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Introduction

This report presents the results of the 2012 Fayston Town Survey, which was conducted in late 2012 by the Fayston Planning Commission.  These survey results will be used to incorporate the priorities of Fayston residents in the 2013 update the Fayston Town Plan, and subsequently in an update of the town’s zoning regulations.
Summary of Survey Results

As described below, Fayston residents have fairly strong opinions on most issues, and there are very high levels of agreement on most issues.  The opinions of part-time residents are very similar to those of full-time residents, and the opinions of long-time residents are very similar to those of newer residents.  Residents believe that the town’s greatest assets are its rural character, scenic beauty, natural resources, and recreational opportunities, and that these assets should be preserved.  While many are concerned about the impacts of development, a large majority (85%) believe that growth that is consistent with the town’s character should be accommodated.  Within this context, a very large majority believes that Fayston should reasonably restrict how development should occur, that town’s important features and natural resources should be preserved, and that development should be restricted from sensitive areas.  

By survey category, a summary of results is as followed.  Detailed results are presented in subsequent sections.

Household Characteristics

· The average household size is 2.7 for full-time residents.

· A little more than one-third (37%) of the households of full-time residents have children.

Length of Residency

· Over one-third of full-time residents (39%) have lived in Fayston for 10 years or less, 29% have lived here for 11 to 20 years, and 35% have lived here for over 20 years.

· Less than half (44%) of part-time residents have owned their second homes for 10 years or less, 20% have had second homes for 11 to 20 years, and 38% have owned their second homes for more than 20 years.

Employment and Income

· A large majority of Fayston’s adult residents are employed:  60% full-time and 25% part-time.
· 52% of employed residents work for employers at an employer work site, 34% are self-employed and work at home, and 14% are home-based employees (telecommuters) of companies that are located elsewhere.

· The largest percentage of Fayston household earns $40,000 to $75,000 per year (28%).  The second highest percentage earns $100,000 to $250,000 (26%), followed by households that earn $75,000 to $100,000 (18%).

Fayston’s Most Important Assets

· Fayston’s residents believe that Fayston’s greatest assets are its rural character, scenic beauty, natural resources, and recreational opportunities.  

Recent Growth and Impact on Town Character

· More than half (61%) of Fayston’s full-time residents believe that the town is growing at about the right rate, 15% believe that the town is growing too rapidly, 5% believe that it is growing too slowly, and 18% did not have an opinion about the rate of growth.

· Of all part-time residents, approximately 48% of part-time households believed that the rate of growth is about right, 9% believe that it is too slow, and only 2% believe that it is too fast.  Approximately 41% have no opinion on the subject.
· The largest percentage of full-time residents believes that growth has had no significant impact on Fayston’s character (62%), while 14% believe that it growth has had a negative impact on Fayston’s character, 16% have no opinion, and only 8% believe that growth has had a positive impact.  

· Consistent with the views of full-time residents, the largest percentage of part-time residents believes that growth has had no significant impact on Fayston’s character (52%).  Approximately 39% percent do not have an opinion on the impact of growth, while 7% believe that growth has had a positive impact, and only 2% believe that growth has had a negative impact.
Future Growth

· A large majority of Fayston’s residents believe that growth that is consistent with the town’s character should be accommodated (90%), but that the town should not accommodate all market demand with few restrictions (83%).  
· A majority (52%) believes that the town should work to reduce the rate at which growth is occurring.  

· A very large majority also believes that new development should preserve important town features and natural resources (92%).

· Very large majorities believe that development should be restricted in wildlife habitat, wildlife corridors, on ridgelines, wetlands, and from recreation paths (see Figure 12).  The strongest feelings were to restrict development in wildlife habitat (94%), on ridgelines (84%), and wildlife corridors (84%).
· Within this context, a large majority of residents (91%) believe that there are appropriate areas for development.  

· The areas that received the highest levels of support for residential development was anywhere in town, consistent with neighborhood character (59%), and the Mount Ellen base area (52%).
· The areas that received the highest level of support for business development was adjacent to Waitsfield’s Mad River Industrial Park (83%), along Route 17 near Irasville (43%), and the Mount Ellen base area (46%).
· The types of businesses that should be most encouraged include tourism, forestry, value-added agriculture, and home businesses.  The types of businesses that are least supported include retail, light industry, and wilderness therapy businesses.
Preservation

· Very large majorities of both full-time and part-time residents believe that it is either very or extremely important to preserve the town’s natural resources.

· 69% to 92% of full-time residents believe that it is very or extremely important to preserve rural character, ridgelines, open fields, wildlife habitat, wildlife corridors, water quality, and wetlands.

