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legislature has passed several programs to help ensure the availability of affordable
housing in all communities in the state.

Past approaches to residential growth control may need to by modified for
a variety of reasons. The parochial nature of typical community based growth
management policies often is too limited for what is realistically a regional problem
and issue. There is a strong tendency for one community to develop growth
management policies at the expense of neighboring communities. A more regionally
focussed political jurisdiction is required to appropriately balance community and
regional needs. The broader based political jurisdiction may also be better able to
balance the interests of different constituencies within individual communities.

The field of growth control in urban planning is rapidly evolving as
communities become more aware of the impacts of rapid population growth.
Growth control policies are also being legislatively forced to become more
considerate of a broader range of constituents on the issue. Community activists,
legislators, and urban planners will all find the growth management issue both a
contentious and potentially rewarding issue challenging them in the 1990s and

beyond.
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DAVIS, CALIFORNIA GROWTH CONTROL SURVEY

Thank you for agreeing to cooperate and assist in this survey. Please
indicate your answers by circling the appropriate response or filling in
the blank provided. The anonymity of your response is ensured by mailing
the completed survey form in the stamped envelope attached to the survey.
Thank you again for taking the time and effort to assist this project.

1. How long have you been living in the city of Davis, CA?
Years Months

2. Do you currently own your own home in Davis?
Yes No

3. What is your date of birth?
Month Day Year

4. What is the highest level of education you have completed? (Circle
One)

----- A----- -----B----- ------C------ --e----De-o----
Elementary School High School College Degree Graduate Degree

5. What is your annual household income? (Circle One)
---A--- --- B--- --- C--- --- D--- --- E--- --- F--- --- G---
Under $10,000 $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 $50,000 OVER
$10,000 to to to to to $60,000

$19,999 $29,999 $39,999 $49,999  $59,999

6. Do you support the current growth control policies being administered
in the city of Davis? (Circle One)

e B--- ------- C------- --- D-- ---- E--- ------ F-----

Strongly Support Neither Support Oppose Strongly Not Familiar

Support nor Oppose Oppose  with Current
Policies

7. Do you feel that current growth control policies are too restrictive
toward population growth? (Check One)

Yes No No opinion
8. The July 1985 population within the Davis city 1imits was 40,524. Do

you feel that there would be a decline in the guality of life in
Davis if the city were to grow beyond a population level of 50,0007

----A--- --B--  -e---- R et D---  ---- E---
Strongly Agree Not Sure Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree

THANK YOU AGAIN FOR HAVING ANSWERED THIS SURVEY. THE SURVEY SHOULD BE
RETURNED TO ME IN THE STAMPED PRE-ADDRESSED ENVELOPE ATTACHED TO THE BACK
OF THIS PAGE BY NOVEMBER 22, 1985. Thank You.



APPENDIX B
Survey Instrument (1990 Research Effort)

54



55
DAVIS, CALIFORNIA GROWTH CONTROL SURVEY

Thank you for agreeing to cooperate and assist in this survey. Please
indicate your answers by circling the appropriate response or filling in
the blank provided. The anonymity of your response is ensured by mailing
the completed survey form in the stamped envelope attached to the survey.
Thank you again for taking the time and effort to assist this project.

1. Do you support the current growth control policies being administered
in the City of Davis? (Circle One)

R B---  ------- Commmmme —- D-- ---- Feon ooooe- A

STRONGLY SUPPORT NEITHER SUPPORT OPPOSE STRONGLY NOT FAMILIAR

SUPPORT NOR OPPOSE OPPOSE  WITH CURRENT
POLICIES

2. Do you support the statement that Davis’ policy of restricting the
rate of residential development has been effective in maintaining a
higher quality of 1ife for the entire community? (Circle One)

S W S Commmmmm - D-- ---- Eeen —meno- S

STRONGLY SUPPORT NEITHER SUPPORT OPPOSE STRONGLY NOT FAMILIAR

SUPPORT NOR OPPOSE OPPOSE  WITH CURRENT
POLICIES

3. Do you think that Davis’ current growth control policies are too
restrictive, appropriately balanced, or not restrictive enough on
residential development? (Circle One)

------- A------- ------B------ R i (R
TOO RESTRICTIVE APPROPRIATELY NOT RESTRICTIVE
BALANCED ENOUGH
4. Do you currently own your own home in Davis? If no, go to

questionnaire item number 6. (Circle One)
YES NO

5. If you currently own your home in Davis, when did you purchase that
residence?

MONTH YEAR

6. If you do not own your home in Davis, do you feel that the current
growth control policies in Davis have prevented your owning your
home? [If you do own your own home in Davis, please go to question-
naire item number seven.] (Circle One)

—e-A--- - Commmmm me- D---  ---- E---
STRONGLY AGREE NEITHER AGREE DISAGREE STRONGLY
AGREE NOR DISAGREE DISAGREE
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DAVIS, CALIFORNIA GROWTH CONTROL SURVEY
(page 2)

7. IF YOU DO NOT support growth control in Davis, 1ist below the reasons
WHY YOU DO NOT support growth control. IF YOU DO support growth
control in Davis, please Tist below the reasons WHY YOU DO support
growth control.

