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QUESTIONING METHOD IN THE HUMAN GEOGRAPHICAL RESEAR CH
(ON THE EXAMPLE OF THE POLL OF KHARKIV'S RESIDENTS
ABOUT CITY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS)

For the city of Kharkiv as the second for populataity of Ukraine, determination of a thought dfizén’s about industrial,
residential, landscape and recreational zonesalsand cultural infrastructure, specialization amdommodation comfort is very
important. Through the collection and analysisudtsinformation may determine the main problemguilag citizen and the most
optimal ways to solve them, because usually exaitizens can see practical and effective methdgsablem solving to optimize
urban space.

The aim of this study was to determine the attitadd awareness of citizens of Kharkiv's administeatlistricts on indus-
trial, residential, landscape and recreationaliucal infrastructure, specialization by the mettoddjuestioning. It was also consid-
ered accommodation comfort, the most popular objetlandscape and recreational, cultural spheres.

The most comfortable districts for living are Nemlysnsky, Kievsky and Shevchenkivsky districts. Bwerage level of
living comfort is in Moskovsky, Osnovyansky and [8ttsky districts. Uncomfortable districts by resitleare Industrial, Novoba-
varsky and Kholodnohorsky districts. The detailadlgsis of conditions of accommodation of the pagiah in areas with low com-
fort and identifications of ways of improvementésgjuired.

In general, we note that using the questioning oeethas identified a number of administrative arefthe city that need
developing additional programs to improve theirasfructure and living conditions. However it ixegsary to consider that only
complex optimization of all city territory is pob#, considering features of each administrativetteial district of the city and
communications between them.

Keywords:city administrative district, Kharkiv, residentiabne, industrial zone, landscape and recreatiooa,zultural
object, living comfort.

Anacmacia  Masyposa. METOA AHKETYBAHHA Y CYCIHUIBHO-TEOTPA®IYHOMY JOCII/PKEHHI
(HA IPHKIIATI OITATYBAHHA HACEJIEHHS XAPKOBA I[OJ0 ATMIHICTPATHBHHX PAHOHIB MICTA)

VY cTaTTi OnMCcaHO Ta NMPOAHaJi30BaHO AaHKETYBAHHS JKUTEJNIB MicTa XapKoBa IIONO0 IPOMHCIIOBOT, XKUTJIOBOI, JAaHAIIA(THO-
peKxpeariifHol, KyIbTypHOI iHppacTpyKTypu Ta criemianizamii agMiHICTpaTUBHUX paloHIB MicTa. Busnauenuii piBeHb 00i3HaHOCTI
HaCeJICHHS 100 IIPOMUCIIOBHX 00’ €KTIB y MeKax aJMIHICTPaTUBHUX paioHIB. Bu3HaueHi palioHM 3 BEIHMKOIO KUIBKICTIO HOILYJISIp-
HUX JaHAuadTHO-peKpeauiitHux 30H Ta 00’ €KTiB KyJIbTypHOI cepu Ta paifoHH, B SIKHX JKHTEJ HE BiABIAYIOTh BKa3aHi 00’ €KTH.
[MpoananizoBaHuii PO3MOILT aAMIHICTPAaTHBHUX PallOHIB MicTa 3a piBHEM KOM(MOPTHOCTI MPOKUBAHHSI.

Kniouogi cnosa: anMiHicTpaTuBHUI paiioH micta, XapKiB, )KHTIOBa 30Ha, IIPOMUCIIOBA 30Ha, JaHAIIAQTHO-peKpearliiiHa 30-
Ha, 00 €KT KyJIbTYpHOI chepH, KOMPOPTHICTH NPOKHBAHHS.

Anacmacua Masyposa. METOJ AHKETUPOBAHUA B OBIJECTBEHHO-I'EOT'PA®UYECKOM HCCIIE/OBA-
HHH (HA ITIPUMEPE OIIPOCA HACEJTEHHA XAPBKOBA OF AIMHUHHUCTPATHBHBIX PAHOHAX I'OPO/IA)

