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HOMEGROUNDS IMPROVEMENT PRACTICES OF SELECTED HOMEOWNERS
AND RENTERS IN POLK COUNTY, TENNESSEE

by

William Donald Ledford
August 1969

ABSTRACT

The study was undertaken to determine the homegrounds impzrovement
situation among 4-H families in Polk County, Tennessce. It was con-
ducted for the purposes of: (1) obtaining information concerning
characteristics of homeowners and renters; (2) determining which
recommended homegrounds improvement practices they were using, and
(3) identifying some of the factoxs influencing them to adopt practices.
Representatives of 84 4-H families (65 homeowners and 19 renters) were
interviewed in random samples for comparison. Data were analyzed in
numbers and percent, and adoption levels of homedwuers and renters were
compared on the basis of practice diffusion ratings.

Findings disclosed that the average interviewee in this study in
1966 had the following characteristics; (1) was about 44 years of age;
(2) had completed about 9 years of schooling; (3) was a rural non-farm
resident; (4) was a housewife and {5) lived in a house built betWeen
1950-1959. Homeowner families interviewed were more often farm
families, older, first cccupants of their homes, lived in homes built
between 1950-1959, and spent more money fqr plants than did renter

famiiies.
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With regard to the adoption of 27 recommended practices studied,
homeowners consistently were farthexr alor 'n the diffusion process than
were renters on rearly all practices. Greatest differences between the
two groups, in order, were neted on: (1) "planting grass at recommended
times"; (2) ¥filling bottoms of holes with topsoil and remainder with
subsoil when transplanting¥; (3) "planting desirable varieties pf grass'':
(4) "preparing desirable saedbeds before planting lawns'; (5) "mﬁlching
lawns properly when newly seeded"; (6) ' preparing holes for trees and
ghrubs 6-1Z irches wider and deeper than the size of c-he esarthball';

(7) "removing burlap from balled trees and sbrubs before trrangplanting";
(8) "watering lawns adequately when newly seeded’, and (9) "pruning trees
and shrubs at recommended times and in recommended ways.'" Both the
homeowners and renters were 'planning to try'' most practices; although,
the former had a slightly higher total average practice diffusion rate
than did the latter. |

With regard to eight attitude toward landscaping gstatements, renters
had better attitudes than did homeowners on most qf the eight attitude
statements. Greatest differerces between the two groups, in order, were
noted on: (1) "landscaping with trees and shrubs involves too mich work';
(2) "landscaping with trees and shrubs costs too much money”; (3) '"land-~
scaping with trees and shrubs i1s nothing more than an effort to keep
up with the Joneses', and (&) "nothing gives as much satisfaction to

a homeowner as having his home well-landscaped with trees and shrubs."
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Both homeowners and renters had ‘'favorablie'' total average attitude
scores, but renters were slightly more favorable.

With regard to eight attitude toward nurseries statements, renters
again had better attitudes than did homeowners on most of the eight
attitude statements. Greatest differences between the two groups, in
order, were noted on: (1) "the trees and shrubs sold by local nurseries
are better than those sold by other outlets"; (2)'"nurseries are too
eager to sell"; (3) '"nurseries use too many technical names for trees
and shrubs": and (&) '"you can depend on information given by nurseries."
Both homeowners and renters had '"neutral’ total average attitude scores,
bt renters were slightly more favorable.

More owners than renters reported larger inventories of most of
77 trees and shrubs studied in homegrou~is - sntir

Recommendacions were mace for use of the findings and additional

research.
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RESEARCH SUMMARY®

1. INTRODUCTION

In order for Extension workers in Polk County to have a basis for
making long-range educational plans in the homegrounds improvement work
area, benchmark data with regard to homeowners and renters and their
practices were needed.

Purposes

The purposes of this study were: (1) to obtain basic information
concerning the charactéristics of homeowners and renters in Polk County;
(2) to determine which recommended homegrounds improvement practices
the homeowners and renters were using, and (3) tc identify some of the
_factors that influenced them to adopt or reject the practices.

