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ABSTRACT

CHALLENGING TRADITION: PARKLAND
DEDICATION IN SUBDIVISION

DEVELOPMENT

Publication No.

William Walker Secker, MLA

The University of Texas at Arlington, 2007

Supervising Professor: Dr. Pat Taylor

Growth patterns of the last half century have been urbanizing the American
landscape (Corrigan, et al, 2004). This new landscape has been created by the horizontal
development of single-use, single-family residential housing subdivisions (Berger,
2006). The physical design of these subdivisions is the direct result of rational zoning,
subdivision laws, and ordinances that were adapted for the automobile as well as market
demands (Steiner, 1994). These land development strategies have created a multitude of
housing opportunities for the American public, but also have created growth patterns
that separate people from the natural environment and related activities (Duany, Plater-

Zyberk, and Speck, 2000).



This thesis identifies an economically defendable and consumer-oriented
strategy that potentially re-incorporates the natural environment and its associated
activities and benefits through parkland dedication within residential subdivision
developments. This research is not intended to cure the ills espoused by anti-sprawl
activists and does not address the controversial and much larger issues of traditional
development practices associated with sprawl. Rather, it accepts the market demands
for suburban housing stock and provides an alternative to traditional development. This
research addresses alternate development strategies and the market base for their
support by residential housing consumers.

Primary research methods include quantitative data collection and analysis for
two existing residential areas in Tyler, Texas. County appraisal figures compose these
data, which in turn are evaluated by the researcher to validate the positive economic
impacts of parkland on residential property values. Second, the residents of a traditional
subdivision development in Tyler, Texas, were surveyed to determine the market
demand and economic potential for parkland dedication within this subdivision.

This study offers a basis for alternative planning and design strategies. These
strategies can assist in the decision making process of policy makers, land developers,

and designers aspiring to provide the public with rich and diverse community options.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION: THE REPETITIVE SUBDIVISION
To possess one’s home is the hope and ambition of almost every individual in
this country, whether he lives in a hotel, apartment, or tenement.
Herbert Hoover (Kotkin, 2005, 116)

Herbert Hoover’s observation during the Great Depression in 1931 seems almost
prophetic with the advent of suburban developments that would transform the country
in later years. This sentiment, combined with the desire for the “suburban ideal,” led to
an American population that is continuously suburbanizing itself and displacing the
restorative and environmental qualities of natural open settings to the expanding
periphery as observed by Cannavo (2007):

Rampant development, unsustainable exploitation of resources, environmental

degradation, and the commodification of places are ruining built and natural

landscapes, disconnecting people from their surroundings, and threatening

individuals’ fundamental sense of place (Cannavo, 2007, xi).

The results of such practices are seen in traditional subdivision development.
These developments have a strong market in the United States because of the
affordability for a large sector of the population (Steiner, 1994). However, these
developments are generally designed with no more than two or three goals in mind: “to
provide every family with its own house and yard; to allow every resident to drive
speedily through the neighborhood; and to exclude any kind of commercial enterprise”

(Corbett, 2000, 3). This in turn leads to “no local community because there are no local

shops or public areas where we meet our immediate neighbors - only private houses and
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private yards and the wide, inhospitable streets” (Corbett, 2000, 3). These traditional
developments have been blamed for the disengagement from the restorative, social, and
recreational experiences that public open spaces, such as neighborhood parks, have
been shown to induce (Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005). Olmsted was a pioneer in
interpreting these qualities within an urban setting and espoused their value in “a
simple, broad, open space of clean greensward” (Olmsted, 1870, 22).

While public open spaces are considered for their restorative, social,
recreational, and economic importance for the human community, they also have the
potential to positively influence the natural environment and ecological processes
(Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005). These latter topics have received a multitude of
attention in the period of mass traditional suburban development. This type of
development is viewed as detrimental to natural ecological processes and the “resultant
biodiversity that has become fractured and languished in the overall context of the
regional landscape” (Bolund and Hunhammar, 1999).

1.1 Neighborhood Parks by Design

Research has been carried out on the positive impacts of neighborhood parks
upon their communities, yet a survey of traditional subdivision development reveals a
lack of parkland:

Neighborhoods without parks are simpler to design and construct, and their

financial performance is easier to predict using widely available rules of thumb

(Miller, 2001, 47).

However, the ability to “make possible a rich and biologically satisfying life for

all the city’s people” is the “ultimate purpose of a city in our times” (Halprin, 1963, 7),



and research suggests that parks and community open space aid in this endeavor and
can be profit centers for developers (Miller, 2001). In fact, many urban designers
embrace design guidelines that highlight the potential of natural features and
community open spaces that can contribute to a community:

Preserving the city’s best natural features lends an authenticity few other

planning initiatives can match. A framework of green provides natural

gateways, strong edges, and breaks the city down into smaller, more easily

discernable and appreciable pieces (Richards, 2005, 54).

1.1.1 Research Questions
The primary research questions of this thesis that aim to challenge traditional
subdivision development are:
= Are neighborhood parks important?
= How do neighborhood parks impact residential property values?
= Do consumers of traditional subdivision developments want to live in
close proximity to neighborhood parks?
e Would consumers of traditional subdivision developments pay a
premium for a residential lot located near a neighborhood park?

These questions aim to uncover the characteristics of neighborhood parks as
they relate to their surrounding communities. They also address economic and market
concerns of private developers with neighborhood parks in residential developments.
1.1.2 Research Methodology

The methodology of this study explores factors that address human needs and

can shape the environments in which they choose to live. This study explores current



data regarding the impact of neighborhood parks on surrounding residential properties
and consumers’ views toward neighborhood parks and any monetary premium that

might be attached to a neighborhood park.

1.2 Key Terminology

Built-out rate: the percentage of lots within a specified development that have
completed residential structures.

Developer: “the central actors in the development process, because their actions
determine what land will be considered for development, when improvements will
begin, and for whom the project will be developed” (Schmitz, et al., 2004, 11).

Nature: “include(s) a great variety of outdoor settings that have substantial amounts of
vegetation. The focus is on the setting rather than the plants themselves, and on the flora
rather than fauna. The settings we emphasize are not the wild and the awesome, distant
or dramatic, lush and splendid. Rather the emphasis is on the everyday, often
unspectacular, natural environment that is, or ideally would be, nearby. That includes
parks and open spaces, street trees, vacant lots, and backyard gardens, as well as fields
and forests. Included are places that range from tiny to quite large, from visible through
the window to more distant, from carefully managed to relatively neglected” (Kaplan
and Ryan, 1998, 1).

Neighborhood park: eight to twelve acres; acreage is dependent upon physical size of
area served and area population. It is easily accessible to neighborhood residents, has

easy pedestrian access, is centrally located within the neighborhood. Typical facilities



include but are not limited to, playground, multi-purpose court, open space, picnic
facilities, landscape improvements, and trails (Dunkin, 1999).

Non-traditional development: a residential development that includes non-typical land
uses such as a neighborhood park.

Parkland: land utilized for the sole purpose of providing a publicly accessible park.
Open Space: “the seemingly void zone between vertical elements; can be perceived as
positive, productive, planned and functionally supportive or, conversely, as negative,
wasted, unstructured, and deleterious. In community design, open space must be
thought of as the most ethereal of the fundamental building blocks in quality design
(Hall, 2001, 19); also Public Open Space.

Raw land: a platted lot designated for the construction of a residential structure that
does not currently have such a structure built upon it.

Residential structure: typically, a detached single family residence.

Traditional development: a residential development that has been platted for single-
family residential properties and does not include non-typical land uses such as a
neighborhood park or other designated parkland; also subdivision and subdivision

development.



CHAPTER 2
LITERATURE REVIEW
Not only do people seem to need their own piece of ground; we also seem to
want to be able to experience larger expanses of open space. It is significant that
people seeking a high state of awareness or a high spiritual level have
traditionally gravitated to natural settings with limited populations, such as
mountains or deserts. Many of us have personally experienced the soothing
effects of retreating into the countryside or wilderness.
(Corbett, 2000, 131)
This chapter examines the literature on public open space, including
neighborhood parks, and the effects on the surrounding community. The main review
deals with five questions concerning the incorporation of neighborhood parks within
suburban developments:
= Do parks have effects on human psychological and physiological
restoration?
= Do neighborhood parks affect the social atmosphere of a community?
= Can neighborhood parks impact environmental quality and ecological
services within a landscape?
= Do parks impact the economics of a community?

= What is the proximate principle?

2.1 Psychological and Physiological Restoration

With the increases in everyday stressors such as job demands, lengthy

commutes, and even technological innovations, it is possible that humans are fatigued



both mentally and physically. Individuals are bombarded with demands and information
that can overload and overwhelm. As the burdens of daily life mount, the well-being
that is gained by separation from these stimulants can be induced by exposure to natural
and pastoral settings that can be part of a neighborhood park. Research has shown that
human contact with natural environments has a beneficial and restorative property that
fosters an overall sense of well-being (Kaplan and Ryan, 1998).

“It seems likely that we are genetically programmed to a natural habitat of clean
air and a varied green landscape, like any other mammal. The specific physiological
reactions to natural beauty and diversity, to the shapes and colors of nature, especially
to green, to the motions and sounds of other animals, we do not comprehend and are
reluctant to include in studies of environmental quality. Yet it is evident that in our daily
lives nature must be thought of not as a luxury to be made available if possible, but as
part of our inherent, indispensable biological need,” Frederick Law Olmsted (Dramstad,
1996, 11).

Over a century ago, people were touting the influences of the beauty of nature
within a livable community. Ebenezer Howard created a model Garden City based upon
this principle of beautiful nature and “fields and parks of easy access” (Girling and
Helphand, 1994, 10).

Studies have shown that visceral preferences for specific natural landscapes are
commonplace within humans, as a species, and may trigger a restorative inner response.
Human subjects have shown feelings of relaxation while viewing vegetation and water
settings (of natural scenes) more so than those of urban scenes lacking such features. It
was also shown that exposure to the preferred “park-like” scene reduced feelings of fear
while feelings of affection and elation were increased (Ulrich, 1986, 37).