· The attitudes of part-time residents are similar to those of full-time residents in that there are very strong levels of support for preservation of rural character and natural resources.  By category, 75% to 95% believed that preservation was either very or extremely important.

Housing and Housing Affordability

· Over 88% of survey respondents reported that they live in a single-family home, and approximately 11% reported that they lived in a condo or an apartment.  

· Slightly over half of those that responded (54%) live in houses with three bedrooms, 14% live in houses with 2 bedrooms, 20% live in houses with four bedrooms, and very small numbers live in houses with 1 bedroom or more than four bedrooms.

· Housing costs vary widely.  However, more than one-third of survey respondents (38%) pay between $1,000 and $2,000 per month for housing.  (These costs include mortgage costs, taxes, and utilities for homeowners, and rent plus utilities for renters.)  Approximately 12% pay $750 to $999 per month, 6% pay $500 to $749 per month, and 3% pay less than $500 per month.  A total of 41% pay more than $2,000 per month..

· A majority of Fayston households (62%) consider their own housing costs to be mostly or very affordable (see Figure X).  Nonetheless, a large minority (34%) considers their housing costs to be “barely” affordable, and 4% consider their costs to be “not at all” affordable
· There is a significant level of concern about housing affordability.  Slightly less than one-third of residents (31%) believe that the town should “become more actively involved in encouraging the development of affordable housing.”  On the other hand, nearly 24% do not believe that the town should become involved, and 45% are not sure. 

Child Care

· Only 10% of full-time resident households reported having children in day care.  

· Most of these households (80%) have two children in day care.  

· Of the households who have children in day care, 47% reported that childcare was hard to find, and 27% reported that the unavailability of child care negatively impacts other activities.  

· The average cost of childcare was reported to be $1084 per month.

Recreation

· A large majority of households (80%) consider recreation to be “very” or “extremely” important.

· The most popular recreation activities are hiking (83% of households), downhill skiing and snowboarding/riding (76%), and snowshoeing (65%) (see Figure 23).  The next most popular activities are swimming (41%) and cross-country skiing (39%).  Other activities where more than 30% of households have at least one member who participate are canoeing and kayaking (37%), mountain biking (32%), road biking (30%).

· A significant number of residents, nearly one-third, responded that recreation activities have been negatively impacted by new development, land postings, and trail closures.  

· These impacts have been experienced to a greater extent by full-time residents than by part-time residents.  More than one-third (38%) of full-time residents have experienced negative impacts, while only 12% of part-time residents have experienced negative impacts.

Available Services

· There are wide variations in residents’ ratings of available services. 

· Services that were rated good to excellent by the highest number of residents were the Mad River Valley Ambulance service (90%), the Fayston Elementary School (80%), fire protection (67%), the middle and high school (62%), and road maintenance (61%).  

· Services that received the largest percentages of negative ratings included public transportation, trash and recycling, and the county sheriff.

Town Spending

· Both full-time and part-time residents would like the town to spend more on a number of programs and services.  (The survey did not address willingness to increase property tax rates for services.)  

· The types of expenditures that are supported by a majority of the town’s residents are the development of trail networks (75%), library (72%), land conservation (68% agree or strongly agree), police protection (65%), Mad Bus service (64%), and senior services (61%).    

· Fewer than 50% of residents desire higher spending for arts programs, traffic enforcement, affordable housing, and health care.

Detailed Survey Results

The following sections provide detailed survey results for each question.

Survey Response Rate

A total of 201 useable surveys were returned, 127 from full-time residents, 51 from part-time residents, and 23 from those who own property in Fayston but that do not spend any time here.  

Responses were on a per household basis.  Based on the number of occupied housing units in Fayston, this indicates that response rates were 21% for full-time residents and 10% for part-time residents (see Table 1).

Table 1:  Response Rates

	
	Survey Responses
	Households
	Response Rate

	Full-Time Resident
	127
	594
	21%

	Part-Time Resident
	51
	594
	10%

	Own Property
	23
	
	

	Total
	201
	
	


Household Size and Composition

The average household size of survey respondents was 2.7 for full-time residents.  The reported household size for full-time residents was the same as reported in the 2010 US Census, which indicates that those who responded to the survey were representative of the total population in this respect.

Table 2:  Household Size

	
	Adults (18 to 64)
	Children (17 and under)
	Adults (65or older)
	Total

	Full-Time Resident
	1.7
	0.6
	0.4
	2.7


Number of respondents = 127
Roughly one-third of the households of full-time residents have children.  Of those that do, all that responded had three or fewer children, and the average number of children per household was 1.7.

