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Issue #1

NeR-peint seurce peliutien IS the: prnany.
pollltien: threat facing Great Lakes, with' surface
(UROH: armajer factor Impacting Water guality. of
the Great LLake phasin.

Appreximately:48% of landowners: i Great
[Lakes basin do net operate agicultural land they
own (ALEGS 1999)):.



Innevating Outreach te) Great Lakes
Basin Absentee [Landewners

Geals off Thiree-Yeal Project:

x Reduce the amount off autrients & sediment
that enters the Great Lakes threugh
nstallatien off Vegetative: filter stiips.

x Improve: anility: oF Censervation: organizations
N Great Lakes: Basin te market consernvation
practices o) alsentee: |andoewners:



Map of Study Sites:

Great Lakes Basin Qutreach

Arenac & Tuscola Counties, MI
Saginaw Bay Watershed

i ] Orleans County, NY
Manitowoc County, WI : Y
Manitowoc-Sheboygan Watershed Oak Orchard Watershed




Study: Sites

40% of landowners in\Wisconsin, 41%; in

Michigan: & 44% 1 New: Yok are alksentee
|l2neEoWRErS:

IR Great [Lakes Basin, OWRE GPEaLorSs
enroll almest twice' as, many. acres, in| the
Consenvauion: Progiam or Wetland Resenve

Pregram than! aldsentee 1Iandowners
(AELOS 1999).



Survey: Viethoeds

Survey cenducted in Spring 200¥7.

Names of ansentéee: lancdewners ontalined
through county’ tax rolls, sorted te include
enly these living eutside ofi county/, doubie
chiecked! By agency. stafi.

Survey: sent te' “prmany contact” listed on tax
ell or mailled ter names on property deed.



REsponse Rates

WISCORSIN=—6Y esponse rate, =275
MIchigan=—566% respense latie, =556
New: Yoik=—57% respense rate, n=73

Tiotal N=904



Demograpnics

Male

EFemale

Inceme
Less than $25,000
$25,001-$75,000
$75,001-$125,000
Over $125,000

AVerage Age

Method! efi Acquisitiont efi Land

Purchased
Inherted

4%
26%

138%
46%
2%
1496
601 years

66%
30%



Demographics (continued)

Miles live firom land

LLess than 25 miles 27 %

25101 49.9 miles 179%

50 ter 149.9 miles 33%

150 miles or more 23%
Owin land Wiith' etihers?

Yes 4396

NG 57%
[fEVes,, Co-OWRErsS

Spouse 4496

Siblings 40%



Activities do on land

Recreational actiVities 62%
Crop Preduction 59%
Eerestny//timber production 16%



Important topics reganading land

(% Indicating yes’)

Sell/lland Censernvation

Wildlife: Conservation

\Water Conservation

Goevermment Consenvaton: Progliams

71%
79%
669
9290



Infllences upen decision making en land

(mean based on 1=noet at all to 4=a good| deal)

Consen/ation/cencern for environment 3. 22
Recreational or wildliie valte 3.21

Need! for Income 2.10



Level of activity’ Inf conservation
pPregrams

IS currently, or fas ini past Peen ennelied In  state and censernvation
pregams

Yes 24946
NG 69%
Don't know, 7%

I yes, type off programs (n=253)

Set aside 5690
Cost share 14945
Both 6246

Doenit Know. 32%



Impoertant Seurces of Information wheni making

decisions regarnding land
(means based on scale where 1=net Impoertant te 4=Vvery: Important)

SWED 2. 48
DNR 2.4
NRCS 2.34
llenant 2.24

Spouse 2.17



Levels ofi activity In traditienal
CONSEenvation pregrams lew, & noe natuial
[eseurce agency. ranks nighly as an
Importiant seurce of Infiermation: for
decision-making regarding the'land:

Yet, Importance ofi Consernation te
[espPondents Shews through' clearly—hoth
I terms; eff tOPICS! off IMPOrtARCE: 1o them
fegardingl their land & as factors they
ndicatermifiuence their decisien making on
the'land:



A closer ook at Invoelvement 1 decision
making on the land....



Issue #2

Ownership: of agrictlturalland By Woenen
IS on the rnse (e.g. 47% of faliim acres In
lowa ewned by wemen—=Clayioen 2009).