Environmental psychologists have provided an agreed upon set of visual natural

elements and standards that could be applied by design professionals within the design
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of neighborhood parks to aid in alleviating stress within individuals. The recurring
factors guiding such standards incorporate but are not limited to: moderate to high
environmental complexity, moderate to high level of depth, even or uniform ground
textures, changing sightlines that continue to reveal new elements, a sense of coherence
and legibility, and a sense of depth and fascination. An overall image conveyed by
participants was one described as park-like or savannah-like. Such settings can lead to a
clearer head and greater gains in recovery in medical patients (Dahl and Molnar, 2003;
Kaplan and Ryan, 1998; Ulrich, 1986).

The significance of open space as neighborhood parks can further contribute to
the daily lives of individuals within human communities. The idea of the park as open
space is timeless. The park is a place to escape the harassment of daily life, to relax and
find one’s imagination. Landscape architect Michael VVan Valkenburgh attributed parks
with the ability to “unlock imaginations by offering up a million versions of physical
contrast.” He goes on, “city dwellers don’t just want parks; they need them so the can
be connected to time and place” (Amidon, 2005, 117).

From the onset of urban design, the incorporation of humans and their basic
needs from physical environments have shaped attitudes, and bred tranquility or
tension, pleasure or frustration. Within human environments, people need this contrast
for visual and physical refreshment providing relaxation and mental stimulation (Dahl
and Molnar 2003). Pioneering the field, Olmsted aspired to blend the cities with the
contrast provided by nature for “spiritual uplift, physical recreation, and social

integration” (Trancik, 1986, 92). More than a century later, these needs are still visible



and neighborhood parks preserve this opportunity for humans to reconnect with the
earth (Harmon and Putney, 2003).

2.2 A Social Realm

Two large grassy areas or miniparks in the development are often the site of
community potlucks, birthday parties, soccer games, and the like. These spaces
provide places and reasons to get to know one’s neighbors that the typical
housing sorely lacks (Corbett, 2000, 30).

Neighborhood parks have served as the civic core of a neighborhood or
residential subdivision. This is important because a neighborhood can function as a
meaningful social realm and can foster social interactions. These are the social
interactions that have the potential to build complex relationships and develop *“a sense
of habitation in, identification with, and responsibility for, a shared place” and lead to a
sense of autonomy (Cannavo, 2007, 107).

In contrast, suburban development is designed with Hoover’s single goal of
home ownership in mind, and with little suggestion of a sense of community with one’s
own neighbors. While healthy cities seek to foster human interaction through design of
public spaces, suburban developments primarily focus on the private lots and expanses
of pavement (Hudnut, 2003). Within the traditional suburban development, a social
fabric is nonexistent and the autonomy of the community’s young and old is frustrated
(Duany, Plater-Zyberk, and Speck, 2000, 116).

Strategically placed neighborhood parks can provide shared places for

opportunities for social interaction, play, and discovery that may not be available in the

“private” areas of a residential subdivision. Research has shown that these places can



also aid in key areas of child development (Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005) and lead to a
strong social fabric that can create a “safe neighborhood” (Morse, 2004, 16).

There are many reasons consumers buy into traditional suburban developments,
but the idea of a completely private and secluded life is not one of the finest, as Morse
(2004) points out:

“We cannot separate ourselves from one another no matter how hard we try.
Places that can establish strong identities for themselves while developing relationships

with their neighbors hold the greatest promise for economic, social, and civic success”
(Morse, 2004, 3).

2.3 Environmental Services

A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of

the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise, Aldo Leopold

(Harmon and Putney, 2003, 115).

Urban and suburban landscapes are not only populated and used by humans.
These landscapes play a vital role in a region’s overall ecological processes and
functions. In particular, neighborhood parks and their connected system of open spaces
can influence the overall health of the environment and natural ecosystem. Particularly
influenced is the overall landscape ecology or the ecology of large heterogeneous areas
integrating nature and humans (Dramstad, 1996).

Landscape ecology thrusts forth the notion that human needs put upon the
landscape must also maximize the ecological integrity of the natural features and
processes as much as possible. The design of public open spaces, a single neighborhood

park for instance, should be approached with an enlightened understanding for both the

smaller and larger systems of which it is part (Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005). Central to
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this focus is idealizing these landscapes as complex matrices for energy ebbs and flows.
As such, these landscapes can be designed to minimize the consumption of resources
and the production of wastes. The ideal situation is the public open space that handles
the role placed upon it by the human citizenry while buffering their effects upon the
regional landscape matrix. These lands, when designed carefully, can not only service
the human community’s immediate psychological and physiological demands, but can
also enhance the ecology of the region. Through natural processes of pollution filtration,
reduction in environmental heat loads, floodwater abatement, erosion control, and
resource conservation among others, these landscapes can also foster the maintenance
of species biodiversity within a region (Bolund and Hunhammar, 1999; Dramstad,
1996; Spirn, 1985).

With its introduction in the nineteenth century, public open space was a product
of the times’ increasing urbanization and industrialization, and became known as the
communitie’s “green lungs” (Girling and Helphand, 1994, 39). However, with the
exodus of urban dwellers into the suburbs and beyond, the collection of parks and open
spaces has become, in some instances, the lungs of the entire region. It is these
landscapes and their features that provide the beneficial ecosystem services mentioned
above. Bolund and Hunhammar suggest the further services of microclimate regulation,
noise reduction, sewage treatment, and recreational and cultural values. These
ecological services benefit the overall landscape and impact the perceived quality of life
through the combined effects of natural open space, park systems and the functions of

single elements such as street trees (Bolund and Hunhammar, 1999, 294). According to
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David Nowak, project leader of the U.S. Forest Service’s Urban Forest Ecosystem
Research Unit, Chicago’s urban tree canopy removes fifteen metric tons of carbon
monoxide, eighty-four metric tons of sulfur dioxide, eighty-nine metric tons of nitrogen
dioxide, one hundred and ninety-one metric tons of ozone, and two hundred and twelve
metric tons of particulates per year. This tree canopy covers eleven percent of the city’s
landscape and saves the government and tax payers more than one million dollars in
pollution mitigation each year (Scheer, 2001). The effects of trees in suburban parks are
further aided when incorporated into the larger parkland and open space system. These
interrelated networks of parks serve as sinks for pollutants, habitats for wildlife, and
economic stimulators for communities (Spirn, 1985) and can give small parks the
potential to be “one of the most valuable ecological resources in a metropolitan area
because there are so many of them in a given area” (Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005, 3).

2.4 Value of Economics

According to a 2002 homebuyers survey put forth by the National Association
of Homebuilders and National Association of Realtors, neighborhood parks are among
the top five priorities listed for the decision to buy or build a home (Pack, 2005). Other
findings show that the decision of location for smaller business is correlated to “quality
of life” considerations within a community. Further investigation links recreation,
parks, and open space as the number one rated agent for a sustainable quality of life
within these companies. The implications of these views go deeper than the fact that
people seek a high quality of life and the perceptions that parks contribute to this higher

standard. Literature shows that as a community sees an influx of citizens and
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businesses, their tax base swells and their economic growth expands. This leads to more
jobs, and more government revenue to contribute to better schools, parks, institutions,
and health services (Crompton, 2001; Girling and Helphand, 1994).

Additional positive economic impacts of neighborhood parks are the service
costs associated with investment in such land uses. The associated service costs of three
land uses were studied and applied to commercial, residential, and farm/forest open
space. Over fifty-eight analyzed communities, the median cost per dollar revenue raised
to provide services for the differentiated land uses was shown to be twenty-nine cents
for commercial, thirty-seven cents for farm/forest open space, and one dollar and fifteen
cents for residential (Crompton, 2001; Steiner, 2000). These figures demonstrate that to
provide services for a residential development, the community spends one dollar and
fifteen cents for each dollar of revenue earned from the residential development.

Further economic investigation into parkland involves the economics of
pollution mitigation. As noted above, the natural processes that can occur in parkland
and open space are vital to the complex ecology of a landscape. These processes,
specifically pollution mitigation through natural plant processes, can save communities
millions of dollars in associated fees versus areas where these natural processes are not
in place. For example, as mentioned above, Chicago saves over one million dollars each
year due to its eleven percent tree canopy coverage. Sacramento residents are saving
three million dollars each year due to the region’s urban forest removal of two hundred
thousand metric tons of carbon dioxide through natural plant processes. New York is

estimated to be saving as much as ten million dollars each year for the natural removal

13



of air pollution (Scheer, 2001). Costanza has attributed, though somewhat
controversially, a global value to seventeen ecological processes at thirty-three trillion
dollars per year (Moughtin, 2005, 83). Although the actual dollar amounts may be
debatable, the point lies in the fact that natural processes are invaluable and are alive
within neighborhood parks.

2.5 The Proximate Principle

The proximity of parkland, open space, and greenways to residential property
increases property values and related tax revenues (Crompton, 2001; Crompton, 2004;
Gosdin and Lemmons, 1969; Pack, 2005). This economic principle is known as the
proximate principle (Crompton, 2001, 12) and is responsible for three zones of

economic influence within which parkland can impact property values (Figure 2.1).
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Figure 2.1 The Proximate Principle and Zones of Economic Impact

The concept behind the proximate principle is that properties within placement
proximity to an amenity, such a neighborhood park, will represent the value of the
amenity within its assessed market value and heightened tax burden. The premiums
associated with such an amenity will decline as the distance between the amenity and
said property increases, to a point where the amenity has no impact on property values
(Crompton, 2004).

With regard to parks and public open space, Zone A of economic impact
encompasses an area within a two minute walk of the amenity. Zone B covers an area
between a two to four minute walk of the amenity, and Zone C represents an area within
a five minute walking distance to the amenity (Figure 2.1). According to past studies,

these three zones represent a twenty percent, ten percent, and five percent premium in
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market value of surrounding residential property, respectively (Crompton, 2004; Miller,
2001).

However, it should be addressed that not all parkland has such implications.
According to Pack, research for a housing development in Philadelphia adjacent to
Pennypack Park, found that property value adjacent to the active recreation facility was
slightly lower than similar housing just out of proximity (Pack, 2005). Such findings
suggest a need for planners and designers to apply a more sensitive design and site
locale to intensely used recreation facilities.

2.6 Summary

The complex social, economic, and ecologic services that flow through parkland
and open space networks are invaluable to the human community. These landscapes
support the regional balance of overall landscape ecology and have a rootedness in
human restoration and planning economics. The tradition of the symbolic open space
within the city “comes out of the urban form of cities and democracy needing shared
public spaces,” Van Valkenburgh (Amidon, 2005, 27).