A.

m © & o

8. What is your date of birth?
MONTH DAY YEAR
9. What is your gender? (Circle One)
FEMALE MALE
10. How long have you been living in the City of Davis, CA?

YEARS MONTHS
11.  What is the highest Tevel of education you have COMPLETED? (Circle
One)
----- A----- - Y T | M

JUNIOR HIGH HIGH SCHOOL BACHELOR GRADUATE DEGREE

12. What is your annual household income? (Circle One)

S W B---  --- C-mm --- D---  --- E---  --- Feee --- G---
Under  $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 $50,000 $60,000  OVER
$20,000 to to to to to  $70,000

$29,999  $39,999  $49,999 $59,999  $69,999

Thank you again for agreeing to participate in this study and complete
this survey form. After answering the survey questions, please enclose
the survey in the attached self addressed stamped envelope and put it in
the mail. The anonymity of your survey response is assured by returning
it in the mail. If you have any further questions about the survey or
any interest in its results, feel free to contact John Russell Batchelder
at (916) 758-3296. Thank you once again.
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MTB > hist cl-cil
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Histogram of CANT OWN N = 59
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AGE

TIME OWN CANT OWN

QWN HOME

RESTRICT

QUALITY
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17

ROW SUPPORT
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MTB > print ci-ctl
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YRSINDVS DEGREES INCOME
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MTB > describe cl-cll

SUPPORT
QUALITY
RESTRICT
OWN HOME
TIME OWN
CANT QWN
AGE
GENDER
YRSINDVS
DEGREES
INCOME

SUPPORT
QUALITY
RESTRICT
OWN HOME
TIME QOWN
CANT OWN
AGE
GENDER
YRSINDVS
DEGREES
INCOME

N
59
59
59
59
59
39
59
39
59
39
59

MIN
0.000
1.000

1.0000
1.0000
O,000
0,000
1.000
1.0000
1.000
2.0000
1.000

MEAN
2.407
2.3576

2.2034
1.1695
1.932
0.576
2.864
1.4746
2.949
3.4407
5.237

MAX
5.000
5.000

3.0000
2.0000
6.000
5.000
5.000
2.0000
7.000
4.0000
7.000

MEDIAN
2.000
2.000

2.0000

1.0000
1.000
0.000
3.000

1.0000
3.000

3.0000
6.000

G1
2.000
2,000

2.0000
1.0000
1.000
0.000
2.000
1.0000
1.000
3.0000
4,000

TRMEAN
2.396
2.328

2.2264

1.1321
1.811
0.396
2.849

1.4717
2.830

3.4906
5.377

Q3
4.000
4.000

3.0000
1.0000
3.000
0.000
3.000
2.0000
4,000
4.0000
7.000

STDEV
1.328
1.221
0.6893
0.3784
1.721%
1.367
1.025
0.5036
1.766
0.5951
1.832

SEMEAN
0.173
0.1359

0.0897

0.0493
0.224
©.178
0.133

0.0656
0.230

0.077S
0.239
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MTB > correlate

SUPPORT
QUALITY 0.842
RESTRICT 0.567
OwWN HOME 0.135
TIME OWN -0.003
CANT OWN ©0.059
AGE -0.060
GENDER 0.196
YRSINDVS -0.028
DEGREES -0.143
INCOME ~0.246

GENDER
YRSINDVS -0.050
DEGREES -0.135
INCOME 0.025

cl-cid

QUALITY RESTRICT OWN HOME

0.617
0.307
-0.137
0.263
-0.295
0,221
-0.154
~-0.213
-0.386

YRSINDVS

-0.028
0.030

0.262
-0.148
0.258
-0.180
0.214
-0.091
-0.180
-0.189

DEGREES

0.235

-0.512

0.941
-0.340

0.113
-0.297
-0.184
-0.532

TIME OWN CANT OWN

-0.481
0.748
~0.141
0.737
-0.021
0.120

-0.349

0.097
-0.288
-0.190
-0.473
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AGE

-0.107
0.663
-0.042
0.1592



MTB > regress ‘support’ 1 over ‘quality’