B crarbe omucaHO U IpOaHAIU3UPOBAHO aHKETUPOBAHUE JKUTEICH ropojaa XapbKoBa I0 IOBOJY IPOMBILIUICHHON, XKUIOH,
JaHAmadTHO-PEKPEAMOHHOH, KYIbTYpHOI HH(PACTPYKTYpHI U CIICNHAIH3alMH aAMHHUCTPATHBHBIX PaloHOB ropoja. OnpeneneH
YPOBEHB OCBEIOMIIEHHOCTH HAcEJIE€HHsI B OTHOLIEHUM MPOMBIIIICHHBIX 00BEKTOB B Mpeenax aAMUHHUCTPATHBHBIX paioHOoB. Ompe-
JIeJIeHbl PaoHBI ¢ OOJIBIINM KOJIMYECTBOM HMOMYJIAPHBIX JIAaHAMA(PTHO-PEKPEALIMOHHBIX 30H U 00OBEKTOB KyJIbTYPHOU cdepsl U paii-
OHBI, B KOTOPBIX )XHUTEIM HE MOCEUIAI0T yKa3aHHbIE 00BeKTHI. IIpoaHann3upoBaHO paclpesiesieHue aIMUHHCTPATUBHBIX PailoHOB
ropojia Mo ypoBHIO KOMGOPTHOCTH MPOXKHUBAHUSI.

Knroueevie cnosa. anMUHWCTPATHBHBIN paifoH ropona, XapbKoB, )KWas 30HA, NPOMBIIUICHHAs 30HA, JaHAUIAdTHO-
peKpearoHHast 30Ha, 00BEKT KYJIBTYpHOH cepbl, KOM(DOPTHOCTH IIPOKUBAHMIS.

Introduction. In the conditions of governmental reform The aim of this studywas to determine the attitude
of decentralization, creation of administrativeriterial and awareness of citizens of Kharkiv's administeati
communities and promoting of the Participatory betelg  districts on industrial, residential, landscape agctea-
ing program, become actual question of collectiod a tional, cultural infrastructure, specialization bie

the analysis of citizen’s opinions of a conditiamdaac- method of questioning. It was also considered aecom
commodation comfort within the specific urban arear. modation comfort, the most popular objects of |aage
the city of Kharkiv as the second for populatioty @f and recreational, cultural spheres.

Ukraine, determination of a thought of citizen’soab Main content of research.The method of canvass

industrial, residential, landscape and recreatiaaales, public opinion is one of the most common specialime
social and cultural infrastructure, specializatemd ac- ods in many scientific fields, including the humgeng-

commodation comfort is very important. Through the raphy. There are two types of survey methods. Tre v
collection and analysis of such information mayedet bal method is interviews, when the researcher #sks
mine the main problems plaguing citizen and thetmos respondent a series of question and use them &vesc
optimal ways to solve them, because usually exactlyinformation about research problems. This methedgi

citizens can see practical and effective methodz alf- a detailed panorama of the subjective world ofither-
lem solving to optimize urban space. viewee. The writing method is using questionnalieis

method gives general representative picture ofirttes-
© Mazurova A., 2016 viewee [4].
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For this study it were chosen method of writing 687 respondents who live in 9 Kharkiv's adminis-

guestionnaire, particularly with Internet (Googterhs)
and the classic survey using paper questionndlies [

trative-territorial districts took part in this gatening.
Among respondents there are 68,9% of women and

The research purpose was given in an introductory31,1% of men; 46,8% of respondents have the higher

part of the questionnaire. Main part were aboutelaf

education, 32,2% — incomplete higher education9%s3,

respondent’s residence, accommodation, specializati have scientific grade and 2,1% have secondary educa

of the administrative-territorial districts and ebfs of
the main functional zones of the city (residentiahd-
scape and recreational, industrial). Also it webow
infrastructure comfort of the district, urgent chas to
improvement of infrastructure, popular culturaltins
tions, elements of city infrastructure, objects ethneed
to be updated urgently. In a final (demographicit jita

tion. 57% of respondents is between 20 and 50 years
34% are more older than 50 years and 9% are younger
than 20 years. Overwhelming number of respondents i
involved in service trade (74%), 22% work in thedus-
trial sphere and only 4% of respondents work in the
sphere of agricultural sphere (fig. 1).

Distribution of respondents on the administrative-

was determined a sex, age, education and a fiete-of territorial district of residence and population pse-

spondent’s activity [1].

sented in table 1.