Through a literature review, it is clear that open space networks contribute
positively to human communities in arenas of human physiology and psychology, social
needs, landscape ecological services, and community planning economics. However, an
understanding of all processes should be of concern to citizens. The continual education
of such matters will aid in land use development and design. “In community design,

open space must be thought of as the most ethereal of the fundamental building blocks
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in quality design” (Hall and Porterfield, 2001, 19). It is also apparent that the system
should be considered in both its parts and in its entirety. Spirn summarizes this point:

The loss of trees in streets and plazas has far-reaching consequences not only
for pleasure, but also for air quality, outdoor comfort, indoor energy consumption, water
quality, and property value. Costs and benefits calculated without an appreciation for
the whole system and the processes that drive it invariably underestimate the value of
nature in the city (Spirn, 1984, 230-231).
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CHAPTER 3
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This chapter explains the two-phase research methodology used to demonstrate
the impacts and impressions of neighborhood parks within a growing community. Phase
one of the research methodology is a detailed collection and analysis of residential
property values in two established neighborhoods built around neighborhood parks. The
second phase consists of the creation, distribution, and analysis of neighborhood park
surveys in a three-year-old , traditional subdivision in the same community.

3.1 A Community Environment

To answer the research questions, a specific community was selected for
applying the research methodology. Situated ninety-nine miles southeast of Dallas is an
East Texas city and the seat of Smith County; the city of Tyler, Texas. Providing homes
for eighty-seven thousand residents, Tyler was chosen as the study site for four reasons:
(1) Tyler is currently experiencing a swelling in both population and physical growth,
including a demand for traditional suburban development (City of Tyler, Texas website,
2007); (2) Tyler has fewer neighborhood parks than recommended by national
recreation organizations (Tyler21 Comprehensive Plan, 2007); (3) “(Existing) parks and
trails often have limited connections to nearby neighborhoods and public open space
and are not distributed equally around Tyler” (Tyler21 Comprehensive Plan, 2007); and

(4) the familiarity and accessibility of the city to the researcher.
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3.2 Phase One: Proximity in Practice

Crompton’s Proximate Principle as previously reviewed suggests that
neighborhood parks “in some instances” (Crompton, 2001, 12) have the potential to
positively impact residential property values based upon the property’s proximity to the
park. This principle was tested within the Tyler community to asses the validity of the
economic theory on an empirical basis.

Two Tyler neighborhoods positioned around neighborhood parks were selected
to test the Proximate Principle. The neighborhoods chosen for this research were
selected from the city of Tyler’s neighborhood park inventory (Tyler21 Comprehensive
Plan, 2007). Although the city claims fourteen neighborhood parks, twelve were not
evaluated because a visual study by the researcher revealed physical characteristics that
did not conform to the definition of a neighborhood park under this research and as
outlined by Crompton and Miller (Crompton, 2004; Miller, 2001). The two selected
neighborhoods were Tyler’s historical Azalea District surrounding Bergfeld Park and

the Stonegate development surrounding Stonegate Park.
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Figre 3.2 Stonegate Deélomn: 2003 Aerial Site Map Prior to opleion
(Aerial From the City of Tyler)
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To gauge the influence of the two selected neighborhood parks on adjacent
residential properties, the surrounding neighborhood tax records, as assessed by the
Smith County Appraisal District, were collected and analyzed. Through aerial
photographs and plat records on file with the Smith County Appraisal District, these
neighborhoods were divided into three zones of economic impact. These zones were
established by travel distances to the parks, as determined in previous research
(Crompton, 2004; Miller, 2001).

The assessed Smith County economic data for the three property zones were
converted to several figures for analysis. Thee figures used in the analysis included; (1)
an average market value per structure square foot; (2) Smith County average assessed
taxes per structure square foot; and (3) properties that did not have completed structures
were converted to an average market price per acre basis, where available. These values
were analyzed to yield a percentage increase or decrease value across the three zones

and against a control value, where available.
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Figure 3.4 Stonegate Development: Zones of Economic Impact
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3.3 Phase Two: The Public Voice

Phase two of the research methodology involved the design, distribution, and
analysis of a series of questionnaires. These questionnaires were designed to uncover
the views and economic preferences of consumers of traditional subdivision
communities. This quantitative research tool was primarily designed to elicit
comparable data, but also sought descriptive narratives about personal attachments and
attitudes toward neighborhood parks (Taylor and Bogdan, 1998).

To implement the data collection, a traditional subdivision was selected for
distribution of the questionnaires. Selection of the subdivision for study was based on
the following factors: (1) the subdivision was part of the overall Tyler community; (2)
the subdivision was not located in proximity to a neighborhood park; (3) the subdivision
was recently completed to allow for the majority of subjects to be the original
purchasers of the residential lots; and (4) a high percentage of construction completion.
After a review of recent Tyler area subdivision construction, Acadia Place was selected.

Acadia Place is in south east Tyler and is ninety-nine percent complete with one
hundred thirty-two residential lots. Of these lots, one was empty, one has a structure
under construction, and three were for sale and appeared vacant. Considering these five
“special circumstance” lots, a sample population for data discovery was established at

one hundred twenty-seven.
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cadia Place: 2003 Aerial Site Map Prior to Completion (Aérial
the City of Tyler)

Figure 3.5 rom

Before the questionnaires were distributed to the sample population, Acadia
Place was analyzed to determine the best potential location for a neighborhood park
according to the existing design. Following established guidelines from prior research
(Crompton, 2004; Miller, 2001), two locations were chosen as sites for neighborhood

parks.
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With chosen locations for the neighborhood parks, the development was then
divided into three zones of economic influence according to the same criteria as the
Azalea District and Stonegate (Crompton, 2004; Miller, 2001). Within Acadia Place,
the existing residential properties were surveyed based on the zone in which they
resided. As a “point of departure based on a review of empirical studies,” the properties
in Zone A were assumed to produce a twenty percent premium, those in Zone B a ten
percent premium, and those in Zone C a five percent premium (Crompton, 2001, 12)

and were represented as such in their corresponding questionnaires.
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It was determined that seventy-one lots were in Zone A, thirty-one lots in Zone
B, and twenty-five lots in Zone C. The distribution of the questionnaires followed this
determination since a key question of the research was based on the premium demanded
by a residential lot’s proximity to a neighborhood park. The questionnaires also sought
opposition to neighborhood parks within Acadia Place. Other questions determined
correlations between demographics and the stated preferences to pay a premium for
proximity to a neighborhood park or opposition to a nearby neighborhood park. The
questionnaires (Appendix C) were packaged with a preaddressed, postage-paid
envelope for return to the researcher, and left near the front doors of the sample

population in a protective plastic sleeve.
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3.4 Summary

A two-phase research methodology was put to use to uncover the impacts of
neighborhood parks on residential property values and consumer preferences for non-
traditional subdivisions. The methodology also measured the proclivity of consumers to
pay premiums for a residential lot near a neighborhood park in a Tyler, Texas,
traditional subdivision. The analysis of real estate valuations and public surveys were
used to produce informed strategies for the basis of creating a different type of
subdivision and a unified program for a community-wide neighborhood parkland

system.

27



CHAPTER 4
ALL ABOUT THE NUMBERS

The inclusion of neighborhood parks within the realm of traditional subdivision
development has been viewed as an increased cost to the suburban developer. As a
result, non-traditional developments are created when local governmental codes
mandate their establishment, even though research suggests that the development of
parkland can be beneficial to the developer:

Providing parks in new neighborhoods offers clear financial benefits to

developers, that those benefits are predictable using objective research methods,

and that they can be captured through careful design and development practice

(Miller, 2001, 101).

This research uncovers community factors that can lead to profitable
opportunities for developers, provide an array of housing choices, and create the

infrastructure for parkland.

4.1 The Proximate Principle Applied

Two neighborhoods were studied to determine the impacts of neighborhood
parks on residential property values. Data for this study were collected through the
Smith County Appraisal District (www.smithcad.org). The information was then
analyzed to uncover trends in residential property values according to the three zones of

economic impact.
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4.1.1 Bergfeld Park

Bergfeld park is a neighborhood park centrally located in the heart of Tyler. The
eight and one third acre neighborhood park is bound by residential streets to the north
and west, West Second Street and South College respectively. South Broadway Avenue,
a major arterial, is the east boundary and West Fourth Street, a minor arterial, to the
south.

Bergfeld Park is a heavily used park in Tyler and functions as the public core of
the Azalea District. The park features picnic areas, restroom facilities, two tennis courts,

a playground, an amphitheater, and open space for public gatherings and open play.

Figure 4.1 Bergfeld Park
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Figure 4.3 Bergfeld Park: Tennis Facilities

30



BT A
¥

Figure 4.4 Bergfeld Park: Spac forpen Play and Gatherings

4.1.2 Stonegate Park

Stonegate park is the central feature of the Stonegate development in south east
Tyler. The development is located three and a half miles south of Loop 323 on the east
side of Paluxy Drive and was developed as a non-traditional suburban neighborhood.

Stonegate is a new development and currently has a built-out rate of fifty-five
percent. The park, which creates the physical core of the neighborhood, features a
central lake, picnic areas, a community gathering area, and walking/jogging trails.
When compared to Bergfeld Park, Stonegate Park is more passive in design and

programming, but serves the surrounding neighborhood in a similar manner.
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Figuré 4.6 Stdnégate: Recreational Trail
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Figure 4.8 Stonegate: Recreational Trail Amenities
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4.1.3 Valuation Assessment

The two study neighborhoods and neighborhood parks are different in character
and physical locale within the overall community. However, both were analyzed
according to phase one of the research methodology.

Data for fifty-five residential lots around Bergfeld Park were collected, and
analyzed according to the three zones of economic influence. All properties were
analyzed on an average market price per structure square foot basis (Figure 4.9) and
according to average Smith County assessed taxes per structure square foot (Figure
4.10). These properties were compared against an average market price made up from a
random sampling of twenty-one residential properties outside of the potential zones of
influence of any neighborhood park. Complete data for the residential properties in the
Bergfeld Park neighborhood are in Appendix A.