Research Methodology

Eighty-four parents of 4-H Club members were randomly selected
for this study. All were interviewed in 1966.
The interview schedule used in the study was developed with the
assistance of the Extension Departments of Horticulture and Training
and Studies of The University of Tenneéssee. Analyses were made in %
simple numbers, percents and averages, according to all homeowners

and renters interviewed,

*Robert S. Dotson, Professor and Head, Agricultural Extension Education
The University of Tennessee, Agricultural Extension Service, Knoxville,
Tennessee. $

William D. Ledford, Extension Leader, Agricultural Extension Service, L
Benton, Tennessee. :



The homeowners and renters interviewed were questioned concern-
ing their use of 27 recommended homegrounds improvement practices, and,
as a result were given practice diffusion ratings ranging from zero,
"unaware,' to five, "using.'" Average practice diffusion ratings were
established for all interviewees, homeowners and renters. The practice
diffusion ratings were used in comparing the adoption levels of the
different ownership groups in relation to the recommended practices.

The average practice diffusion rating intervals were: (0)
0.00-0.49, "unaware'"; (1) 0.50-1.49, "aware"; (2) 1.50-2.49, “inter-
ested"; (3) 2,50-3.49, "planning to try'"; (4) 3.50-4.49, “"tried, but
not now using"; and (5) 4.5-5.0, "using."

Related Literature

A review of related 1iterature disclosed little research had been
done to compare homeowners and renters. Research regarding nursery
item purchases of cousumers in general and factors affecting practice
adoption‘wereifound to be availaBle.

Factors found to influence practice adoption of similar groups
in previousvstudies included: socio~economic status; contact with
Extension workers; age and educational level; size of farm, tenure
and location; sex, attitude toward nurseries, attitude toward land-

scaping and knowledge concerning homegrounds improvement.
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Things consumers liked about nursery purchases included:
beauty; shade; fruit; privacy., and use in interior decoration. Things
disiiked, according to an earlier study, included: slow growth; non-

blocming; dead look in winter, and thorns.

~1. MAJOR FINDINGS

Findings Related to Characteristics of Homeowners and Renters

With regard to the characteristics of homeowners and renters,
listed below are some of the principal findings.

1. More than one-half (53 percent) of all families were rural
non-farmers (49 percent of the homeowners and 68 percent of the renters),
farming being reported by 47 percent of all families (51 percent of the
homeowners and 32 percent of the renters).

2. Seventy-four percent of all the interviewees were female
(71 percent of the homeowners and 84 percent of the renters).

3. Sixty percent of all the interviewees were housewives (63
percent of the homeowners and 48 percent of the renters), Twenty-nine
percent of all the interviewees were wage earners (23 percent of the
homeowners and 47 percent of the renters).

¢. The average educational grade level for all interviewees
was 8.9. There was very little difference between homeowners and renters
in grade level.

5. Average ages were 44 years for all interviewees, 46'for the

homerowners and 38 years for renters.

PRUIUR PR



6. Fifty-five percent of all the interviewses were not the first
occupants of their present home (43 percent of the homeowners and 95
percent of the renters).

7. Forty-nine percent of the houses of ail interviewees ware
built between 1950-1959 (54 percent of the homeowners and 32 percent of
the renters).

8. Seventy-nine percent of all the {nterviewees had not visited
'a nursery or garden center in 1966.

9. Sixty-seven percent of all the interviewees had spent mo
money during the previous five years (1961-66) for plants (60 percent
of the homeowners and 90 percent of the renters). Twenty~four percent
of all the interviewees had speat from $1 to $24 during the previous
five years for plants (28 percent of the homecwners and 10 percent of
the renters).

10. Sixty percent of all the interviewees said both hucband
and wife had made the decisions concerning what trees and shrubs to
purchase (54 percent of the homeowners and 79 percent 2% the renters).
Ranking next was the wife with 27 percent (29 percent of the homeowners
and 21 percent of the renters).

