 41 (28)  i 5 (20)  1 46 (27)  

P r i o r i t y  t o  prime f x m  land  
whenever poss ib l e  

I 
1 

Prevent use of prime farm l m d  ! 
f o r  u r b m  development I i 2 4 )  j ( 2 L )  I 41 (24 )  

I ! 

T o t a l  1 i 146 (100)  I 25 (100) j 171b ( l o o )  

I tem 12:  Which o f  t h e  fo l lowing  b e s t  exprcsses  your opinion on t h e  
use of  farm l and  f o r  urban development? 

a ~ n c l u d e s  seven m i n i s t e r s  whose homes a r e  f u r n i s h e d  by t h e  pa r i sh .  
b!~ot given--9. 

Response I Rura l  Urban , T o t a l  

U n r e s t r i c t e d  use  of f g r m  l and  
f o r  u r b m  development 

i 1 39 (30)  1 46 (26)  7 (15)  , 
! 

: P r i o r i t y  t o  prime farm l and  1 1 
whcncvsr p o s s i b l e  1 2 1  (47 )  I 6 5  

! 
1 I Prevent use of p r i m  fsrm l m d  1 

f o r  urban developuicnt 1 7  (38 )  ! 24 
i 

I - 
(19 )  j 41 ( 2 4 )  

Tot n l  ' I 45 ( lC0)  i 1 2 8  ( l o o ) ,  173' (100)  

Item 12 :  Yhich of t h c  fo l lowing  b e s t  exprcsses  your opinion on t h e  
use of f ~ r m  l and  f o r  urb-an development? 

"?Tot given--7. 
2 x = 7.95; d .f .  = 2; .02c:. I, . O l .  



TLBLE 12  

RESPOXSES Td ITUi 12 BY OCCUPATION 

Bcsponsa . Farmers T ro fes s iona l s  : T o t a l  

U n r e s t r i c t e d  use of fxrm l a n d  : , 
f o r  urban development 

P r i o r i t y  t o  prkze farm l and  i 
whenever poss ib l e  116 (47)  1 52 

! i 
Prevent use of p r i m  f...rm l m d  1 I 

f 
f o r  urban devcloprncnt I u (38)  1 20 (17)  33 (22)  

-- 
T o t a l  ; 3 (100) j 119 (100) 1153" (100) 

--- .-- I - - 
Item 12:  Which of  t h e  fo l lowing  b e s t  expresses  your opin ion  on t h e  

use  of f ,wm land fo r  urban development? 
a 

llGtherH ca tegory  snd not. given--27. 
x2 = 8.42; d . f .  = 2; .02>P>.01.  

L2md Use f o r  Publ ic  Recrea t ion  

Although 50 perccnt  of t h e  respondents  s a i d  they  thought  enough 
l m d  i n  Gwensboro is be ing  used f o r  pub l i c  r ec re s t . i on  (T.zble 13 ) ,  on ly  37 
per cen t  sa,id t h e  same fo r  r u r a l  Damiess County (Table 14 ) .  It i s  a l s o  
ev ident  f r o n  t h e s e  t a b l e s  t h a t  respondents  i n  age ca tegory  60  and over were 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more l i k e l y  t o  szy  they  thought  t h a t  enough l and  i n  both Owens- 
boro and r u r a l  Davioss County i s  be ing  used f o r  pub l i c  r e c r e ~ 2 t i o n .  

Response Under 60 60 and over I 
i T o i a l  

! , 
I - -  a - p  

I tem 13: DO YOU t h i n k  enough l m d  in h e n s b o r o  i s  be ing  used f o r  
pub l i c  r ec r  es t , ion?  

8 
Not given--3. 

x2 = 10.69; d . f .  = 2; . O l >  P> .001. 



Response 

Yes 
No 
Undecided 

Itcm 14: Do you t h i n k  enough l and  i n  r u r a l  Daviess County i s  be ing  
used f o r  publ ic  r e c r e a t i o n ?  

a?bt  given--3. 2 
= 10.56; d.f.  = 2; .01> P> ,001. 

TABLE 15 
TZESPONSES TO ITEM 13  BY PLACE OF RESIDLXCE 

Response Rura l  j Urban I T o t a l  

To ta l  ; 46 (100) i 132 (100) 1 7 8 ~  (100) 
! 

Item 13: Do you t h i n k  enough h a d  i n  mensboro i s  being used fo r  
publ ic  r ec rea t ion?  

i Response Rur a1 Urban T o t a l  
--. I 

Yes 23 (50)  42 (32)  6 5 (37)  
No 14 (30)  ; 63 (48) i 77 
Undecided 

(43)  
9 (20) 27 (20)  1 36 (20)  

T o t a l  46 ( l m  132 (100) 1 178" (100) 
-- 

Item 14: Do you t h i n k  enough land  i n  r u r a l  Daviess County i s  be ing  
used fo r  pub l i c  r e c r e a t i o n ?  

a Not given--2. 