Data for one hundred and one of the one hundred and three residential lots in
Stonegate were available, collected, and analyzed according to the three zones of
economic influence. Fifty-five percent of the residential properties were analyzed on an
average market price per structure square foot basis (Figure 4.11) and on an average
Smith County assessed tax per structure square foot (Figure 4.12). The forty-five
percent of properties that do not have completed structures were analyzed on an average
market price per acre basis (Figure 4.13). Complete data for the residential properties in

Stonegate are in Appendix B.
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Figure 4.9 Bergfeld: Average Market Price per Structure Square Foot
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Figure 4.10 Bergfeld: Average Smith County Assessed Taxes per Structure
Square Foot
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Figure 4.11 Stonegate: Average Market Price per Structure Square Foot
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Figure 4.12 Stonegate: Average Smith County Assessed Taxes per Structure
Square Foot
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Figure 4.13 Stonegate: Average Market Price for Unbuilt Lots per Acre

Figure 4.9 shows that the residential properties surrounding Bergfeld Park did
project a rising premium in average assessed market price across the zones of economic
impact. The control value, Zone D, had an average assessed market price of sixty-eight
dollars and eight cents per square foot. The properties in Zone A (Figure 3.3) showed a
forty-eight percent increase in average market value per square foot over the random
sample that is out of proximity of a neighborhood park. In agreement with the
theoretical research, the properties in Zone B showed a ten percent premium in market
price over the control. The properties in Zone C showed a twelve percent premium over
the control with an average market value of seventy-six dollars and fifty-two cents.

Figure 4.10 shows the results of the analysis of the Smith County Average

assessed taxes per structure square foot of the residential properties around Bergfeld
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Park. This study showed that property owners in Zone A paid, on average, an increase
of fifty-eight percent more taxes per square foot of residential structure. Zones B and C
showed an average increase of fifteen and eleven percents, respectively.

Figures 4.11 and 4.12 show the results of the same analyses of Smith County
assessed average market price per structure square foot within Stonegate. However,
there was no control or Zone D considered because all properties in the development
fell within one of the three zones of economic influence around Stonegate Park (Figure
3.4). For the economic studies within Stonegate, Zone C was used as the benchmark for
comparison of an increase or decrease in average property values and taxes.

Figure 4.11 shows that the average assessed market value per structure square
foot in Zone A claimed a thirty-one percent increase over the properties more distant
from the park in Zone C. The properties in Zone B showed an average assessed
premium of seven percent over Zone C.

Figure 4.12 shows that property owners in Zone A paid, on average, an increase
of thirty-two percent more taxes per structure square foot than property owners in Zone
C. The owners in Zone B paid, on average, eight percent more taxes per structure square
foot than owners in Zone C.

A third study was conducted within Stonegate because forty-five percent of the
residential lots did not have built structures. This study compared the average assessed
market values per acre of raw land across the three zones of economic influence. Figure
4.13 shows that vacant properties in Zone A were assessed at a sixty-two percent

average market price per acre premium over properties in Zone C. The properties in
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Zone B were assessed at a thirteen percent average market price per acre premium over
properties in Zone C.
4.1.4 Valuation Summary

The zones of economic influence for both neighborhoods showed an average
increase in assessed market values and taxes paid the closer the zones were to the
neighborhood parks, with the exception of Bergfeld Park’s Zone B. While this zone
showed a ten percent premium over the control zone, similar to reviewed studies, it was
two percent lower than the average premium assessed to Zone C.

4.2 Acadia Place: Survey Findings

Acadia Place, a traditional suburban development, was surveyed to determine
the views of residential property owners on neighborhood parks and their proclivities to
pay premiums to live in proximity of a neighborhood park. Information for this study
was collected through the circulation of a survey instrument, then analyzed to uncover

trends among the residents.
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Figure 4.15 Percentage of Respondents in Favor of or Opposed to a Neighborhood
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Figure 4.16 Percentage of Respondents that Would Pay a Premium on a
Residential Lot to Live Near a Neighborhood Park

One hundred twenty-seven surveys were distributed with a return rate of just
over fifty percent (Figure 4.14) Of the returned surveys, eighty-four percent of
respondents were in favor of living near a neighborhood park. Sixteen percent were
opposed to living near a neighborhood park (Figure 4.15).

The survey results indicated that seventy-eight percent of respondents would be
willing to pay a premium for a lot located in proximity to a neighborhood park. Almost
twenty-two percent of respondents were not willing to pay the premium associated with
the proximate location to a neighborhood park (Figure 4.16).

Data from the surveys were also analyzed to reveal trends among respondents
that were or were not willing to pay a premium for a residential lot located in proximity

to a neighborhood park.
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Figure 4.17 Age Distribution Among Respondents Who Would Pay a Premium
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Figure 4.18 Age Distribution Among Respondents Who Would Not Pay a
Premium
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Analysis of the data showed that of the fifty respondents that would pay a
premium for a lot near a neighborhood park, fourteen percent were between the ages of
eighteen to thirty, forty percent were between thirty-one and forty, eight percent were
between forty-one and fifty, twenty-six percent were between fifty-one and sixty and
twelve percent were over the age of sixty-one.

Analysis also showed that of the fourteen respondents that would not pay a
premium for a lot near a neighborhood park zero were between eighteen and thirty,
fourteen percent were between thirty-one and forty, fourteen percent were between
forty-one and fifty, forty-three percent were between fifty-one and sixty, and twenty-

nine percent were over the age of sixty-one.
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Figure 4.19 Distribution of Respondents with Children in Household that Would
Pay a Premium
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Figure 4.20 Distribution of Respondents with Children in Household that Would
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Data analysis showed that of the fifty respondents that would pay a premium for
a lot near a neighborhood park, fifty-six percent had children living in the household.
Four percent explained that they “regularly had grandchildren that visited” and would
enjoy having a nearby park (Appendix D). Forty percent of the respondents that would
pay a premium for a residential lot near a neighborhood park did not have children
living in the household.

Analysis of the data also showed that of the fourteen respondents that would not
pay a premium for a lot near a neighborhood park, seventy-nine percent did not have
children living at home. Twenty-one percent stated they did have children living in the

household.
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Figure 4.21 Distribution of Time Spent Outside for Respondents that Would Pay a
Premium
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Figure 4.22 Distribution of Time Spent Outside for Respondents that Would Not
Pay a Premium
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Further data analysis showed thirty-two percent of the respondents that would
pay the premium associated with a neighborhood park spend less than seven hours
outside per week. Fifty-four percent of those respondents stated they spend seven to
fourteen hours per week outside. Fourteen percent claimed more than fourteen hours are
spent outside per week

The data reveal that the respondents that would not pay the premium to live near
a neighborhood park fell into a similar distribution as the respondents that would pay
the premium. Analysis showed that thirty-six percent spend less than seven hours
outside per week, fifty percent spend between seven and fourteen hours outside per
week, and fourteen percent spend more than fourteen hours outside per week.

4.3 In Their Words

The data in this study uncovered a survey group that favored a nearby
neighborhood park. A majority of the survey group also had a willingness to pay a
premium for residential property in close proximity to a neighborhood park. Of the
entire survey group, twenty-seven percent took the opportunity to elaborate on their
preferences either for or against a neighborhood park.

4.3.1 Narratives of Respondents Not Willing to Pay Premium

Unless properly supervised, a neighborhood park would provide a place where

predators or others could exploit unsuspecting children. Children are safer

playing in their own yards. Most neighborhood are not well maintained after a

few years.

We paid too much.

Empty nesters — ready for quiet. Parks are hard to police, trash, activity, hang-
out.
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I have no children at home that could use a park, but I would not have a problem
with a park nearby for other people’s children.

I would not want to live directly across the street from a park, or even a minute
away. | would not want one that close because, unfortunately, a lot of negative
activities take place at parks at night. They also generate a lot of traffic.

| think it increases the chance of vandalism.
Noise.

It brings in too many people, traffic, and drug runners prey on the young people
in parks.

Increase in traffic in neighborhood. Hangout for teenagers at night, drinking.

We probably do not need a park because; (1) my husband and I both work and
just take walks through the neighborhood when we want to exercise, (2) our
young grandchildren come over about once a month to six weeks and we take
them to play at the elementary school playground which is directly behind our
house, and (3) | realize the importance of parks and believe they benefit
neighborhoods, but we do not feel like we need one (Appendix D).

4.3.2 Narratives of Respondents Willing to Pay Premium

The availability and proximity to a neighborhood park will be important when
searching for our next house.

(I) purchased a ravine lot at a higher price for the greenery and trees.

Our backyard is really small. I would love for my daughter to have more room
to play.

Not only would we appreciate parks but also sidewalks. Obesity is rampant in
Texas and outdoor spaces for exercise, walking trails, parks, bike paths, etc. are
few.

I think having a neighborhood park is a great idea. A park with walking trails
and other activities; playgrounds, gazebos, picnic areas can stimulate more
outdoor activities for families in the neighborhood. As long as the park is well
maintained and there is some form (of) security or security lighting at night. A
neighborhood park would increase property values and attract people to live in
that particular area if it has properly maintained landscaping.
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A park near our home would help entertain grandchildren.
It would provide a place for grandchildren to play.

My children are grown. Had they been small, | would pay extra for a lot. Also, |
would pay extra if the park had walking and bike paths. | wouldn’t pay twenty
percent, but might pay ten percent.

Having a park in the neighborhood would be very nice, but | really don’t want to
spend thousands of dollars to have one built. If a park was already in the
neighborhood or the price of the home was previously calculated to include
parkland that would be okay. Nice but not absolutely necessary for
life/existence. | would not want to pay for it after buying the home (Appendix
D).

49



CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

This investigation into the economic and intangible values of neighborhood
parks is not an attempt to force neighborhood parks into all new developments. The
value is not in the continual purchase of open space for parks (Gosdin and Lemmons,
1969) or creating parks for the sake of having parks. Rather, the value of this study is to
provide tools to help in the growth and development of an entire community that
addresses the needs of the people. The main goal of this study is to challenge the current
norm of residential development and address Hudnut’s observation:

People want a sense of place. Many are tired of the disconnectedness they feel in

suburbia. They still love single-family homes, but they are discontented with the

rest of the package, the patchworks of strip development, the congestion on the
highways, the mind-numbing monotony, the excessive dependence on the

automobile (Hudnut, 2003, 187).