11. Sixty-two pexcent of all the interviewees stated that they
made the'decisions jointly (husband anq‘wife) concerning what was to
be done with their homegrounds (59 percent of the homeowners and 74
percent of the renters). Ranking second was the wife with 24 percent

of the total.



12. Fifty-eight percent of all the interviewees rated the con-
dition of their homegrounds as '"fair." An additional 25 percent ranked
their homegrounds '"good," 26 percent c¢f the homeowners and 21 percent
of the renters so reporting.

13. According to the interviewer's ratings of the eondition of
shrubs and/or trees of all the interviewees, 60 percent rated "fair,"
58 percent of the homeowners and 63 percent of the renters so indicating.
Thirty-eight percent of the total rated '“good,' 42 percent of.the home-
owners and 27 percent of the renters.

14. According to the interviewer's ratings of the condition of
the lawn, 56 percent of all the interviewees' lawns rated "fair." Both
homeowners and renters were similar. Twenty~four percent of the total
lawns rated "poer" (19 percent of the homeowners anc 42 percent of the
renteré). | |

15. According to the interviewer's ratings of the basic land-
scaping plan, 49 percent of a11 interviewees had plans rated "fair,"

46 percent of the homeowners and 58 percent of the renters so ind1-
cating. Thirty~-four percent of all plans were rated 'poor," 36 percent
of the homeowmers and 32 percent of the renters so reporting.

16. Ninety-five percent of all the interviewees, according to
the interviewer, should have been paying more attentien to the impfove-

ment of their homegrounds. Ownership groups did not differ.



17. Fifty-one percent of all the interviewees, according to
the interviewer, were yery" or ''somewhat" interested in improving
their homegroundé, 57 percent of the homeowners and 31 percent of the
rentérs so reporting. Forty-one percent of the‘total were ''not inter-
ested" (37 percent of the homeowners and 53 percent of the renters).

18. Eighty-one percent of all the interviewees had elther
"friendly" or “somewhat friendly" attitude toward the survey, accord-
ing to the interviewer. Ownership groups did not differ. None was
"antagonistic."‘ l

Findings Related to Homegrounds Improvement Practices

A summary of major findings related to the adoption of 27 recom-
mended homegrounds improvement practices by those inter?iewed afe listed
below. |

1. Homeowners had higher averége practice diffusion ratings than
renﬁers on 25_of thé 27 :eéommended homegrounds imprdvement praétices.

2. “The homgowﬁefs (2.93), on the éveragé, were "planning to try"
the practice, whéreas, the renters (2.47) were only "jnterested" .in the
practicés. |

3. Greatest differences between homeowners and renters average
practice diffusion ratings were noted for the following practices:

f(a) "planted grass at recommended time"; (b) ﬁfilled bottom of hole
with'topsoil and remainder with subsoii when transplanting shrubs and
trees"; (c) "planted a desirable variety of grass'; (d) prepared a
desirable segdbed befﬁre planting lawns'; (e)‘"mulched the lawn

properly when newly seeded"; (£) "prepared a hole for trees and shrubs
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6~12 inches wider and deeper than the ball"; (g) "removed burlap from

balled trees and shrubs before transplanting'; (h) '"watered lawn ade-~

quately when newly seeded," and (i) "pruned trees and shrubs at recom-
mended times and in recommended ways.'

4, Both the homeowners and renters rated '"shade trees' as the
item most liked in their yards.

{(5) Twenty-nine percent of all the interviewees did not list
anything as "disliked" about their yeards. Twenty-three percent of
the ﬁotal interviewed listed "not level" as the thing they disliked
most about theilr yards. |

6. Thirty-four pércént of - the total-interviewed gave no evidence
of having planS‘for the future improvement and maintenance of their
homegrounds, 28 percent of the h&meowners and 58 percent of the renters
so indicating. Fifty-nine percent oflfhe_total interviewed gaﬁe‘evi-
dence of'planﬁiﬁg to use one or two practices, 63.percent of the home-
owners éompared to 42 percent of the renters here included.