RESearch on apnsentee: landowners, Which
exists Isiminimal; eutdated, & seldom
differentiates between male & female
|ANEBWRENS:



Previous Research
Who has control over the land?
Owner or renant?

Glllbert & Beckley (1998) suggest a dominant
tenant-suberdinate lanadlord relatienship:is
OCCUIING.

ROgGErs: & Vanademan (1993)), Effiand et al (12993)
POthTinG WemeEn tend to participate Iess In faliim
decision making than men.

Constance et all (1996) specifically leok at
alpsentee landoewniers; find 70%:; 61 more: of
landiords give decisien making Centroll to: renter:.



Previous Research

Carelan (2005), female landlerds reluctant te
talk aleut sustainable practices on land:

Bregendani et al. (2007) finds female
landewners;excludead firom decisien making 6n
land. “Male renters denft think Woemen can make
decisions™ (p. 20).

Eells (Z008)) & Wells (2003) hoth find
maintaining pPeace. In: the: iamily= overides
Preferences onl decision making on land.



Previous Research

Eells (2008) suggests; fiemale: landewners
take more: of a ConsSernvation approachon
lanal than male l2nadewners.

Salamon (1992:223)) study: SUggests
“alsentee landewners dent care: about
CONSErvation se don't take: care oii land like
ey sheula.®



Research Questions

\What similarities/differfences exist PEWEER maler &
female landewners In terms: off demographics,
CORSErvation Values & hehavior, and! landowner-tenant
relations?

What facters infilence landewhers: Invelvement in
agriculturall decision making en their lanad?

What factors inflience: landewners’ Involvement in
conservation decision making onl thelr land?



Methods

Malelandewners make: up 74%) of sample
(g=5162h

Eemale landewners make up: 26% of
sample (n=227)

Independent: t-tests;, Cramer's; \V,
[egression; and legistici regression; used:



Research Question #1

Wihat similanities/differences exist between male &
female landewners In terms: off demographics,

consenvation vValles & hehavior, and: landowner-tenant
relations?



Demographics (Ind. t-tests & Cramer’s V. results)

EFemale Vale

Mean age*+ 64 59
Importance of land as seurnce off Income*** 2.00 1.68
Net household income for 20067+

LLess than! $25,000 28% 8%

$25,001 to $75,000 4496 479%6

$75,001 or more 26% 5%
Employment status?**

Employed full-time 2490 5100

Retired 57% 39%

*x% 5 = 001




Demographics (Cramer’s V. results)

Eemale Vale

Marital Status**>

Maried 5)0)%) 81%

Widowed 32% 496
IHoW! land wWas acquired*=*

PuUrchased 419% 67 %

Inheritance 44% 25%)
OWnI Wit speuse”** 2% 48%
Own withr siblings** 55% 35%
Consider/have considered selves, fammers 52% 52%
*** n < 001




Demographics (Cramer’s V. results)

EFemale Vale

Distance live fren land***

< 25 miles 199% 29%)

25 — 49.9-'miles 16% 17%

50 — 140.9 miles 31% 3496

> 150 miles 34% 19%
Ereguency. visit land>**

At least weekly. 12% 29%

Moenthly 13% 25%

Several times a yealr 36% 33%

Once a year or less 38% 18%
*** n < ,001




Attitudes, toward conservation

(Ind. t-tests & Cramer’s V results)

Eemale Vale

Influences when; making decisions re: land
Consenvation/concern for eavirenment 3.14 3.25
Recreatienal or wildlife value*** 2590 3.31

% Indicating| Impertance: off topics re: land
Soil/land censervation 80% 7%
Wildlife conservation®*> 66% 77%
\Water consernvaton 6496 66%
Gevernment Conservation Programs 499, 952%6
Participation i state/fiederal conservation 219 25%

pregramss®==

**% < 001




Tenant arrangement (Cramer’s V. results)

Eemale Male
(n=134) | (n=356)
I\/pe ol agreement
Wiritten lease: agreement* 60% 4909%
Verpal lease agreement™ 40% 51%
Cashirent lease agreement 860 83%
Crop) share; lease agreement 9% 8%
Relationship te Person; farming
Localf farmer 75% 76%
Eamily: memier 11% 11%
Eriend of family. 9% &)%)