Although a myriad of factors can address these concerns, the one considered in
this study is a strategic approach to the inclusion of neighborhood parks that can
provide opportunities for play, athletics, socializing, and interacting with nearby nature
(Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005, 95), while providing the economic gains that drive
development. Through design implementation, these neighborhood parks also have the

potential to address the environmental structure and ecological needs of the community

(Forsyth and Musacchio, 2005) while providing a variety of individual neighborhoods.
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5.1 Conclusions

This study yields several conclusions that challenge the traditional method for

subdivision development. These conclusions can provide an alternative method of

development for growing communities, and are as follows:

Residential properties within the study neighborhoods show a premium
value when in proximity to a neighborhood park. This premium is under-
utilized in traditional suburban development.

Eighty-four percent of respondents living in a traditional subdivision
development demonstrated a willingness to pay this premium to own
residential property in proximity to a neighborhood park. The survey
respondents stated reasons for doing so including visual appeal, obesity
rates, recreational opportunities, increased property values, and places
for children and grandchildren (Appendix D).

There is a market for developments with neighborhood parks that can be
economical for private interest developers (Miller, 2001). These
developments have public demand and can compete against traditional
developments with consumers who are willing to pay premiums based
on proximity to parkland.

Sixteen percent of respondents living in a traditional subdivision would
not pay the premium to own property in proximity to a neighborhood

park. Respondents opposed to neighborhood parks cited noise, traffic,
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vandalism, drugs, underage drinking, and lack of maintenance as reasons
against the development of a neighborhood park (Appendix D).

= Neighborhood parks can serve a variety of functions when incorporated
within a residential development. These functions range from providing
a shared recreational place that fosters relationships and strengthens the
community, to providing habitat for wildlife and ecological functions
connecting residents to their natural surroundings.

= Communities should provide a diverse range of residential
developments, giving consumers a wealth of neighborhood choices. This
range of developments might include neighborhoods that appeal to
individuals who desire the visual appeal of a naturalistic, scenic
neighborhood park to a recreational neighborhood park for various
physical activities and social events. The option for traditional
developments should also remain. These developments have benefits in
the aspects of affordability, private open space, and other aspects of
choice (Forsyth, 2005, 270) but alone, do not provide for all the public’s
needs.

5.2 Implications

The neighborhood park is not the answer to all the issues attributed to traditional
suburban development. The data presented here address some of the social and
economic concerns in development endeavors and point to implications for landscape

architects, urban designers, and policy makers:
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Community growth strategies should allow for flexibility within
individual developments to create the diversity sought by the public.

A parkland framework plan should be strategically planned prior to
development to create a cohesive system. Important sites and resources
within this framework should be identified and planned for accordingly.
This may include incentives for the development and/or preservation of
parkland within a particular development project.

Parkland dedication should be encouraged by policy makers according
to the parkland framework plan, but not mandated through a dedication
ordinance required of all residential development projects, thus reducing
community-wide diversity.

Each development and neighborhood park should be carefully planned
according to its immediate context and its role in the community. This
should include a design that maximizes premiums on property values
according to the zones of economic influence. Sensitive design can
offset parkland development creating a profit center for the developer.
The public and private sectors should work together in a flexible manner
to guide the growth of the community:

A relationship between public and private that favors a strong sense of
place and community is as much the precursor of good functional urban
forms as is their product. Design should emerge from and reflect social
dynamics, and the evolution of a community must allow some fluidity of

spatial forms to reflect changing and inevitably contested perspectives
and practices (Cannavo, 2007, 120).
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These strategies form guiding philosophies for community policy and
subsequent growth, with regard to residential development and parkland systems. A
developing community is a multifaceted and organic entity of which its true potential
lies beyond the neighborhood park. Rather, it is in the opportunities available through a
diversity of choices that lead to a rich and satisfying life that includes a diverse public
realm:

Parks, whether passive or active, small or large, are not the only form of public

space. Libraries, squares, market-places, canals, trails, and plazas can all become

parts of well-planned open space that promote community investments,
contribute to a city’s uniqueness and quality of life, preserve the environment,
and provide important linkages to create a sense of place. Spend public money

on these things, and the investment will come back sevenfold (Hudnut, 2003,

186).

5.3 Suggestions for Further Research

This study can not attempt to cover all the issues surrounding privatized
suburban development or the inclusion of neighborhood parkland within residential
developments. The following issues raise questions that could be considered for further
study within the parameters of this study:

< How are private open spaces, such as private parks and golf courses,
viewed by consumers of residential developments and how do they
impact the regional parkland and open space network of a community?

< Do residential suburban developments create a demographic separation
of socio-economic classes? If so, does this separation influence the

success of parkland that is developed within a residential development?
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How does public open space impact the perceived value of residential
property when access is limited to visual appeal with no physical
admission? Would consumers be willing to pay premiums for visual
appeal only?

Can design strategies shape suburban developments that obscure the
boundaries of private yards in a traditional suburban development to
create a park-like setting? Would consumers would be willing to pay a
premium for this shared yard approach to development?

Can city codes incorporate design guidelines that create streets that
function as linear parks and create opportunities for social and
recreational interactions that foster a sense of community?

How can traditional suburban developments be designed to empower the
autonomy of the younger and older populations through transportation,
social, and recreational opportunities?

Is there a “phase” during the growth and evolution of a community that
can be identified as the most economically advantageous time to initiate
non-traditional developments?

Is there a time frame that communities can identify that can change the
physical shape of development and create a more cohesive landscape for

their residents and regional ecology?
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APPENDIX C

ACADIA PLACE SAMPLE SURVEYS
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
[131-40
[141-50
[]51-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
[J7-14 hours
[ I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

[vyes [no
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

[Jo-3 [J4-6 [17-10 111-13 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[Jyes [Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[lyes [Ino

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
[131-40
[141-50
[]51-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
[J7-14 hours
[ I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

[yes [Ino

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 14 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Jo-3 [Ja-6 [J7-10 J11-13 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

[Jyes [Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[lyes [Ino

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
[131-40
[141-50
[]51-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
[J7-14 hours
[ I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

[yes [Ino

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 14 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Jo-3 [Ja-6 [J7-10 J11-13 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

[Jyes [Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[lyes [Ino

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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APPENDIX D

ACADIA PLACE SURVEY RESPONSES
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Questionnaire: Neighbarhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiallty is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
[331-40
[14-50
151-860
161 or greater

2 How moeir timedo you sperdoulside perweek? — - — - T .
[Jless than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
yas o

If yes, how many children are in the household?
ﬁ 2 [k 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the househeld (please chack all that apply)?
o3 [J46 [I7-10 |“_7g1l-13 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000.to e within one biock of a neighborhood park?)

05 Cne
if no, what is the maximum amount you woutd have bsen willing to pay t¢ be located within one
block from a neighborhoad park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Cyes no
Pleasa Explain. If you need more spacs, you may write on the back of this questionnairs.
sec ok,

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 76701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[18-30
=A31-40
[CJ41-50
[151-60
[161 or greater

2. Hlbzw@ch'—éﬁﬁe d6 you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours

17 - 14 hours
™ more than 14 hours

3. Are thers-dny children living in your housshold?
yes T no
Wy children are in the household?
1 2 12 14 15 or more

;Iyrﬂhe age ranges of the children in the household {please check al! that apply)?
0-3 146 710 [CI11-13 [[114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborheod park had been
within & wglking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
wouid you have paid an addittonal $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

yes '

Jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park,-in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to héving a neighborhood park near your house?

CJyes

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaira in the supplied envelope to 1920 § Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
31-40
CJ41-50
[]51-60
181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours
37 -14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your househotd?

m yes [CIne

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 []2 13 4 {5 ormore
What are the age ranges of the chifdren in the household (please check all that apply)?
;3] 03 [146 [7-10 [HM113  [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? {Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

;z[ yes T Ino

if no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[ lyes @( no

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
The avalabilihy and Proximityy to 2 j\-\{)w-lﬂ-o o} pwk
Wil b oAt Waea g w-.x We v o

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelopéd to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doas not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
A3-40 .
T [M)41-50
[151-60
(161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
{Tliess than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
[JImore than 14 hours

3. A‘r;?re any children living in your household?
yes

[CJno
If yes, how many children are jn-the househald?
4 /2 3 14 (35 or mare
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[lo3 [T46 710 11413 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?}

Cehves na

¥ no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
straet from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
lves [fho

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please raturn questionnairg in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doss not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT L EAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
F5X31-40
[141-50
[J51-60
[ 61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jiess than 7 hours

537 - 14 hours

] more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

£x<lyes [Ino

If yes, how many children are in the househoid?
31 2 €13 14 [J5 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that appty)?

[Jo3 46 10 U113 (C]14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the sireet from a neighborhood park?)

= yes o

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be lacated across the
street from a neighhorhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

CIyes AZ=ino

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 8 Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #.
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information fs for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[J18-30
[131-40
(2447 - 50
[151-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
{T1iess than 7 hours ‘
E’ﬁ; hours
[_] more than 14 hours

3. Are therg any children living in your household?

Ej’ﬁ Ino

If yes, how many'c ildren ara in the household?

11 13 4 15 or mare
What are the age es of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Jo-3 4-5 1710 11113 {11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your ot was purchased for $20,000,
would have paid an additiona! $4,000 to be across the strast from a neighborhood park?)

yes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located acress the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or

Are you opposed to having-a neighborhood park near your house?

Cyes I__’Kw

Piease Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questicnnaire in the supplied envelops to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #.
This survey dees not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
[131-40
[l41-50
[151-860
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[ liess than 7 hours
Y17 - 14 hours
[__Jmore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

m yes (Cne
If yes, how many children are in the household?
[ 12 k] 4 {715 or more

What are the age ranges of the chiidren in the household (please check all that apply}?
o3 [AJ46 (K170 [J11-13  [Cli4-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Exampie: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighbormhoeod park?)

[;Nyes [jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would hava been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchasa price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhaod park near your house?

Jves Ino

Please Explain. If you nead more space, you may write on the back of this gquestionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes anly.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[[18-30
[J31-40
[14t-50
A5 - 60
{161 crgreater -

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[T less than 7 hours
17 -14 hours
1 more than 14 hours

3. Ara there any children living in your household?

[yes [Zino

If yes, how many children are in the household?

1 2 13 4 (15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household {please check all that apply)?

o3 Cla6 1710 [J11-13 []14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,

would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

EQ]/yes [ Jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
Clyes  zino

Please Explain. If you need more spacs, you may ite on the back of this questionnaire.