7. Sisty~six percent of those interviewéd had plans for improv-
ing their homegrouﬁds. Seventy-;wo pércent of the homeowners and 42
percent of the renters had plans. '"Renting' was the most popular re~
sponse given by those not having plans when asked the reason with 58

percent of the renters so indicating.




8. Eighty-six percent of the total interviswed sought advice

from no one, 83 percent of the homeowners and 95 percent of the renters
so indicating. '"Neighbors or friends' was indicated as the person or

persons from whom most of the interviewees had sought homegrounds

improvement advice, 16 p2rcent of the homeowners and 5 percent of ‘:he

renters so reporting. 'Ex:ension perscunel' wz 3 selected on the second

most frequently mentionec source from whom interviewees sought home-
grounds improvement adwvic.:,

9. Eighty-two percent of the total interviewed were "not known"

by the interviewer, 80 percent of the homeowners compared to 89 percent

of the renters. This might be accounted for because the interviewer

hadvdnly been in the county two years when this survey was started,
10. Seventy~four pércent reported they received no source of
useful infofmatioh concerning the improvement and/or maintenance of
homegrounds. Twenty-fdur percent reported "farm mggazines" as their
first source of useful information. Twenty-six percent of the home-
owners and 16 perceqt of the renters were included. Daily newspapers
ranked second in mention with 18 pércent of ‘the total interviewed
selecting it. Fifteen percent of the homeowners and 26 percent of the
renters so indicating selected this source. Others rated in descend-
ing order of their importance were: television; commercial (seed
company) bulletins, weekly newspaper and nuréery catalogs; radio; uni-

versity bulletins and publications, and newsletters.

13
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Findings Related to Attitudes Toward Landscaping

A summary of major findings re . " te eight attitudes toward
landscaping by those interviewed are .ist::. below.

1. Renters had higher average at-Ztuwz scz-es than did home-
owners on six of the eight attitudes .. .wety.! lancscaping.

2. Both homeowners (3.76) and renter. (3.8€~ had favorable
average attitude scores, but the total avierage 2core for renters was
slightly higher.

3. Greatest differences between rewters and homeowners average
attitu&inal scores were noted for the following practices: (a) '"'land~-
scaping with trees and shrubs involves too much work," (b) "landscaping
a home with trees and shrubs costs too much money," (¢) "landscaping
with trees and shrubs is nothinc more than effort to keep up with
the Joneses," and {d) "ﬁothing gives as much satisfaction to a home~
owner as ﬁéving his home well;landscaped with trees and shrubs."

Findings Related to Attitudes Toward Nurseries

A'summary of major findings related to eight attitudes toward
nurseries by those interviewed are listed below;

1. Renters had higher total average attitude scores than did
homeowners on five of the eight atfitudes toward nurseries.

2. Both homeowﬁers (3.22) and renters (3.24) had neutral total
average attitude scores; but.the total awerage score for renters was

slightly higher.

14

BRREES S



10

3. Greatest differences between renters and i..eowners average
attitudinal scores were noted for the following pr -tices: (a) ‘““the
trees and shruﬁs sold by local nurseries are better :han those sold
by other outlets," (b) "nuréeries are oo eager to sz11," (¢) "nur-
series use too many techﬁical names for trees and shrubs," and

(d) "you can depend on information given by nurseries.”

I1I, IMPLICATIONS

Some of the implications that might be drawn from the findings
of this benchmark study include the follbwing:

1. Since four-fifths of all the interviewees were éither
"friendly" or '"somewhat friendly" when visited, &and neéfly one-~half
of 511 the interviewees were at least "somewhat interested" in
improving their homegrounds, and since 95 percent of all the inter~-
viewees accordlng to the interviewer should have been paying more atten-
tion to the improvement of their homegrounds, it is implied that
they need assisténce and would be receptive to further intensive
Extension efforts in the area of homegrounds improvemént.