The regression equation 1is
SUPPORT = 0,046 + 0.916 QUALITY

Predictor Coe+f Stdev
Constant 0.0463 0.2210
QUALITY 0.91624 0.07765
s = 0.7218 R-sq = 71.0%
Analysis of Variance
SOURCE DF SS
Regression 1 72.538
Error S7 29.699
Total 58 102.237
Unusual Observations
Obs. QUALITY SUPPORT Fit
17 4,00 2.0000 3.7113
47 2.00 4,0000 1.8788
37 2.00 0.0000 1.8788
58 3.00 0.0000 2.7930

t-ratio
0.21
11.80

R-sqtadyi)

MS
72.538
0.521

Stdev.Fit
0.14351
0.1041
0.1041
0.0996

R denotes an obs. with a large st. resid.

e
0.835
0.000

= 70.4%

139.22

Residual
-1.7113
2.1212
-1.8788
-2.7950

0.000

St.Resid
-2.42R
2.97R
-2.63R
~3.921R
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MTB > regress suppo

Tne regression eguation is
SUPPORT = - 0.001 + 1.09 RESTRICT
Predictor Coe+ Stdev
Constant -0.,0012 0.4844
RESTRICT 1.0929 0.2101
s = 1.103 R-sq = 32.2%

Analysis of Variance

rt° 1 ‘restrict’

SOURCE DF SS
Regression 1 32.916
Error S7 69.322
Total 58 102.237
Unusual Observations

Obs .RESTRICT SUPPORT

49 1.00 4.000

58 3.00 0.000

Fit
1.092
3.277

t-ratio
-0.00
5.20

R~sntadyj)

MS
32.916
1.216

Stdev.Fit
0.291
0.220

R denotes an obs. with a large st. resid.

=]
0.998
0.000

= 31.0%

27.07

Residual
2.908
~-3.277
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0.000

St.Resid
2.73R
-3.03R



MTB > regress ‘support’ 1 ‘own home’

The regression equat
SUPPORT = 1.85 + 0.4

ion 1is
73 OWN HOME

Predictor Coe+ Stdev t-ratio
Constant 1.8531 0.3656 3.28
OWN HOME 0.4735 0.4605 1.03
s = 1,327 R~-sq = 1.8% R-sqgqtadj)
Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF =1 MS
Regression 1 1.8862 1.862
Error 57 100.376 1.761
Total 58 102,237

Unusual Observations

Obs .0OWN HOME SUPPORT Fit Stdev.Fit
52 1.00 5.000 2.327 0.190
54 1.00 5.000 2.327 0.190
58 2.00 0.000 2.800 0.420
59 2.00 0.000 2.800 0.420

R denotes an obs. with a large st. resid.

p
0.002
0.308

= 0.1%4

1.06

Residual
2.673
2.673

-2.800
-2.800

p
0.308

St.Resid
2.04R
2.04R

-2.22R
-2.22R



MTB » reqgress 'support’ 1

The regression equation is

67

“time own’

SUPPORT = 2.41 -~ 0.002 TIME OWN

Predictor Coe¥ Stdev t-ratio p

Constant 2.4110 0.2634 ?.15 G.00C

TIME OwnN ~-0.0022 0.1022 -0.02 ©0.983

s = 1,339 R-sq = 0.0% R-sq(adj) = 0.0%

Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF S8 MS F p

Regression 1 0.001 0.001 ¢.00 0.983

Error a7 102.236 1.794

Total 58 102.237

Unusual Observations

Obs.TIME OWN SUPPORT Fit Stdev.Fit Residual St.Resid
10 &£.00 1.000 2.398 0.451 -1.398 ~-1.11 X
25 &£.00 2.000 2.398 0.451 -0.398 -0.32 X
33 6.00 2.000 2.398 0.451 -0.398 ~-0.32 X

X denotes an obs.

whose X value gives it large influence.



MTB > regress ‘support’ 1 ‘cant own’

The regression equation 1s
,SUPPORT = 2.37 + 0.057 CANT OWN

I

Predictor Coe+ Stdev t-ratio p
Constant 2.3740 0.1891 12.55 0.000
CANT OWN 0.0569 0.1284 Q.44 Q.659
s = {.337 R-sg = 0.3% R-sqtadj) = 0.0%

Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF SS MS F p

Regression 1 0.351 0.351 0.20 0.659

Error 57 101.886 1.787

Total 58 102.237

Unusual Observations

Obs.CANT OWN SUPPORT Fit Stdev.Fit Residual St.Resid
20 4.00 2.000 2.602 0.473 -0.,602 -0.48 X
43 4.00 4,000 2.602 0.473 1.398 1.12°X
48 4.00 4,000 2.602 0.473 1.398 1.12 X
56 4,00 5.000 2.602 0.473 2.398 1.92 X
58 5.00 0.000 2.659 0.594 -2.659 -2.22RX
59 4.00 0.000 2.602 0.473 ~2.602 -2.08RX

R denotes an obs. with a large st. resid.
X denotes an obs. whose X value gives it large influence.