Pudused & tawe & ok 4 g ?‘“%‘M%'W“i

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 192C 8 Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[ 318-30
[131-40
tﬁtﬁ -50
[151-60
{161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[less than 7 hours
[37 - 14 hours
[Z(more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Jyes [#fno

if yes, how many children are in the household?

1 12 13 a4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

o3 [[14-6 710 [J11-13 [C]14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within & walking distance of cna minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additionat $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

yes Tno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

strest from a neighborhood park, in additton o the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[yes Cno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survay does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[18-30
2 31 - 40
[C141-50
[151-860
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spand outside per week?
Ciess than 7 hours
B 7 - 14 hours
1 more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

B ves [CIno
If yes, how many children are in the househokl?
= 2 s 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
s 0-3 146 7-10 C 1113 11418

4. Would you have besen willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: f your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

ves {ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
straet from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[Jves o

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
Dox  ‘Doelk wo o s reall y small T wooudd { e Qu - m -y
Avianber 1o e ve  ofe rfoem Yo p\q%‘

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidantiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
T118-30
31-40
[141-50
[151-860
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[ less than 7 hours
(217 - 14 hours

[ more than 14 hours

3. Are thare any children living in your household?
s no

If yes, how many children are in the household?

1 2 s 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

CJo3 [la6  [J7-10  [J11-13  [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a waiking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your ot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[AVes [Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
streat from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

T Jyes ino

Piease Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
=7~ 40
[J41-50
151-60
181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?

gfes(skhan 7 hours
- 14 hours

[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
my{:m Jno

If yes, how many children are in useheld?
1 2 14 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the househcld (please chack all that apply)?
—lo-3 @ﬁme o [J11-13 1418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[Z2ves [—no

If no, what is the maximum amaunt you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[CJyes 0

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please retumn guestionnaire in the supplied envslope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #;
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
[131-40
[C)41-50
[151-80
{3861 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[less than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
yes no
If yes, how many children are in the household?
o R = N o S o (35 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply}?
3 /afl: 710 [J11-13  [114-18

4. Would you have been willing fo pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distanca of ohe minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
woutd yoy have paid an additlonal $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

/QK CIno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
{yes 0

Please Explain. H you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1820 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your halp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Resaarch #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintgined. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
CJ18-30
[131-40
[J41-50
351 - 60

(161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
B<Tless than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
[] more than 14 hours

3. Are there any childran iiving in your househoid?

[ves Bro
If yes, how many children are in the household?
11 2 33 4 [J5 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check ail that apply)?
[Jo-3 [14-6 1710 1113 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example; If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4.000 10 be across the strest from a neighborhood park?}

< ves [3no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would hava been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborheod park near your house?

[Jyes Jno

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Ressarch #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[X718-30
[Xi31-40
[ 41-50
[151-60
7181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
mless than 7 hours
[17-14 hours
I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

e Xino
If yes, how many children are in the household?
11 12 i3 34 (15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
103 146 CJ7-10 C 11113 [T114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhocod park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? {Example. If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

m yes [CJro
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay te be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[yes Zfno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 & Wali Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your halp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
{J31-40
5Z2141-50
[151-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[lless than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
CImore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

yes [no
If yos, how many children are in the household?
ﬁ: 2 3 04 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household: (please check all that apply)?
103 46 v 31113 14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

yes Jno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have baen willing to pay to ba located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[yes [=Iho

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope tc 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality Is maintained. This information Is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[318-30
[131-40
[341-50
51-60
[C161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend ouiside per week?
T hess than 7 hours
[Ef{e- 14 hours
[ Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children Jiving in your household?
mn

[Jyes o
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 [J2 s 4 [15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Coes [[J46 [J710 11413 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you. have paid an additional $2,000 {e be within one block of a peighborhood park?)
[ﬂz‘is [Cno o
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? %

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

lyes [Jno

Please Expiain. i you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes oniy.

4. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
C118-30
[X131-40
Ja1-50
151 -60
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend autside per week?
m!ess than 7 hours
17 -14 hours
[C_Jmore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

yes —Jno
X

If yes, how many children are in the household?
;Zl 1 2 s 4 735 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

Jos [T146 ;ﬁmo Cl11-13 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Exampie: if your iot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additicnal $2,000 to Pe within one block of a neighborhood park?)

[X] yas Jno : :
If o, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay te be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

ar
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes {no

Piease Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentislity is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
[(]31-40
141 -50
[151-60
{161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outsids per week?
[ligss than 7 hours
I’Zg- 14 hours

[JImore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children Iivihg irt your household?
[Cifes Cino

If yes, how many ghildren are in tha household?
(IR 13 4 15 or more

What are the ageranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
ﬁa ﬁzﬁ: CI7410 113 [Cl14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$26,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

fes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been witling to pay to be locatad within three

blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[yes no

Pleasa Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please raturn questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1820 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your halp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey dees not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality ie maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

18-30
J31-40
[141-50
[151-60
(161 or greater

1. What js your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE

2. How much time do you spend cutside per week?
[ less than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

[Jyes ne
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 )4 (15 or more

What are the age ranges cf the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[(Jo3 [4-6 710 [C11-13 [[114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of thras to five minutes away? {Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)
(X Ty

es [Jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have heen willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposead fo having a neighborhood park near your house?
[Cyes Cno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please retun questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your hslp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

*

Research #;
This survey doas not ask your nama.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes anly.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
=37~ 40
41 -50
[]51-60
{_]161 or greater

" 2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[THess than 7 hours

{7 - 14 hours

I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children fiving in your household?
as [TIno

(Y [z 33 CJ4
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply}?
;ﬁ?@ [;}eéa“ 10 11-13 4-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhoad park had been

If yas, how many children are in the household?
Bér more

within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your ot was purchased for $20,000,

woulg+4ou have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)
ves [Jno

¥ no, what is the maximum amount you would hava been willing to pay 1o be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or

Are you opposed to hayirg a neighborhood park near your house?
yes P’Km

Please Explain. If you nead more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your hslp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This informaltion is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
G$1-40
141 -50
151 -60
[ 161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
[Imere than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
mye

s [no
if yes, how many children are jn the househeld?
1 [z 3 4 {15 ormore

‘;hfrare the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
0-3 146 1710 11113 [C114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had bean
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
wyu have paid an additicnal $4,000 tc be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

yes

[ne

if no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be iocated across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you oppose;r?aying a neighborhood park near your house?
[Jves no

Please Exptain. i you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envslope to 1920 8 Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:;
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TC PARTICIPATE
[118-30
8440
[J41-50
{151-860
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend ouiside per week?
T tess than 7 hours
- 14 hours
[CImore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children Jiving in your household?
\@gs Jno
If yes, how many chitdren are in the household?
1 =fe ] 4 35 or mere
What are the age ranges of the children in the household {piease check ail that appfy)?
-3 146 710 111-13 [CJt4-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if & neighborhood park had been’
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

;zﬁves [Jno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
straet from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

lves Cne

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Piease return guestionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentialily is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
J18-30
[X131-40
[141-50
[J54-60
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[THess than 7 hours
;Z]T - 14 hours
[ Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your houschold?

Fyes [Jne

If yas, how many children are in the household?

(Y 32 A3 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
o3 [ 4-6 FZT-‘ID 1143 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the strest from & neighborhood park?)

[A yes [no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street fror a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

T Jyes /[,mno

Piease Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[CJ18-30
[J31-40
J41-50
)51 -60
LZI 61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours
{7 -14 hours
[ -] more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

Jyes @no

¥f yes, how many children are in the household?
£ ]2 I3 4 [J5 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[7]o-3 []4a-6 C17-10 11113 [T 114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

yas Cno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have baen willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes ‘Kﬁo

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiatity is maintained. This information is for statistical purposss only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18- 30
(C131-40
[~]41-50
[151-60
1861 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[liess than 7 hours
(17 - 4 hours

IZﬁore than 14 hours

3. ArEeZth?«any children living in your household?
yas

[Ino
If yes, how many children are in the household?
g = I8 4 [35 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the househeld (please check zll that apply)?
(103 [J46 710 [I11-13  [I14-18

4, Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: if your iot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

HAys

S (_Jno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

ves no

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #; _
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintainad, This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[]18-30
31-40
C_141-50
C151-60
L_161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
&{l:ss than 7 hours
(7 - 14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

M yes {™no

if yes, how many children are in the household?
1 (2 13 14 (15 or more
hat are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
%0-3 [J46 ([I710 [H143  [114-18

4, Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if & neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a nsighborhood park?)

[';qyes [Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood parlk, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

CJyes Jno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your nams.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[18-30
[331-40
[ J41-50
X151 -60
{161 cr greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children Bving in your household?
[yes Xino

If yes, how many children ara in the household?
41 = s 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household {please check all that apply)?
[Tjo-3 46 1710 J11-13 J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? {Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the strest from a neighborhcod park?)

[X]ves [ne Bouth T House ALREADY BuiT ov &7 - DD
pet  plek e loT PER s€

if no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addilion to the purchase price of the LOT?

ar
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

Plyes ;Z] no

Plaase Explain. If you need more spacs, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return guestionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.%
\Thankyouforyourh.e!p.’ Not only .f/:/‘guld' . Cpppraciy pr b i‘béﬂnlk)«
Srlew‘allks ; (9&35/? /s RAmpuntdin Tega, Y seFdoas S ce son exertiee, o
Pondy, bike  path, Gfc  aie e,
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doas not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
(J18-230
[J131-40
[]41-80
51-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[less than 7 hours
[17-14 hours
/IX] mare than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

Tves ;Z]no o

If yos, how many children are in the household?

1 2 ) (4 [T15 ormore

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

o3 [ J46 710  [J11-13 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one biock of a neighborhood park?)

[Xives  [Jno L L

If no, what is the maximum ambount you would have been willing to pay to be located within ane
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? ‘

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[ lyes [_dno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhaod Parks

Research #;
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
[131-40
[41-50
[C]51-60
34161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outsida par week?
(2} less than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
f_Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Myes & Ino
if yes, how many children are in the household?
1 —lz s a4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Jo3 [146 [d7r-10 [J11-13  [14-18

4. Wouid you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of twc to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 fo be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

Xves Cno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been wiliing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you oppesed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Tyes EEino

Please Explain. If you need mora space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

A parh ysar sur Soomt ol hukp eoTbihain Gpaad
Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your nama.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[}18-30
C31-40
[}41-50
[%151-60

] 61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[_lless than 7 hours
17 - 14 bours
Fmare than 14 hours

3. Are thera any children living in your household?
yes Ino

if yes, how many children are in the household?