2. Because of the increase in the value of homes provided by
well-planned and ﬁroperly maintained homegrounds, the relatively
large amounts’ of time and/or expense being devoted to the homegrounds
by homeowners and renters alike, because of the apparent 1ack of

information most interviewees had received on homegrounds improvement

15
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and due to the benefits homegrounds improvement might ultimately pro-~
vide to the county as concerned citizens seek to atiract and encourage
new individusls and industry, it would zppear that an educational effou=
could be justified to encourage 4-H Club members, their parents,
communities and public and private industries aiike to undertake
countywide home grounds improvement.

3. Since the renters and homeowners in the study seemed to have
relatively favorable attitudes toward landscaping and nurseries, though
the former were less familiar with both than the latter, an educational
effort sh&uld be designed for'thesevaudiences taking into account such
things as knowledge ievels, previous experience, attitudes and practice
diffusion ratings.

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

The findings and implicatiqns of this study indicate that certain
recommendations might be in order. They are listed below.

1. Factors found to be different between and within the two groups
should be furthef analyzed, and results used in planning for moré
effective and efficient future educational homegrounds improvement
work for Polk County, Temnessee, and similar counties.

2, Additional research is needed to identify other factors re-
sulting in owner motivation and to design other educational methods
useful in helping homeowners and renters to realize the potential value
of their homegrounds.

3. Purther research also shoﬁld be done to compare different
approaches and methods for teaching homegrounde improvement to

determine which are relatively more effective.

4 (
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APPENDIX

Table 1. AVERAGE HOME IMPROVEMENT PRACTICE DIFFUSION RATINGS AND TOTAL AVERAGE RATINGS
OF ALL THOSE INTERVIEWED, HOMEQOWNERS AND RENTERS* -

Total

Home Improvement Practice

Interviewed
(N=84)

Average Rating

Homeowners
(N=65)
Avergge Rating

Renters
{N=19)
Average Rating

Planning (1-6)

Considered appropriate items when
selecting trees and shrubs

Considered mature size before selecting
shrubs and trees

Arronged trees and shrubs so that
yard nentexrs were opeén

Avoided the use of too many types of
mixtures of trees and shrubs in
arrangements

Got the adwice of professional in the
area of homegrounds improvement and
maintenance

Have drawn landscape plan for the
homegrounds

Establishment (7-22)

7.

(v o]

10.

Planted hardy, disease resistant

tfees and shrubs

Properly watered plants when transplanted
Transplanted trees and shrubs at
recommended times

Prepared hole for trees and shrubs

6-12" wider and deeper

3.55
3.07

2.51
‘r.bo

1.46

0.96

4.42
4.40

4.39
4,26

3.57

3.14

2.62

1.60

1.54

1.03

4.45
4.49

4.49
4.43

3.47
2.84

2.16

1.11

1,21

74
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Table 1. (continued)

il%

Home Improvement Practice

Total
Interviewed
(N=84)

Average Rating

Homeowmners
(N=65)
Average Rating

Renters
N=19)

Average Rating

11,

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17,
18.
19.
20,
21.

22.

Filled bottom of hole with topsoil
and remainder with subsoil when
transplanting

Planted grass at recommended time
Planted degirable varieties of grass
Prepared desirable seedbed before
planting lawns

Planted shrubs and trees the same
depth they werxe before digging
Watered lawn adequately when newly
sceded

Mulched lawn properly when newly
seeded .

Rraced treecs over 6' tall when
transplanting them

Removed can from trees and shrubs
before transplanting

Removed burlap from balled trees
and shrubs before transplanting
Mulched the area around transplanted
trees and shrubs

Protected long, bare stems of trees
with burlap or other appropriace
material from ground level to first
branches to protect them from sun
and pests

Maintenance (23-27)

23.