Secondary
education

Younger than
20 years
%

Older 50
years
34%

Agricultural
sphere
4%

Industrial sphere
22%

Fig. 1. The total questionnaire respondents portrébuilt by the author according to the questionnaire

Table 1

Distribution of the Kharkiv's population and the naber of respondents in the questionnaire
by administrative districts of the citfpuilt by the author [3] according to the questiaire)

Ne Name of administrative district Popolation Number of respondents
(thousands of people) | in the questionnaire (people

1. Industrial district 56,2 60

2. Kievsky district 182,2 88

3. Moskovsky district 302,2 101

4, Nemyshlyansky district 146,3 74

5. Novobavarsky district 111,6 76

6. Osnovyansky district 93 64

7. Slobidsky district 146,9 72

8. Kholodnohorsky district 86 62

9. Shevchenkivsky district 229,2 90
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The first questions of a survey was about determinedustrial, Nemyshlyansky and Osnovyansky districts.

the predominant specialization of Kharkiv's adntnais
tive districts. The respondents defined it amorey fti-
lowing options: residential, transport, industriajuca-
tional, scientific, cultural specialization and @nter of
entertainment and rest (Fig. 1).

So according to respondents residential districs a
Kievsky, Kholodnohorsky, Novobavarsky, Slobidsky
and Moskovsky districts. The industrial district® dn-

District with scientifical and cultural specialima is
Shevchenkovsky district (fig. 2). Analyzing opiniarf
respondents, it is possible to agree that Indushiemy-
shlyansky and Osnovyansky districts can be caroed
districts with industrial specialization becauseréhare
most powerful industrial enterprises of Kharkivekias
Turboatom, Kharkiv Tractor Plant, Yuzhcable worksl a
others.

Specialization of Kharkiv's
administrative districts

B residential districts

M industrial districts

O district with scientifical
and cultural
specialization

Fig. 2. Specialization of Kharkiv's administrativaistricts (built by the author according to the gsionnaire)

However it is necessary to consider that most of
them work only partially or don't function at all.
Shevchenkovsky district can be named as distrith wi
scientific and cultural specialization because ¢hare a
large number of higher educational and scientifititu-
tions (V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National UniversityjrSon
Kuznets Kharkiv National University of Economics
etc.). For example, State Scientific Institutiomstitute
of MonoCrystals” of Ukrainian NAS, Verkin Institute
for Low Temperature Physics and Engineering of
Ukrainian NAS and others.

Analyzing survey results, it should be noted that
residents of Novobavarsky, Industrial, and Kholodno
horsky districts aren't satisfied with placement am
condition of the housing estate. Such situation lban
explained with a large number of farmstead building
which is in a critical condition and requires deitioh
or reconstruction. In particular, there are Novogka
(Novobavarsky district), Krasnyj Luch, Lysaja Gora,
Ivanovka (Kholodnohorsky district). The aspect oh¢
venient placement of the housing estate wasn'terath
urgent because this districts was planned as indust
areas. The most attention was paid to an optimality
industrial enterprise’s placement, transport comican
tions between them.

Also, the purpose of the questionnaire was to de-

termine the awareness about industrial enterpvistién
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the administrative and territorial districts. Acdorg to

poll results, 62% of respondents could not name any
industrial enterprise, located in their districl,22 of re-
spondents mentioned one enterprise, 17% of resptsde
named more than 2 industries. Thus, we can conclude
that the majority of residents are not interesteérnter-
prises on the territory of districts or known oalypower-

ful USSR enterprise like Turboatom, Kharkiv Tractor
Plant, Malyshev Factory and Kharkiv Aviation Plant.

Part of the survey was dedicated to the definitibn
the most popular recreation areas by resident’siopj
including landscape and recreational zones andirelilt
objects. For each district it were selected thetrmpopu-
lar landscape and recreational areas, culturalcthje
which are often met in the answers of respondentsd
than 10 times in various questionnaires) (Table. 2)

There are many popular landscape and recreational
areas in the Industrial, Kievsky, Slobidsky and
Shevchenkivsky districts. This means that residerfits
areas visited landscape and recreational ared®idis-
tricts of residence. Part of the Shevchenko Kied gt
gions located in the city center, that's why thare a lot
new and modern parks. The smallest number of popula
landscape and recreational areas is in Moskovsley, N
myshlyansky, Osnovyansky and Kholodnohorsky dis-
tricts.
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Table 2

The most popular recreation areas by resident’sropn, including landscape and recreational zones
and cultural objects by administrative distric¢(built by the author according to the questionngire