1 2 2 4 [J5 or more
What are tha age ranges of the children in the household (please check ali that apply)?

[]o-3 4e 1710 BZ]11-13 [[114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% meore for your LOT if a neighborheod park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your fot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

B yes [Ino
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[ lyes Z=Ino
Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire,

Pleasa retum questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information Is for statistical purpeses only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
CJ18-30
[131-40
[Ja1-580
[¥7151-60
{161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per weak?
[ less than 7 hours
[17 - 14 hours
[ Irmara than 14 hours

3. Are there any chitdren living in your household?

{lyes CAane

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 32 [k a4 35 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please chack all that apply)?

o3 46 3710 [CJ%1-13 114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two fo three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid ari additional $2,000 te be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

{1 Aves [Jno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing 1o pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighbarhood park near your house?

[yes Jno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the suppliec envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your halp.-
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
31-40
[J41-50
151-80
{161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
T Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any chig‘living in your household?

[Iyes o
If yas, how many chiidren are in the household?
[ 32 I3 4 15 ormore

What are the age ranges of the children in the househeld (please check all that apply)?
[Jo-3 46 710 3143 [[J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
%OO, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

es —no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed tg. having a neighborhood park near your house?
[yes o

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questicnnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 8 Wall Avs, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.-
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Resaarch #:
This survay does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TQ PARTICIPATE
Ki18-30
[J31-40
[T]41-50
[151-60
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
m less than 7 hours
17 -14 hours
] more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

;:] yes [no
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 s J4  [J50ormore

at are the age ranges of the children in the househcld (please check all that apply)?
m0-3 146 C7-10 113 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additionai $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

i;] yes {_Jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay o be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

yes CIno

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may writa on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wail Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Ressearch #;
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[]18-30
G131 -40
T141-80
[151-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than T hours
{17 -14 hours
[Jmore than 14 hours

3. Are thqm any children living in your household?

=Tves [CIno
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 Clz 3 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please chack all that apply)?
=103 146 710 [J1113 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,006 to be within one block-of-a neighborhood park?)

yes Cno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighberhood park near your house?
[yes o

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this gquestionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information Is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
C118-30
[131-40
[)41-50
5t -60

[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend cutside per week?
[Jiess then 7 hours

1714 hours
lzﬁa’ra than 14 hours
3. Are there any children living in your household?
yes TIno

If yes, how many children are in the how
I 2 I 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the childmyﬂousehold se check ail that apply)?

o3 46 J7-10 11-13 14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Exampte: if your lot was purchased for ]
$20,080, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

yes [Jno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing 1o pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or

Are you opposed to hating a neighborhood park near your house?
[lyes no

Please Explain. If you nead more space, you may write on the back of this questionnairs.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Ressarch #;
This survey does not esk your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This infermation is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[J18-30
[131-40
[41-50
[151-60
<161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[tess than 7 hours
&7 - 14 hours
—Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
dyes E=ino

If yes, how many children are in the househo!d?

11 2 [k 4 (15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children iin the household (please check all that apply)?

[Jo3 [_]46 1710 CJ11-13 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborheod park had been
within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for

$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

&1 yes CJno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

Cyes no

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire,

Please retun questionnaire in the supplied envelope 1o 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey dees not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
[131-40
[141-50
51-60
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
{_lless than 7 hours

[337 - 14 hours

[ 1more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Clyes ozfno

If yes, how many children are in the household?
31 2 13 T4 5 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household {please check all that apply)?

CJo-3 []4-6 710 [C]11-13 CJ14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of three to five minutes away?{Exampie: if your ot was purchased for

$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three biocks of a neighborhood park?)

R ves [Cno

If no, what is the maximum amount you weuld have been willing to pay to be located within three

blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

O e

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questicnnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ava, Tylar, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Ressarch #:
This survey does not ask your nama.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[[18-30
[331-40
[J41-50

TS51 - 60-

161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[ Jless than 7 haurs

IEZ- 14 hours

[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
Clyes _F<po
if yes, how many children are in the household?

— [ 2 s 4 5 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

~— [Jo3 [DJes6 [d710 [J1113 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT ifa neighborhood park had bean
within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Exampis: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

ﬁes Clno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
- [yes Cno

Please Explain. if vou need more space, you may write on tha back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
(7131 -40
[J41-50
[151-860
161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
[17 - 14 hours
M maore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[ ves “Ino

If yes, how many children are in the household?

1 [z 13 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
103 46  [J7410 [113 [ 1418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhcod park had been
within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for

$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighbarhood park?)

yes [no
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay fo be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[ves no

Please Explain. H you need moere space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questicnnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doas not ask your name.
Strict conficdentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TQ PARTICIPATE
118-30
[131-40
[]41-50
[I51-60
2R 61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
4B |ess than 7 hours
37 - 14 hours
I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

(Cyes %o
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 33 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household {please check all that apply)?
CJo3 [46  [J7-t0 {1113 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a waiking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example; If your ot was purchased for

$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1 ,000 to te within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

Wi yes [CJno
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you opposad tc having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes o

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may wrile on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[118-30
JX[31-40
—141-50
[151-60
[T7181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend qutside per waek?
[lless than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
{3 more than 14 hours

3. Are thare any children living in your household?

m yes Tne
If yas, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the househcid (please check ali that apply)?
Mo-a [C]4-6 gﬁ 710 [J41-18  [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of tl@ree to five minutes away? (Exampla; if your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?)

w yes {Jno

If ne, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three

blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes ];Zlno

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey dosas not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for stafistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[J18-30
331-40
[]41-50
[™51-860
{&-61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[T Ttess than 7 hours
[%A7 - 14 hours
[Imore than ‘14 hours

3. Are there any chiidren living in your househald?
Cdyes Zfno
If yes, how many children are in the household?

g 2 s 14 {15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
[Jo-3 346 1710 311413 (CJ14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

Clves Zfno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? 5 Z:.

or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[yes IZT no
Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Tt wour> Hrewivsg B Pwes Fom GRHN‘DQHILTD‘RE}J R

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701. }PL P x/
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighbarhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doas nat ask your nama.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
J18-30
[131-40
41-50
[161-80
(161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend ocutside per week?
[CJless than 7 hours
M— 14 hours
[ Imore thart 14 hours

3. Ara there any children fiving in your household?
CUn

Jyes 0
If yes, how many children are in the household?
[ 2 C3s 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
Jo-3 146 710 11113 [C114-18

4. Would you have been witling to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood paik had bsen
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
wauld you have p;?n’additional $4,000 to be across the sireet from a neighborhood park?)

[yes no

If no, what is the maximufn amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood perk, in addition fo the purchase price of the LOT? __ 2 %

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[Tyes no

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnairs.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainaed. This information is for statistical purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[C])18-30
{131-40
[J41-50

61 or greater

2. Hlya{h time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours

17 - 14 hours
[ Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
Jyes no

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 (14 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
Jo-3 146 710 113 [C114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walKing distanca 6f one minute away? (Examiple: if your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid grradditional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[ lyes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across tﬁe
straet from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? S 4@;@
or

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[Jves (Jno “);Z’ éf{f

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied snvalope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[]18-30
X|31-40
[T141-50
[C151-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
less than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
[ I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
yes [no

If yes, how many children are in the household?

X1 [z s 4 5 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the househeld (please check all that apply)?

303 (X 4-6 [17-10 J11-13 CJ14-18

4. Wouid you have been wiliing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?).

[Jyes [¥Ino

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have bean willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? _ / @ %

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

Iyes [XTno

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnalre in the supplied envelope to 1820 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does nct ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[J18-30
2931 - 40
41 -50
151-60
(161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per waek?
[ less than 7 hours
- 14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

;E'es o

If yes, how many children are in the household?

R /BCZ 13 (14 (15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

Jo-3 /@4-6 3710 =113 1418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,

would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

Clyes /'E'no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? C?(D

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Iyes M(E@o
Please Expiaifi. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wali Ave, Tyler, TX 76701.
Thank you for your help.

120



Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Rasearch #:
This survay does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
[[]31-40
[341-50
51 -60
[(181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Jtess than 7 hours
(AT - 14 hours

[ mere than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household®?
[CIyes v

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 ]2 k] 34 [15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please chack all that apply)?
{Jo3 a6 —17-10 [J11-13 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhcod park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
wotild you have paid ap additional $4,000 to be across the street from a naighborhaod park?)

[yes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay fo be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? $3 000 7

ar
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes o

Please Explaln If you naed more sp ace, you may write on the back of this questionnaire. ‘eujf T

HQ " r\gj M anre WO e v mice
mh, wm&ocwpnuoﬁwm mpwmw
Please return questlonnaire n the 8 pllad envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 757Q1. e)
Thank you for your help. cdated to indude pack land, thak e
0 N.c,o_ bk not a-bsoluieiq neceser \\LQ/

121



Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #;
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposeas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[[S18-30
[131-40
CJ41-50
5151 - 60
[_161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Cliess than 7 hours
(17 - 14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any chiidren living in your housghold?

[Clyes pno

If yes, how many children are in the household?

I [z 38 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

[1o-3 46 1710 [J11-13 [ }14-18

4, Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,

- woutd you-have paic-amadditionat$4.060-te-be-acress the street from a neighborhood park?) ... _

[[yes SedIno

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have bean willing to pay to be located across the
straet from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? g g

or

Are you cpposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
dyes Bgno

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 8 Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 76701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE

[J18-30
[J31-40
[ J4t-50

.gm - 60
61 or greater
2. How much time do you spend outside per week?

[liess than 7 hours

T=37 - 14 hours

[_1more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

[Jyes &o

If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 Clz s {4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please chack all that apply)?
o3 46 £ 17-10 111-13 [}14-18 ‘

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your iot was purchased for $20,000,

would you have paid ?.n adcditional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)
no

Clyes
If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? <2 OO ()

or
Are you opposed to having a neighberhood park near your house?

no

[yes l?él
Pleass Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Ressarch #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information Is for statistical purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[J18-30
[J31-40
[J41-50
L2151-60

161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outgide per week?
[ Jtess than 7 hours

77 - 14 hours

Imore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

(Jyes (Ao
If yes, how many children are in the household?
31 2 s 4 35 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
o3 [$S46 [Or1o0 113 [Ji4-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of three fo five minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhoad park?)