Pruned trees and shrubs at recommended
times and in recommended ways

1.47

3.79

2.55
2.45

2.23

1.43

3.94

2.37
2.05
1.74

2.47

1.63

3.26

e e ]
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Table 1. (continued)

Total
Interviewed Homeowners . Renters
, (N=84) (N=65) (8=19)

Home Improvement Practice Average Rating Average Rating Average Rating
24. Treated trees and shrubs as recommended .

when disease or.insect attacked them 3.01 - 3.08 2.79
25. Mowed grass at recommended heights . : _

as needed - 2.68 2.72 2.53
26. Followed soil test recommendations S ,

last year 1.40 1.45 ° 1.26
27. Tested homegrounds soil within

last 5-years to determine the fertilize

needs of trees and shrubs 1.26 1.28 1.21
Total Average Rating 2.83 ‘ 2.93 . 2.47

EE!I\

*Interpreting the average ratings listed, the following intervals apply - 0 (0,00-0.49) =
unaware; 1 (0.50-1.49) = aware of the practice; 2 (1.50-2.49) = interested in the practice; 3 (2.50-
3.49) = planning to try the practice; 4 (3.50-4.49) = tried the practice but not now using it, and
5 (4.50-5.00) = using the practice. :

O

2
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Table 2. NUMBERS AND PERCENTS OF ALL POLK COUNTY HOMEOWNERS AND RENTERS, HAVING VARIOUS SHRUBS
AND TREES IN THEIR YARDS BY NUMBERS AND AVERAGE NUMBERS OF SHRUBS AND TREES

Av. No. : Av, ZV.

Homeowners Shrubs or ' Renters Shrubs or

{(N=65) Trees Per (N=19) Trees Per
Name of Shrub No. Re- 7 Re- No.Shrubs Person No. Re- % Re- No. Shrubs Person
or Tree _porting porting or Trees _Reporting  porting uasﬂwzm‘ or Trees.  Reporting
Azalea 2 3.1 5 2.5 ‘1 5.3 1 1.0
Beautybush 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 0 0 0
Bush Homey Suckle 6 9.2 13 2.2 0 0 0 0
Crape Myrtle 18 27.7 29 1.6 2 10.5 7 3.5 m,oc
Deutzia 1 1.5 1 1.0 1 5.3 3 3.0
Jorsythia 25 - 38.5 93 3.7 ‘5 26.3 . 15 - 3.0
Fragrant Mock Drange 15 23.2 33 2.2 4 21.1 4 1.0
Wt shsrs D) I » 3. DS 55 2 2D
Jaganege duince & K3 . K(an L E s (SN q (&
Daparnecse Snow>a2? 23 20,2 & 2.2 - F £6.3 {8 3.6
Showy Jasmine 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 . 0
Spirea 17 26.2 - 87 5.1 8 42,1 45 5.6
Weigela 11 16.9 19 1.7 1 5.3 1 1.0

Wisteria 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Table 2. {continued)
Av. No. Av, zo.

Homeowners Shrubs or Renters Shrubs or

{(N=65) Trees Per (N=19) Trees Per
Name of Shrub No. Re- % Re- No.Shrubs Pereon No. Re- % Re- No Shrubs Person
br Tree porting porting or Trees Reportin porting porting or Trees Reporting
Viburnum 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 0 0 0
Lilac 16 24.6 38 2.4 3 15.8 4 1.3
Apple 30 45.2 102 3.4 . 8 42.1 18 2.3
Ash 8 12.3 24 3.0 0 0 0 0
Beech 2 3.1 3 1.5 0 0 0 0
Blackgum 2 3.1 2 1.0 0 0 0 0
Black Locust 2 3.1 2 1.0 0 0 0 0
Cherry 11 16.9 31 2.8 4 22.1 9 2.3
Crab Apple 3 4.6 5 1.7 1] O 0 0
Dogwood 21 32.3 65 3.1 4 21.1 10 2.5
Elm 16 24.6 39 2.4 2 10.5 7 3.5
Hackberry 6 9.2 9 1.5 1 5.3 1 1.0
Hickory 9 13.8 b4 4.9 2 1925 3 1.5
Mimosa 34 52.3 158 4.6 9 47.4 54 6.0
Mulberry 7 10.8 20 2.9 2 10.5 5 2.5
Peach 15 23.0 40 2.7 1 5.3 1 1.0

O
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Table 2. (continued)
Av. No. Av. No.

