
















Question # I 0 asks the respondent to rank reasons why Open Space should be preserved. In general, 
respondents ranked: 

I. Preserve hillsides from development, 
2. Protect wildlife habitat and to 
3. Provide trails and natural areas for walking and biking. 
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The survey respondents were asked to choose between two approaches to acquiring Open Space: 1) buy as 
much and as quickly as possible, or 2) buy slowly and develop as it is acquired. The results are strongly in 
favor of the concurrent buy-and-develop approach, by a 55% to 40% margin. 

To purchase Open Space, tax revenues may be used each year or larger amounts can be used by selling 
bonds and then re- paying them annually with tax revenues. A bond issue is not heavily favored . 

Since all the land desired couldn't be purchased, there needs to be other creative techniques to acquire this 
land. One option is to require developers to dedicate land for trails and Open Space when they design a 
sub-division. Another option is to give the landowner an incentive by allowing higher density in exchange 
for leaving some land open. The majority is opposed to this idea most likely because it would create more 
heavily populated areas. Overall, the community favors a neutral approach towards the purchase of 
development rights . 
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MANAGEMENT POLICY-

Question 7 - Acceptable restrictions on public Open Space are compared in the graphs below. 
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EMPLOYMENT 

Employment - As a trend within the categories, full time working residents outside the house have a lower 
approval response rate to the restrictions and typically the retired category exhibits a relatively higher yes 
response rate to restrictions. 

Households - As the size of the household increases, the less likely they are to support the restriction. For 
staying on trails - one-member household favors the restriction to stay on trail by 76% where four members 
favor it 60.3% and five members favor it by 57.1 %. Five or more members even choose no by 55% to 
prohibit bicycle access- whereas other households favored it. 

Resid. Like 
Working 1-5 small 

Overall FT Retired years town Sa Sb Sc 
Strongly opposed 14.3 15.4 17.0 9.5 15.0 15.1 16.5 13.3 

14.1 15.0 10.7 15.5 17.0 16.1 20.0 13.3 
Neutral 31.4 28.7 40.2 31.0 25.2 29.0 21.7 40.3 

20.9 26.2 14.3 26.2 23.8 22.6 20.9 18.8 
Strongly in Favor 16.8 14.7 17.9 17.9 19.0 17.2 20.9 14.4 

~ Males are slightly more neutral to females at 36.2% to 29.8%. For those who have lived in Carson 
City for longer than ten years are more strongly opposed (16.3%) than those who have lived 1-5 
yrs (9.5%). Retired people were more neutral (40.2%) than full time workers (28.7%). 

~ Area 5c is more neutral (40.3%) than 5a (29%) and 5b (21 %) however 5b is more in favor by 20.9 
% to 5a (17.2%) and 5c (14.4%) - Those who moved to Carson City for family reasons support the 
conversion to parks with the highest support at 24%. 

CONTROLS BY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS. 

FLEXIBILITY OF PROTECTION 

Overall 1-5 yrs 6- 10 yrs. 10 yrs + Full- Retired 
time 

Much Flexibility 2.6 2.4 5.3 2 2.1 3.5 
4.1 7.1 2.1 4 4.5 1.8 

Moderate Controls 40.1 44 37.9 39.4 42.5 38.9 
21 .3 15.5 17.9 24.5 24 16.8 

Ironclad protection 31.9 31 36.8 30.1 26.8 38.9 

Overall 53% want ironclad protection - Those with 1-5 years residency have the highest in terms of 
moderate controls at 44% however those with 6-10 yrs are the highest with 36.8% for ironclad protection­
The larger the families the less control desired. 

Area 5b desired more ironclad protection (at 40.7%) compared to 5a at 23.2% and 5c at 31.3%. Area 5c is 
more moderate at 46.2% than 5b at 31.9% and 5a at 36.8% 

Full time workers are more in favor of moderate controls than those who are retired. 
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