9 = 5.40; d.f .  = 1; P = .02. ( f f ~ n d e c i d e d t l  c a t e  o ry  omit ted in 5 computation of X ) 



It can be seen i n  Tables 15 and 16 t h a t  ha l f  t h e  r u r a l  r e s i d e n t s  
?.greed th?.t enough l m d  i s  be ing  used i n  both Owensboro (54  per cen t )  and 
r u r a l  Daviess County (50 per c e n t )  f o r  publ ic  r ec rea t ion .  These same t a b l e s  
show th3.t s l i g h t l y  l e s s  thsn  h a l f  (49 per cen t )  of t h e  urban r e s i d e n t s  s d d  
enough land i s  being used i n  Owensboro for  pub l i c  recrez, t ion,  but  only about 
a t h i r d  (32 percent )  s a i d  t h a t  t h i s  i s  t r u e  of r u r e l  D w i e s s  County. ?lore- 
over, urban r e s i d e n t s  were much more l i k e l y  than  r u r s l  r e s i d e n t s  t o  say  t h a t  
the re  i s  no t  enough land being used i n  e i t h e r  Gwensboro or r u r a l  Daviess 
County f o r  publ ic  r ec rea t ion .  

Di f fe r ing  opinions were r e f l e c t e d  i n  comments on Item 13. The 
fol lowing comments were among those  made by respondents who said rlyesll t o  
t h i s  i tem: A m i n i s t e r  : 1 1 1  th ink  Owensboro has a very f i n e  park 2nd rec re -  
c..tionnl system.;! k tcxcher:  'IMore important ly,  have they done t.he b e s t  
job wi th  t h a t  a . ~ a i l a b l e ? ~ I  An a t to rney :  "There i s  s u f f i c i s n t  quan t i ty  of 
lcmd f o r  r ec rea t ion .  The q u a l i t y  and d i s t r i b u t i o n  needs improvement . A 
farmer: "For t h e  p resen t  we necd t o  conserve both  resources  <md energy-- 
not  play.  

,Among comments m.~de by respondents who answered f'noll t o  Item 13, t h e  
following a r e  r ep resen ta t ive  : A teacher  : I1Compared t o  other  c i t i e s  wi th  
s imi la r  t q x  b3ses, O~+msboro s e r i o u s l y  l a g s  i n  r e c r e a t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s  . I 1  B 
doctor : Vousing developer s shollld bk r cyui red  t o  put s m n l l  r e c r e a t i o n  
a r  eeo i n  t h e i r  sub-divisions.  " k minis ter  : l l P z r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  nor thwest  
area." 

Item 1h a l s o  rece ived a number of i n t e r e s t i n g  comments. Three 
respondents who s ,?id llycs17 t o  t h i s  i tcm, q u a l i f i e d  t h e i r  answers a s  fol lows:  
li minist ,er :  113chools and r e c r e a t i o n  a reas  can be used i n  b e t t e r  ways.I1 A 
farmer: "It i s n ' t  so  much t h e  amount of land being used, but what f a c i l i t i e s  
are ava i l ab le .  fin a t  torncy : l f i ivai lnble but  not  be ing  used. I t  

Two comments by respondents  who s a i d  bol l  t o  Item 14 a re :  A farmer: 
"There i s  ncx t  t o  nothing f o r  t h e  k i d s  i n  t h e  country t o  do. There a r e  no 
parks, no comriunity cen te r ,  e t c  . . . . A steelworker-farmcr : "The proposed 
dam on Jr:ck Hinton Road shonld be  b u i l t . "  

Nature1 Resources - 
Table 17 shows t h a t  almost ha l f  of t h e  respondents,  both  r u r a l  and 

urban, s a i d  they  d i d  no t  th ink  proper precautions a r e  be ing  taken t o  pre- 
serve  oilr na tur  21 resources  . Rur a 1  r e s i d e r ~ t s  were somewhat more i n c l i n e d  
th im urban r e s i d e n t s  t o  answer Ifyesf' t o  Item 15-35 per c e n t  and 28 per 
cen t  respectively--1~11ile urb,m r e s i d e n t s  were nor e l i k e l y  t h a n  ru r  a 1  t o  
msx-er "do n o t  know"--25 per cen t  2nd 17 per cent  r e spec t ive ly ,  



Response R u r  a.1 ! Urban I Tota l  
1 

Item 15: Do you th ink  proper p r x a u t i o n s  are being t z k m  t o  
p r t~se rve  our n a t u r a l  resources i n  t h e  Gwensbor o- 
Dmiess  County are<?? 

a 
Not given--1. 