Homeowners Shrubs orr Renters Shrubs or

(N=65) . Treas Per (N=19) Trees Per
Nameco! Shrub No. Re- % Re- No.Shrubs Person No. Re- % Re- No. Shrubs Person
or Tree porting porting or Trees Reporting porting porting or Trees Reporting
Pecan 5 7.7 13 2.6 0 0 0 0
Plum 6 9.2 24 4.0 3 15.8 9 3.0
Redbud 3 4.6 5 1.7 0 0 0 0
Red Oak 14 21.5 116 8.3 1 5.3 2 2.0
Pin Oak a a Q 0 0 0 0 0
Maple Silver 8 12.3 29 3.6 1 5.3 1 1.0
Maple Sugar 29 3D.% 33 3.3 2 61,1 8 3
e &dax K& KA £Z V4 < vz Z 22
Bmmtins > 3 3 23 v v © “
Sourwood 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 ¢ 0 0
Sycamore 3 4.6 -3 1.0 0 0 0 0
Sweet Gum 4 6.2 .Ho 2.5 1 5.3 2 2.0
Tudip Poplar 7 10.8 17 2.4 2 10.5 7 3.5
Walnut 18 27.7 38 2.1 3 15.8 8 2.7
White Oak 15 23.1 85 3.0 0 0 0 0
Willow 9 13.8 9 1.0 1 5.3 1 1.0
Willow Oak 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 0

O
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Table 2. (continued)
.‘ - Av. No. - Av. No
Homeouwnerxs Shrubs or Renters Shrubs or
(N=65) . Trees Per (N=19) Trees Per
Name of Shrub No. Re- % Re- No. Shrubs Person No. Re- 7% Re- No. Shrubs Person
or Tree porting porting or Trees Reporting porting porting or Trees Reporting
Arborvitae, Round 3 4.6 21 7.0 0 0 0 0
Arborvitae, Pyramidal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Arborvitae, Upright 8 12.3 23 2.9 -2 10.5 5 2.5
Yew, Spreading 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 0 0 0
Yew, Upright a N 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spreading Junipex 5 7.7 .20 4.0 0 0 0 0
Upright Juniper 7 10.8 14 2.0 2 10.5 3 1.5
Abelia 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 0 0 0
Acuba 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Barberry Evexgreen 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Holly Burfeord 3 4.6 5 t.7 U 5.3 4 4.0
Boxwood 11 16.9 84 7.6 6 31.6 38 6.3
Chinese Holly 2 3.1 3 1.5 0 0 0 0
Elaeagnus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Laurel 1 1.5 3 3.0 0 0 0 0
Mahonia 1 1.5 1 1.0 0 0 0 0
Nandina 6 9.2 10 1.7 1 5.3 2 2.0

O
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Table 2. (continued)

Av. No. . ‘ Av. No.

Homeowners Shrubs or Renters - Shrubs or’

(N=65) Ty ees Per (N=19) . Trees Per
Name of Shrub No. Re- % Re- No. Shrubs Person * No. Re- % Re-- No. Shrubs  Person .
or Tree porting porting or Trees Repurting  porting porting or Trees Reporting
Japanese Holly 3 4.6 i 3.7 | . imrw 3 3.0
Privet Hedge 24 36.9 €23 25.9 11 57.9 - 113 10.3
Pyracantha 2 31 3 1.5 0 0 0 0
Rhododendron 0 0 | 0 0 0o 0 0 0
Viburaum 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wax Leaf Privet 0 0 0 )] 0 0 0 0 ™~
American Holly 4 6.2 5 1.3 1 5.3 1 1.0 o
Canadian Hemlock 5 7.7 19 3.8 1 5.3 1 1.0
Eastern Red Cedar 14 21.5 97 6.9 6 - 31.6 9 1.5
Loblolly Pine 7 10.8 124 17.7 1 5.3 1 1.0
White Pine 12 18.5 39 3.3 1 5.3 5 5.0
Norway Spruce 4 6.2 7 1.8 0 0 0 0
Southern Magnolia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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