Table 3:  Full-Time Households with and without Children

	Number of Households with Children
	

	1 Child
	15

	2 Children
	27

	3 Children
	2

	Total Households with Children
	44

	% of Households with Children
	37%

	Average Children per Household with Children
	1.7

	Total Households without Children
	75

	% of Households without Children
	63%


Number of respondents = 119 households

Full-Time Residents:  Length of Residency and States Moved from

For full-time residents, the largest numbers of survey respondents moved to Fayston fairly recently.  Less than half (39%) have lived in Fayston for 10 years or less, 29% have lived here for 11 to 20 years, and 35% have lived here for over 20 years (see Table 4 and Figure 1).  These response rates are generally consistent with recent growth trends in which Fayston has grown from only 45 households and 158 residents in 1960 to 594 households and 1,353 residents today.

Table 4: Full-Time Residents:  Years Lived in Fayston and Mad River Valley

	Number of Years
	In Fayston
	In Mad River Valley

	1-5
	20%
	11%

	6-10
	19%
	14%

	11-15
	19%
	18%

	16-20
	10%
	10%

	21-25
	8%
	9%

	26-30
	9%
	10%

	31-35
	7%
	13%

	36-40
	6%
	5%

	41-45
	2%
	3%

	>45
	3%
	7%


Number of respondents = 120 households

Figure 1: Full-Time Residents:  Years Lived in Fayston and Mad River Valley
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Number of respondents:  Fayston = 120; Mad River Valley = 120
However, survey respondents, in general, have lived in the Mad River Valley for longer than they have in Fayston.  In total, 25% have lived in the Valley for 10 years or less, 28% have live here for 11 to 20 years, and 47% have live here for more than 20 years.  These figures indicate that many Fayston residents, especially long time residents, have moved here from other Valley towns.

Of those who have moved to Fayston from outside of the Mad River Valley, the largest numbers have moved here from Vermont and Massachusetts, followed by other states in the northeast (see Table 5)..

Table 5:  States that Fayston Residents Moved From

	State
	Percent

	Vermont
	50%

	Massachusetts
	10%

	Connecticut
	4%

	New York
	8%

	New Jersey
	8%

	New Hampshire
	4%

	Maine
	3%

	Pennsylvania
	3%

	Other
	11%


Note:  Percentages refer to percent of residents that have moved from other states, and not percentages of total residents.

Number of respondents = 114 households

Part-Time Residents:  Years with Second Home in Fayston,  Home States, and Time Spent in Fayston

Similar to full-time residents, the largest proportion of part-time residents have had second homes here for a relatively short time.  Slightly less than half (44%) have had their second homes for 10 years or less, 20% have had second homes for 11 to 20 years, and 38% have had second home for more than 20 years (see Table 6 and Figure 2).
Table 6:  Part-Time Residents:  Years with Second Home

	Years with Second Home
	Percent

	1-5
	22%

	6-10
	22%

	11-15
	9%

	16-20
	11%

	21-25
	9%

	25-30
	9%

	30-35
	2%

	35-40
	4%

	40-45
	7%

	>45
	7%


Number of respondents = 46
Figure 2:  Part-Time Residents:  Years with Second Homes
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Number of respondents = 46
The largest number of part-time residents is from Massachusetts, followed by Connecticut, New York, and New Jersey (see Table 7).  

Table 7:  Part-Time Residents:  Home States

	Home State
	Percent

	Massachusetts
	48%

	Connecticut
	9%

	New York
	13%

	New Jersey
	11%

	Vermont
	2%

	Florida
	11%

	Other
	7%


Number of respondents = 46
Part-time residents spend most of their time here in the summer, followed by winter, fall, and spring.  More than half (52%) of respondents plan either to move or retire to Fayston.

Employment

An overwhelming majority of Fayston’s adult residents are employed.  Of the 250 adults in the households of full-time residents that responded to the survey, 60% of the adults were employed full-time and 25% are employed part-time (see Table 8).  Approximately 10% are retired, and only 4% are either not employed in a paying job or are students.

Table 8:  Employed Adults

	
	Percent

	Employed Full-Time
	60%

	Employed Part-Time
	25%

	Retired
	10%

	Other
	4%


   Number of respondents = 121 households
Of the employed residents, 52% work for employers at an employer work site, 34% are self-employed and work at home, and 14% are home-based employees (telecommuters) of companies that are located elsewhere.
The largest number of Fayston household earns $40,000 to $75,000 per year (28%) (see Table 12).  The second highest number earns $100,000 to $250,000 (26%).  The third highest number earns $75,000 to $100,000 (18%), followed by households that earn $20,000 to $40,000 (16%).  Approximately 7% of Fayston’s households earn more than $250,000 per year, and 5% earn less than $20,000 per year.
Figure 3:  Fayston Household Income Levels
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Number of respondents = 121 households
Fayston’s Most Important Assets

Fayston’s full-time and part-time residents agree that Fayston’s greatest assets are its rural character, scenic beauty, natural resources, and recreational opportunities.  There are differences in relative rankings, but these qualities rank much higher than others.