Ne Name of district Landscape and recreational zones Cultural objects
1. Industrial district Zelenyy Hay Park, Drohobymvine, Alexander's church
Kandaurova park
2. Kievsky district Water park, Zhuravlevsky pond, Kharkiv State Scientific Library of
325 th anniversary of Kharkiv's Park, Korolenko, Pushkin Drama Theater
Youth Park Afanasyev Puppet Theatre, shopping
centers «Dafi» and «Karavan»
3. Moskovsky district Pobeda Park Shopping cerfieerch Boulevard»
4, Nemyshlyansky district Zustrich Park, Yur'ev Boulevard «Kyiv» Cinema
5. Novobavarsky district Grigoryev forest -
6. Osnovyansky district Karpiv Garden, Railroadeask -
7. Slobidsky district Metallist Garden, Machinistri, -
Artem Park
8. Kholodnohorsky district Yunist' Park Musical Cedy Theater
9. Shevchenkivsky district Sarzhyn ravine, GorkykPa Dovzhenko Cinema, Ukraine Conceft
Shevchenko Garden, Alexis forest| Hall, Shevchenko Theatre, Lysenkd
Theater of opera and ballet

The largest number of cultural sphere is also kxtat
in Kievsky and Shevchenkivsky districts. Theserditt
are in the city center. The main objects of cultaraas

sphere.
One of the most important tasks of the question-
naire was to determine the level of living comfiorcer-

that are popular among people are shopping centerstain administrative districts by residents. Respmors

theaters and cinemas. Only a big number of resideit
Industrial District choose Alexander Church as rinest
popular cultural object.

In Industrial, Moskovsky, Nemyshlyansky, and
Kholodnohorsky districts residents noted only orfe o
popular cultural object, in Novobavarsky, Osnovyans
and Slobidsky — none. This means that residentisesie
areas attend institutions of cultural sphere ireotharts
of the city or not at all interested in visitinges of the

were asked to assess the living comfort level ramgi
from 1 (min) to 5 (max) points. According to thengey
the most comfortable districts for living are Neihnlys
ansky, Kievsky and Shevchenkivsky districts (averag
point is 5). The average level of living comfort iis
Moskovsky, Osnovyansky and Slobidsky districts (ave
age point is 4). Uncomfortable districts by resideare
Industrial, Novobavarsky and Kholodnohorsky distric
(average point is 3) (Fig. 3).

Kharkiv's administrative districts
by living comfort (average point from 1 to 5)

3
o4
Os

Fig. 3. The distribution of Kharkiv's administratie districts by living comfort
(built by the author according to the questionngire
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Analyzing the results of the evaluation, we nogtth number of popular landscape and recreational zisnes
the most living comfortable districts by respondent Moskovsky, Nemyshlyansky, = Osnovyansky and
opinion were areas in which residents have notiged Kholodnohorsky districts. Undoubtedly restoratiose
large number of landscape and recreational areds aning or creation of new green zones for rest okeits in
objects of cultural sphere. In particular, theree ar areas of their accommodation is required. The moist-
Kievsky and Shevchenkivsky districts. Uncomfortable fortable districts for living are Nemyshlyansky,ekisky
Novobavarsky and Kholodnohorsky districts have prob and Shevchenkivsky districts. The average levéil/ofg
lems with the state and residential buildings. Akb@se comfort is in Moskovsky, Osnovyansky and Slobidsky

areas are far away from the city center, especiatlys- districts. Uncomfortable districts by residents hrdus-
trial district, which adds additional problems dwoethe trial, Novobavarsky and Kholodnohorsky districthis,
transport accessibility. the detailed analysis of conditions of accommodatd

Conclusion. With the help of a questioning method the population in areas with low comfort and id&cd-
a number of important problems concerning optinizat  tions of ways of improvement is required.

of Kharkiv's city space within its administrativestlicts In general, we note that using the questioning
were determined and analysed. method was identified a number of administrativeaar

In particular, it was found that residents of tihne |  of the city that need developing additional progsaim
dustrial, Novobavarsky and Kholodnohorsky distrets improve their infrastructure and living conditiork$ow-

not satisfied with the state and residential buoigdi ever it is necessary to consider that only compulpt-
most of which is in a critical condition. The mqstrt of mization of all city territory is possible, consitdey fea-
the population of the city is unaware on the indakt tures of each administrative-territorial distridttbe city
enterprises in their administrative districts. Tmeallest and communications between them.
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