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V(A). Planned Program (Summary)

Land Use and Sustainable Communities

1. Name of the Planned Program 

V(B). Program Knowledge Area(s)

1. Actual amount of professional FTE/SYs expended this Program

V(C). Planned Program (Inputs)

Report Date

Extension ResearchYear: 2008

Plan

131 15% 15%
608 60% 60%
610 10% 10%
803 15% 15%

Knowledge Area

Alternative Uses of Land

Community Resource Planning and Development

Domestic Policy Analysis

Sociological and Technological Change Affecting 
Individuals, Families and Communities

100% 100%

KA
Code

%1862
Extension

%1890
Extension

%1862
Research

%1890
Research

Total

Actual

1862 All Other 1890 All Other 1862 All Other 1890 All Other

1862 Matching 1890 Matching 1862 Matching 1890 Matching

1890 Extension Hatch Evans-Allen

13.0 0.0 7.5 0.0

087493600

Smith-Lever 3b & 
3c

2. Actual dollars expended in this Program (includes Carryover Funds from previous years)

Extension Research

05225730128550

01168120103659

1890 18901862 1862

4.0 0.0 2.9 0.0



1.  Brief description of the Activity

2.  Brief description of the target audience

1.  Standard output measures

Patent Applications Submitted

Year Target

Patents listed

TotalResearchExtension

Plan
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1800 2272 0 0

103370 101510 4126 29512008

0

190 19
0 10

Land Use and Sustainable Communities

V(D). Planned Program (Activity)

        1. Conduct research experiments and/or develop theories that can be used to explain (a) causes for public land conflicts 
and potential solutions, (b) solutions to the urban expansion into rural areas and open space, and (c) conditions for continued 
rural community economic viability. 2. Publish studies and make presentations related to these areas of concern. 3. Conduct 
workshops and meetings to educate local, state, and regional stakeholders concerning these issues. 4. Deliver educational and 
informational services through various media. 5. Develop educational resources related to rural economic viability for 
community leaders and other stakeholders. 6. Provide for local training in principles developed that are related to this area of 
study. 7. Conduct design activities (for a park, a Main Street revitalization, etc.) that will typically yield a design of variable 
specificity (some might be conceptual drawings, others might be more extensive). 8. Provide consultations regarding land use 
planning policies and their implications on growth.

        The target audience for this work will be community leaders, community, state and federal policy makers, at-
large public, academic units, private land holders, public land users, businesses, and local, state, and regional 
political leaders. Establishing joint efforts with public and private interests in the community will be important in 
establishing the needed credibility for adoption of recommended practices or acceptance of alternative designs.

V(E). Planned Program (Outputs)

2.  Number of Patent Applications Submitted (Standard Research Output)

 2008:

3.  Publications (Standard General Output Measure)

Number of Peer Reviewed Publications

Report Date

Target for the number of persons (contacts) reached through direct and indirect contact methods

2008

Plan

Plan:     0

Direct Contacts
Adults

Indirect Contacts
Adults

Direct Contacts
Youth

Indirect Contacts
Youth

TargetYear Target Target Target



Output Target
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V(F). State Defined Outputs

Report Date

Year ActualTarget

Year ActualTarget

Year ActualTarget

Year ActualTarget

Year ActualTarget

Year ActualTarget

2008 10 19

2008 4 7

2008 20000 189874

2008 3 10

2008 2 0

2008 3 0

Number of peer-reviewed journal articles and books/chapters in books extensively peer reviewed

Output #1

Number of intermediate publications and presentations (i.e., refereed proceedings).

Output #2

Level of contract/grant funding

Output #3

Number of graduate students trained

Output #4

Number of undergraduate students involved in research

Output #5

Number of theses/dissertations completed

Output #6

Output Measure

Output Measure

Output Measure

Output Measure

Output Measure

Output Measure

●

●

●

●

●

●
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V(G). State Defined Outcomes

Report Date

Number of clients gaining land use and sustainable communities knowledge.
Number of clients who implement land use and sustainable communities practices
Number of communities preserving desirable community attributes
Increase in local area protection expressed in percentage terms for those areas implementing protection.
Maintenance of rural community services expressed by the expenditures of communities assisted.
Improvement in rural community vitality as measured by convergence of urban/rural family-level income (i.e., 
closure in differences expressed in percent/year terms).

1
2
3
4
5
6

O No. Outcome Name



Brief Explanation

1.  Evaluation Studies Planned

Evaluation Results
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V(H). Planned Program (External Factors)

External factors which affected outcomes

V(I). Planned Program (Evaluation Studies and Data Collection)

Report Date

1.  Outcome Measures

2.  Associated Institution Types

3a.  Outcome Type:

3c.  Qualitative Outcome or Impact Statement

Year Quantitative Target Actual

3b.  Quantitative Outcome

Issue (Who cares and Why)

What has been done

Results

4. Associated Knowledge Areas

Knowledge AreaKA Code

Outcome #1

Not reporting on this Outcome for this Annual Report

Natural Disasters (drought,weather extremes,etc.)●
Economy●
Appropriations changes●
Public Policy changes●
Government Regulations●
Competing Public priorities●
Competing Programmatic Challenges●
Populations changes (immigration,new cultural groupings,etc.)●

● Retrospective (post program)
● Before-After (before and after program)
● During (during program)
● Time series (multiple points before and after program)
● Case Study
● Comparison between locales where the program operates and sites without program intervention



Key Items of Evaluation
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Report Date