MTB > regress ‘support’ 1 "age’

The regression equation is
SUPPORT = 2.63 - 0.078 AGE

Predictor Coe¥ Stdev t-ratio o
Constant 2.6299 0.5206 5.05 0.000
AGE -0.0779 0.1713 -0.45 0.651
s = 1.337 R-sgq = 0.47% R-sq{adj) = 0.0%

Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF SS MS F p
Regression 1 0.370 C.370 0.21 0.651
Error 57 101.868 1.787

Total S8 102.237



MTB > regress 'suppo

The regression equat

rt’ 1 ‘gender’

ion is

SUPPORT = 1.64 + 0.517 GENDER

Predictor Coef Stdev
Constant 1.6440 0.5330
GENDER 0.5173 0.3424
s = 1.313 R-sq = 3.9%
Analysis of Variance
SOURCE DF Ss
Regression 1 3.937
Error 57 98.301
Total 58 102.237
Unusual Observations
Obs. GENDER SUPPORT Fit
52 1.00 5.000 2.161
58 2.00 0,000 2.679
59 2.00 0.000 2.679

t-ratio
3.08
1.51

R-sgladj)

MS
3.937
1.725

Stdev.Fit
0.236
Q.248
0.248

R denotes an obs. with a large st. resid.

p
0.003
0.136

= 2.2%

F
2.28

Residual
2.839
-2.679
-2.679

o
0.136

St.Resid
2.20R
-2.08R
-2.08R
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MTB > regress

The regression eguat
SUPPORT =

‘support’ 1

ion 1is

2.47 - 0.0209 YRSINDVS

Predictor Coef Stdev
Constant 2.4684 0.3414
YRSINDVS -0.02090 0.09955
s = 1.339 R-sq = 0.1%
Analysis of Variance
SOURCE DF Ss
Regression 1 0.079
Error 57 102.158
Total 58 102.237
Unusual Observations
Obs.YRSINDVS SUPPORT Fit
8 7.00 1.000 2.322
10 7.00 1.000 2.322
25 7.00 2.000 2.322
33 7.00 2.000 2.322

X denotes an obs.

‘yrsindvs’

t-ratio p

7.23 Q0.000

-0.21 0.834
R-sqfadj) = 0.0%

MS F
0.079 0.04
1.792

Stdev.Fit Residual

0.439 -1.322

0.439 -1.322

0.439 -0.322

0.439 -0.322

St.Resid
-1.05
-1.05
-0.25
-0.25

whose X value gives 1t large influence.

>x XX XX
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MTB > regress ‘support’ 1 'degrees

The regression eguation is
SUPPORT = 3.51 - 0.320 DEGREES

Predictor Coef Stdev
Constant 3.508 1.021
DEGREES -0.3201 0.2924
s = 1.325 R-sq = 2.1% R

Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF SS
Regression 1 2.105
Error 37 100.132
Total S8 102.237

Unusual Observations

Obs. DEGREES SUPPORT Fit S
11 2.00 2.000 2.868
19 2.00 2.000 2.868
30 2.00 2.000 2.868
53 4.00 3.000 2.228

R denotes an obs. with a large st.

t-ratio p
3.44 0.001
~1.09 0.278
-sqtadj) = 0.3%
MS F
2.105 1.20
1.757

tdev.Fit Residual
0.455 -0.868
0.455 ~0.868
0.455 -0.868
0.238 2.772
resid.
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p
0.278

St.Resid
-0.70 X
-0.70 X
-0.70 X

2.13R

X denotes an obs. whose X value gives it large influence.



t-ratio
6.48
-1.92

R-sqfadj)

MS
6.183
1.685

Stdev.Fit
0.429
0.235
0.429
0.429
0.3453

MTB > regress “support’ 1 ‘income’
The regression equation is
SUPPORT = 3.34 - 0.178 INCOME
Predictor Coef Stdev
Constant 3.3402 0.5157
INCOME -0.17822 0.09304
s = 1.298 R-sg = 6.0%
Analysis of Variance

SOURCE DF SS
Regression 1, 6.183

Error 37 96.054

Total 58 102.237

Unusual Observations

Obs. INCOME SUPPORT Fit
353 1.00 5.000 3.162
54 7.00 5.000 2,093
55 1.00 5.000 3.162
S6 1.00 5.000 3.162
S8 2.00 0.000 2.984

R denotes an obs. with a large st.

X denotes

resid.
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P
0.000C
0.060
4.4Y%
F P
3.67 0.060
Residual St.Resid
1.838 1.50 X
2.907 2.28R
1.838 1.50 X
1.83 1.50 X
-2.984 ~-2.38R

an obs. whose X value gives 1t large influence.
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