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Introduction: °Intern, Department of Applied Economics and Statistics,
Degradation of water quality in urbanizing watersheds due to increased impervious surfaces and removal of natural vegetation and wetlands is University of Delaware, Newark, DE, 19716.
well recognized. What is under-appreciated, however, is the conflict between ornamental landscaping practices in urban/suburban ecosystems “Professor, Department of Plant and Soil Sciences, University
and water quality management. This project was designed to demonstrate the ecosystem services attained by a change from our current lawn- of Delaware, Newark, DE, 19716.
based landscaping paradigm to one that encourages less-intensive management and allows for a greater abundance and diversity of native °*Professor, Department of Entomology and Wildlife Ecology,
flora and fauna. This poster focuses on the public perception of the demonstration landscape. University of Delaware, Newark, DE, 19716.

*Presenting author - sbarton@udel.edu
Materials and Methods:

A suburban landscape was designed and installed in a Delaware residential development that demonstrated sustainable landscape principles
l.e. reduced lawn space, strategies for water management, a 6000 square foot meadow, a forested buffer and a predominantly native plant
palette. The landscape was managed for 3 years, tracking installation ($31,932) and management costs ($6,921). As most labor following
installation was devoted to weeding, these costs are anticipated to decline as the landscape matures. Desig N goals:

* Reduce the size of the 44,000
square foot lawn by half.

* Add trees, shrubs and perennials to
attract wildlife.

» Use predominately native plants.

» Solve drainage problems,
specifically water puddling in front
yard by corner of garage

 Add a meadow and forest habitat.
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Measurement of public perception: articipate in the landscape. andscape desion
» An intercept interview was conducted from July 8-15, 2013, at the two Departments of Motor Vehicles (DMV) * Reduce maintenance (long term).

In New Castle County, DE.
« Tours for industry professionals and homeowners were conducted during years 2 and 3.
* An online survey was conducted in November, 2015 of tour participants whose emails were captured.

Results:
A qualtrics survey was sent to all tour participants in November

2014. Most respondents said they chose to attend a tour because
they wanted to see what a sustainable landscape looked like or they

Figure 1. Respondents’ opinions of various impacts of the
sustainable landscape management on their household from
Intercept survey.
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Step 1 — Kill existing Step 2 — Mix meadow seed with sawdust. Step 3 — Spread seed and sawdust mixture Meadow establishes quickly due to moist germination

vegetation and core aerate. to a depth of one inch. medium and light exclusion preventing crabgrass and
foxtail from germinating and competing with meadow
species.
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