*p<.05




Agriculturall decisions made on land

(Cramer’s V results)

Eemale Vale
(n=134) (n=356)
Crop inputs (fertilizer, seed;, chemicals)
OWner 496 496
fenant 9% 8620
Tillage practices
Owner 2506 6%
flenant 91% 4%
Crops grown/rotation
Owner 2% 5%0
flenant 91% 66%6
Coenservation practices™*
Owner 21% 3620
Trenant 70% 53%0

*%5 < 01




Research Question #2

What facters inflience: landewners: Involvement in
agrculturalidecision makingr en: thel: land?



Dependent varanle: invelvement in agricultural decision making on

land. Scale frem 0 (no involvement by landewner) to 4 (landowner
makes all decisions)

|Rdependent Varianles:

Earm; hackground

Visits to land

Distance fromiland

Relationship te person faming

IHow! lanal was acquired

Coe-ewnership relationship

Impoertance: ofi land: as; seurce: off INCome
Manital status

|mpoertance: off Consernvatieon/concern| for envirenment
Participatien I Conservation programs
Age & education




Regression Results Predicting| Participation: in
Agricultural Decision Making

Eemale Male
Erequency: visit land 026+ 20]0)5)
Land fiarmed by lecalffarmer 164*** 266***
Acguired threugh Inhertance A O57EF* —0]0)5)
Owni land withsibling -.141***  1.028
Land’s iImpoertance as source of $ | -.041** 10J0J0)
Participated I censernvation preg. | .05 .032
Adjusted R sguare .185 141

*n=.10), **p=.05, ***p=.01




Elndings

Eer female lanaewners, dynamics shaping
Invelvement Inf decision-nmaking; en: thelr
preperty Include: relationship-based iactors
ike Inhertance and ewnRing land with
siblings.

Eer male landewnRers, participation in
decision-making; oni thelr land relates to
W IS faiiming the land, mere invelved
When land Is farmmed by local fammer:




Research Question #3

What facters inflience: landewners: Involvement in
COMNSEvation decision making onrthelr land?



Dependent variable: nvelvement in conservation practices (0=no
Invelvement, 1=invelvement)

[ndependent variables:

Earm hackground

Visits to land

Distance from;land

Relationship te person farming

IHow! land was acguired

Ce-ownership relatioRship

Impoertance: ofi land: as; Seurce: off INCome
Mariital status

|mpoertance: ofi Consernvation/concern| for envirenment
Participation In' Conservation; programs
Age & education




Logistic Regression Results Predicting Participation 1n

Conservation Practices on Land

Eemale Male

Ereguency. visit land Y002 -.019
Lanadl fanrmed by local farmer -1.504*** -1.076***
Acquiredi through Imhentance - (67** -.036
Owniland with sikliing -2.685** 325
Owni land with spouse 1.777* 152
Land’si Impoertiance as; seurce: ofi Inceme -.615* .075
Widewed 478 -.636*
Retired -.975** .087
Participated i Censenvaton preg. -, 6057 -. 146
Pseude R square 281 172
Log-likelihoed 49,419 03.118

*n<.10, **p=<.05, ***p=.01




Eindings
When focus shifts to solely’ conservation practices, family.
dynamics alse change and having| inhented land
DECOMES! PANHIEr fier WOmER'S INVoIVEmMERL Inf decIsion

Making on’ conservation: practices, as dees owning land
Withrsiplings. This appears te) e a nen-ISSUe for Men.

“ocal farmersis the one pewer ceded tol for consenvation
decision making on; theland: Wihy?

——Jlenants reluctance: te; adept CoRsern/atien Practices
on land?

—-[ andewners not Wanting te disrupt relatienship

ave with tenants? Partictlany i have persenal in
addition te bUSINESs relationship.



Implications; for outreach & futlure research

Diiferent appreaches for euireacihineeded
pased onllandowner:.

Shouldflandowners, tenants, or both e
focuUs ol outreach?

Cleser examinatien neecded e Wiy,
INVeIVEMENT 1A CONSEValeN Programs has
negative relatienship With consenvation
decision making.
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