S t r i p  mining wns p a r t i c u l a r l y  s ing led  out  f o r  negat ive  comment. 
A farmer ? s  statement was t y p i c a l :  "Old mine s h a f t s  and s t r i p  mining a reas  
should be l e v e l e d  and p lanted  i n  t r e e s  or cover crops." Concern f o r  wi ld  
l i f e  i n  t h e  a r e a  w a s  expressed by an  a t to rney :  ''Wild l i f e  i s  being 
neglected;  n a t u r a l  l a k e s  p o l l u t e d  by o i l  and c o a l  opera t ions .  I ?  11 teacher  
commented: " I f  you mean f o r  n a t u r a l  beauty t o  be one of our n a t u r a l  
resources,  I m y  'nof- - there  <are too  many t r s s h  henps on otherwise 
passable r onds . ' 1  



It i s  important t~ remembar t h a t  t h e  f i n d i n g s  of t h i s  s tudy  cannot be 
gene ra l i zed  t o  t h e  Owensboro-Davicss County r e s i d c n t s  as n whole, p r imar i ly  
because of  t h e  s e l e c t , i v a ,  accidenta .1 na tu re  of t h e  sampling procedure. For 
t h i s  reason ,  t h e  conclus ions  drawn from t h e  f i n d i n g s  must be t e n t a t i v e  
s ta tements  awai t ing  f u r t h e r  s tudy  f o r  v e r i f i c  3. t lon.  ' 

There i s  l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  t h e  rcspondents  p rc fo r r cd  d e c i s i o n s  r ega rd ing  
l a n d  use t o  bc made a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  However, t h e r e  i s  evidence from 
t h e  commcnts t h a t  some respondcnts  r e a l i z e  t h a t  dec i s ions  of t h i s  kind can- 
not  always be l e f t  t o  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  s t a t o  and/or n a t i o n z l  
l e v e l s  of decision-making may a t  t imes be necessary.  

Thr ee-f our t h s  of t h e  respondents  s t a t e d  t h a t  t hey  cons ider  l s n d  use p lmnir ig  
t o  be very  important ,  b u t  only 41 per cent  s a i d  they  h ~ d  been "vcry i r i t e r e s t ed  
i n  l and  use p l m n i n g .  Property owners and buyers  and those  who have l i v e d  
a t  t txir  present  l o c a t i o n  f o r  1 0  y e a s  or  more morc l i k e l y  t .hm r e n t e r s  
and those  of s h o r t e r  res idency  t o  express  themselves as 'Ivery i n t c r ~ s t e d . ' ~  

Fif ty-seven per c e n t  c f  t h e  respondcnts  s a i d  they  were axire of l and  use  
s t u d i c s  done by c i t y  p lanners  i n  r e c e n t  years .  Those who s a i d  they  h?d been 
very  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  l a n d  use  p l m n i n g  were much more l i k e l y  t o  say  they  were 
aware of such s t u d i e s .  Seventy-seven per c e n t  s x i d  they  knew t h ~ t  t h e  
h e n s b o r  o-Daviess County nr ,- his A planning commission. 

kpproxlmately 50 per c e n t  of t h c  respondents  p r e f e r r e d  g iv ing  p r i o r i t y  t o  
prime farm lnnd  whencvcr poss ib l e .  The rernnining 50 per  c m t  were almost 
equa .11~  d iv ided  botwo~m t h o  two extremes, w i th  urban r e s i d e n t s  much more 
l i k e l y  t o  o.dvocatc no r e s t r i c t i o n s  on use of  farm l m d  f o r  urban development 
and r u r a l  r c s i d e n t s  t o  advocate complete prevent ion  of  t h e  use of prime farm 
land f o r  urban development. 

The respondcnts  i n  gcne ra l  expressed g r e a t e r  s a t i s f a c t i o n  wi th  t h e  amount of 
l and  be ing  used f o r  publ ic  r e c r e a t i o n  i n  Owensboro t h a n  i n  r u r a l  Daviess 
County. Urban r e s i d c n t s  2nd rcsporidents under 6 0  were much morc l i k e l y  than  
rur.1 r e s i d e n t s  and rc?spondc!nt~ 60  and over t o  be d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  
r c c r c a t i o n s l  1s.nd use,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  rur.11 Daviess County. 

Almost h a l f  o f  t h e  respondcnts  d i d  not  t h i n k  proper precaut ions  a r e  b :ing 
taken t o  presurv2 t h e  nstur .31 r e sou rces  i n  t h e  Cwensboro-Davi~ss County wea. 