[Jves 2 g

if no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three
blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to hgving a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes no
Please Explain. if you nesd more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

%Mﬁmﬁmﬂ%{ébw,&m

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701. COU&!" )
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #;
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This infarmation is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
131 -40
[J41-50
-~
#7151 - 60

161 or greater

2. How m/uch time do you spend outside per week?
[less than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
{—Imore than 14 hours

S%any childEr?i»irFQ in your househoid? ¢
no

If yas, how many children are in the household?

1. [z 3 4 15 o more z
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check ali that apply)?
CJos [J46 [J7-10 [J11-13  [114-18 (=23)

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if @ neighborhood park had been
within & waiking distanca of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid dditional $4,000 to be across the street from & neighborhood park?)

[Jyes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? o

or

Are opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
s G

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope fo 1920 3 Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help. i A g Pt

ey bt SR et e £ oy
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidantiality is maintained. This information is far statistica! purposas only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 168 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18-30
[ 133540
41-50
[151-60
181 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?

gt?nhan 7 hours
- 14 hours

[ Jmore than 14 hours

3. Are thege-any children living in your household?
88 [ Jno

If yes;fiow many children are in the household?

1 ]2 3 14 15 0rmg
What are the age ranges of the chiidren in the houstheck all that apply)?
[Jo-3 [14-6 710 [I11-13 14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20.000.
would you have paid:én additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[yes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across tr:f

strest from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? W2 g
== —= s
or (i

Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
yos [Ino

Please Explain. If you need rmore space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #.
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes oniy.

1, What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
—118-30
[]31-40
41-50
151 - 60
161 or graater

2. How much time do you spend ouiside per week?
[Jless than 7 hours
=37 - 14 hours
[Jmore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?

Clyes [=ho

If yes, how many children are in the household?
[ 2 13 4 (15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

o3 [46 [7-10 [C11-13 [C14-18

4, Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a watking distanice of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

[Cyes ho

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?
or
Are you cpposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
[Ayes [Ine
Pleasae Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
®e neslers - F.CHRH, 3*—0],“‘*
(D pores’hieg o police : +rrsh,'a.ul‘v>47 5 “fuw] et
Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information Is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE

[J118-30
131-40
[C141-50
[151-60
(161 or greater

2. How much time do vou spend outside per week?
[Zless than 7 hours
[17 - 14 hours
—lmore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Tyes Ao

if yes, how many children are in the household?
1 12 s 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the househoid (please check all that appiy)?

o3 46 [J7-10 11413 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% meore for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of iwo to three minutes away? (Example: If your fot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighbothood park?)

[Jves [(gfo

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? 4 J.f@

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Dves o

Please Explain. If you need more spage, you may write on the back of this questionnaire. u
7 have xo Childrad A& Rome, That Could uSwe A Prely but I Ll
At haue a Problem with o TR /\J'ém‘is}/ Loy obher Pesphsg 4 ldrear .
Plzase return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.

Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.

Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your aga? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
18 -30
[J31-40
[T)41-50
[151-60

§ILG1 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Eless than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
[JImore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Jyes ﬁglno

if yes, how many children are in the household?

1 2 s M4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the househcld {please check all that apply)?

o3 {146 17-10 11113 [114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchaesed for $20,000,
woulld you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)-

[yes %nﬂ

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay fo be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? _ 7

or :
Are you oppaosed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

[yes no

Please Explain. if you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1820 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Queslionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey dees not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
118-30
Xfa1-40
141 -50
[151-60
[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Tless than 7 hours
27 - 14 hours
[ 1mare than 14 hours

3. Are there any chilc% living in your household?

Myes no
if yes, how many children are in the household?
1 2 13 4 15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
o3 146 [j7-10 1113 31418

4. Would you have been wilfing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhc_od park had been
within a8 walking distance of one minute away? (Example: if your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?}

[Cyes Rnu

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located across the
streat from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or |Hn\«kﬂ~m>% WM{W'\wNWQ MVMMWWMWW

A BY 4AM A B pATw AT G éd

€ you opposed to having a neighborhded park near your house?

Jyes N0 WAL & Ml o o

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
biotuddal & Wk tes Yk Uose) Mlauat W enhonakely, | 4 dot
Nfadt MAWRG, bt Male ok Prun?  OR vk, whro LEHT G L

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 8 Wali Ave, Tyler, TX 75701'% N

Thank you for your help. 0.

131



Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey dees not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[]18-30
[131-40
[141-50

£51 - 60
[(7161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per waek?
{_Jless than 7 hours
7 - 14 hours
{1 maore than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Myes g5 jno

If yes, how many children are in the household?
11 2 3 14 [C15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

[Jo-3 46 710 [311-13 11418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your ot was purchased for $20,000,
wouild you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

Clyes [Z]ro

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay 1o be located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price ofthe LOT? _nSne_.
or

Are you opposed t¢ having a neighborhood park near your house?

[Jyes [';'Q no

Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 § Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[18-30
[131-40
[141-50
151 -60
[__161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend cutside per week?
[Jless then 7 hours
37 - 14 hours
I more than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
[Jyes Hino

If yes, how many children are in the household?

I L2 s 4 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check al! that apply)?

o3 346 710 1113 [J14-18

4., Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of one minute away? (Examgple: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
wouid you have paid an additional $4.000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[Jyes no

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been wiiling to pay to be located across the

street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? _ "~/ /—
or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

Illl yes [Ino

Piease Explgin. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

A Lhenh it nihscars o charce @N/M y

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey doas not ask your name.
Strict confidantislity is maintainad. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
CJ18-30
[]31-40
Bq41-50
151 -60
[]81 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[Mtess than 7 hours
(17 - 14 hours
Emore than 14 hours

3. Ara there any children living in your housahold?

Qayes [ Ino

If yes, how many chiidren are in the household?

1 |7 13 14 15 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

[Jos  [46  [5r-10 53113 1418

4. Would you have been willing to pay 20% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of one minute away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for $20,000,
would you have paid an additional $4,000 to be across the street from a neighborhood park?)

[yes mﬁo

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to he located across the
street from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you cpposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?

CJyes Jno

Please Explain. If ycu need more spacs, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Rasearch #; )
This survay does not ask your name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only,

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
—18-30
[131-40
C141-50
[51-60
|'_‘z61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
[ less than 7 hours
(&7 - 14 hours
[ more than 14 hours

3. Are there any chitdren living in your household?

yes E&no
If yes, how many children are in the household?
1 [z s —_Js - {15 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?
103 146 CJ7-10 1113 [114-18

4. Would you have been wilting to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20.000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 tu be within one block of a neighborhood park?}

[1ves Qno
if no, what is the maximum amount you woutld have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? __ (T2
or
Arg you oppesed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
E‘gyes o
Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
nor ot

Please returh questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your heip.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #.
This survey doas not ask yaur name.
Strict confidentiality is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TQ PARTICIPATE
(118 -30
[131-40
[J41-50
—3151-60
[&] 61 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside pear week?
[less than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
more than 14 hours

3. Are thera any children living in your household?

B ves [no

If yes, how many children are in the househoid?
= 2 s 14 - [CJ5ormore
What are the age ranges of the children in the househcld (please check all that apply)?

Jo-3 [R4-8 710 [C]M1-13 [J14-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 ¢ be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

[1yes 5gno

if no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within one
block from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase prica of the LOT? _ L/ 20.4#

or
Are you opposed to having 2 neighborhood park near your house?

yes no
Please Explain. If you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire. }FLT
/ 4 ALty -

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Reasearch #.
This survey doas not ask your hame.

-~ -Strigt confidentiatity i2 maintained.  This information s for statistical purposes only. =

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS OLD TO PARTICIPATE
[18-30
[131-40
[J41-60
[X}51-60

[161 or greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per waek?
m less than 7 hours
17 - 14 hours
[ Imere than 14 hours

3. Are there any children living in your household?
Jjyes ?fno

if yes, how many children are in the household?

11 12 [k [a {715 or more
What are the age ranges of the children in the household (please check all that apply)?

[Jo-3 CJ46 1710 11413 [C114-18

4. Would you have been willing to pay 10% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been
within a walking distance of two to three minutes away? (Example: If your lot was purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $2,000 to be within one block of a neighborhood park?)

{yes /qzlno
If no, what is the maximum amount vou would have been willing to pay ta be located within ong
hlock from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT? L)

or
Are you opposed to having a nsighborhood park near your house?

[ﬁ yes Cno

Please Exp!ain.alf you need more space, you may Write on the back of thié questionnaire.

Please return questionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701,
Thank you for your halp.
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Questionnaire: Neighborhood Parks

Research #:
This survey does not ask your name.
Strict confidentizlity is maintained. This information is for statistical purposes only.

1. What is your age? MUST BE AT LEAST 18 YEARS QLD TO PARTICIPATE
J18-30
GA31-40
[)41-50
151-60
[3861 ar greater

2. How much time do you spend outside per week?
Cless than 7 hours

MT - 14 hours

[1more than 14 hours

3, Are there any children kving in your household?
[Zno

[Jyes
If yas, how many children are in the household?
31 L2 s C4 (35 or more

What are the age ranges of the children in the househoid (please check all that apply)?
o3 46 710 1113 [:|14-1B

4. Would you have been willing to pay 5% more for your LOT if a neighborhood park had been

within a walking distance of three to five minutes away? (Example: If your lot wes purchased for
$20,000, would you have paid an additional $1,000 to be within three blocks of a neighborhood park?}

[Jves [12{0

If no, what is the maximum amount you would have been willing to pay to be located within three

blocks from a neighborhood park, in addition to the purchase price of the LOT?

or
Are you opposed to having a neighborhood park near your house?
yes Crno
Please Explain. f you need more space, you may write on the back of this questionnaire.
Tincresse in Arabhe In feiqhborhod.  Hamoud b teeraghs @
Nk~ ks

Please retum quei\ionnaire in the supplied envelope to 1920 S Wall Ave, Tyler, TX 75701.
Thank you for your help.
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