The fol lowing conclus ions  sezm w a r a n t e d  by f i n d i n g s  of t h i s  s tudy:  ( 1 )  
r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  are.?. should be drawn i n t o  l a d  use  planning on a much wider 
s c a l e  t han  i n  t h e  p a s t ;  ( 2 )  a more e f f a c t i v e  system of comtnunication should 
be e s t z b l i s h e d  b t t w e ~ n  a r e a  p l anne r s  and area r e s i d c n t s ;  (3)  l and  use 
d e c i s i o n s  should be made a t  t k e  l o c a l  l c v c l  whecever p o s s i b l e  or a t  l e a s t  
should r e f l e c t  t h e  nscds of  l o c a l  people i f  made a t  s higher  l e v e l ;  
( 4 )  p o s i t i v e  s t e p s  should be t.?kt.n t o  preserve  prime farm l and  and a l l  
n a t u r a l  r e sou rces  i n  t h e  O~~ensboro-Davicss  County a rea ;  and ( 5 )  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  e s p s c i n l l y  f o r  younger urban r e s i d e n t s  and i n  r u r a l  Daviess 
County should b:; improved. 



U N D  USE QUESTIONNAIRZ 

1. Age category:  
- - 

(1) under 30 
( 2 )  - 30-59 
( 3 ) 60 a,nd over 

Sex 

Occupation 

10. A t  what l e v e l  of government would 
you p r e f e r  l and  use dec i s ions  t o  be 
made f o r  t h e  Gwensboro-Daviess County 
a rea?  

- ( 1 )  l o c a l  ( c i t y / coun ty )  

- ( 2 )  s t a t e  
( 3 )  f e d e r a l  

Comment : 

b. I'lacc of r c s i d t n c e :  11. m e  you aware of any s tudy  or s t u d i e s  
- ( 1 )  farm t h s t  have bLen done by c i t y  p lanners  
- ( 2 )  r u r a l  community, no t  on l and  use i n  t h e  Owensboro-Daviess 

farm County a r e a  i n  r e c e n t  y e w s ?  
- ( 3 )  urban o u t s k i r t s  of ( 1 )  Yes 

Owensbor o  ( 2 )  no - 
- (4) w i t h i n  Ohr€nsbOrO 

12. Nhich of t h e  followirlg b e s t  expresses 
5. Length of rcs iduncc  a t  your opinion on t h e  used of farm k m d  

p r ~ s m t  address :  f o r  urb,m dcvelopmmt? 
- ( 1 )  l e s s  t han  5 y e a s  - ( 1 )  P lscc  no r c ~ t ~ i c t i o n s  on t h e  
- ( 2 )  5-9 years  use of fqrm l and  f o r  urban 
- ( 3 )  1 0  or more years  devclopmcnt. 

- ( 2 )  Give p r i o r i t y  t o  p re se rv ing  
4 .  Home proper ty :  prime farm l and  whenever 
- ( 1 )  owned poss ib l e .  
- ( 2 )  r e n t i n g  - ( 3 )  E s t a b l i s h  s t r i c t  zoning con- 
- ( 3 )  buying t r o l s  t o  prevent  urban develop- 

ment on pr imc farm land .  
' I .  U n t i l  now, how i n t  or e s t c d  have Comment : 

you been i n  land  use planning 
i n  t h e  Owensboro-Davicss 13.  Do you t h i n k  enough l and  i n  Owens- 
County a rea?  boro i s  be ing  used f o r  pub l i c  
- ( 1 )  very  i n t c r e s t e d  r  zcr ea t ion?  
- ( 2 )  somewhat i n t k r e s t e d  - ( 1 )  ycs 
- ( 3 )  no t  i n t e r e s t e d  - ( 2 )  no 
Comment : - ( 3 )  undecided 

8. How impor tmt do you consider  14 .  Do you t h i n k  enough l s n d  i n  r u r a l  
l a ~ d  use p l m n i n g  f o r  t h i s  a re??  Dsviess County i s  bc ing  used f o r  

( 1 )  ...ry i m p o r t m t  publ ic  r ccr  e a t i o n ?  
( 2 )  somewhat important  - ( 1 )  Yes - ( 3 )  not  important - ( 2 )  no 

C o:mc n  t : - ( 3 )  undecided 

9.  Loes t h e  O~aensbora-bviess  15. Do you th ink  proper prccaut ions  arc 
County arc.?L have a plarmj rlg bc ing  takcn t o  p rc sm ve our n p - t u r d  
commission? resources  i n  t h i s  x e r ? ?  

( 1 )  yes  
( 2 )  no 
i 3) do not know - .-,  
Comment, : 