When asked what the most important quality was, full-time residents responded rural character (18%), recreational opportunities (10%), natural resources (16%), and scenic beauty (12%) (see Figure 4).  Eleven percent also responded “sense of community.”  Part-time residents responded recreational opportunities (22%), scenic beauty (23%), rural character (17%), and natural resources (17%).

Rankings for the second and third most important assets also included rural character, recreational opportunities, natural resources, and scenic beauty, plus sense of community (see Table 12).
2006 Survey comment:  “We feel that we need to preserve the sense of rural character, scenic beauty, good neighbors and quality education that Fayston residents have worked so hard for.  That is why we were raised in Fayston and made it a point to make Fayston our home for our family.”

Figure 4:  Fayston’ Most Important Asset
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Number of respondents: Full-time = 101 households; part-time =107 households.

Table 12:  Fayston’s Greatest Assets:  1st, 2nd, 3rd, and Top Three

	
	Most Important
	2nd Most Important
	3rd Most Important
	Total Top Three

	Full-Time Residents
	
	
	
	

	Rural character
	18%
	11%
	6%
	12%

	Scenic beauty
	12%
	11%
	11%
	11%

	Natural resources
	16%
	11%
	14%
	14%

	Recreation Opportunities
	10%
	17%
	14%
	14%

	Sense of community
	11%
	13%
	12%
	12%

	Small population
	8%
	7%
	10%
	8%

	Safety
	10%
	12%
	8%
	10%

	Quality local government
	6%
	8%
	12%
	9%

	Quality school system
	10%
	10%
	13%
	11%

	Part-Time Residents
	
	
	
	

	Rural character
	17%
	7%
	15%
	13%

	Scenic beauty
	23%
	20%
	9%
	17%

	Natural resources
	17%
	15%
	11%
	14%

	Recreation Opportunities
	22%
	17%
	7%
	15%

	Sense of community
	5%
	15%
	17%
	12%

	Small population
	5%
	10%
	17%
	11%

	Safety
	7%
	10%
	0%
	6%

	Quality local government
	2%
	9%
	9%
	7%

	Quality school system
	3%
	3%
	15%
	7%


Number of respondents: Full-time = 116 households; part-time =45 households.

For full-time residents, the three characteristics that were most frequently listed as one of the top three assets were natural resources and recreational opportunities, both of which were listed by 41% of households, and rural character (36%), followed closely by sense of community (35%) (see Figure 5).  For part-time residents, the three characteristics that were listed in the top three were scenic beauty (52%), recreational opportunities (46%), and natural resources (43%), followed closely by rural character (39%).
Figure 5:  Fayston’s Three Most Important Assets
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Number of respondents: Full-time residents = 101 households; part-time residents=107 households.

2006 Survey comment:  “I think that it is extremely important to try to preserve the rural quality of Fayston.  It is precisely that quality that has drawn many of us to this part of the world.”

Rate of Growth and Impact on Town Character

The largest percentages of both full-time and part-time residents believe that Fayston’s rate of growth is “about right.”  

Of all full-time residents, 61% believe that the town is growing at about the right rate, 15% believe that the town is growing too rapidly, 5% believe that it is growing too slowly, and 18% did not have an opinion about the rate of growth (see Figure 6).  Of all part-time residents, approximately 48% of part-time households believed that the rate of growth is about right, 9% believe that it is too slow, and only 2% believe that it is too fast.  Approximately 41% have no opinion on the subject.

Figure 6:  Rate of Growth
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Number of respondents: Full-time = 116 households; part-time =45 households.

The largest percentage of full-time residents believes that growth has had no significant impact on Fayston’s character (62%), while 14% believe that it growth has had a negative impact on Fayston’s character, 16% have no opinion, and only 8% believe that growth has had a positive impact.  
Figure 7:  Impact of Growth on Town Character
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Number of respondents: Full-time = 116 households; part-time =45 households.

Consistent with the views of full-time residents, the largest percentage of part-time residents believes that growth has had no significant impact on Fayston’s character (52%).  Approximately 39% percent do not have an opinion on the impact of growth, while 7% believe that growth has had a positive impact, and only 2% believe that growth has had a negative impact.

Preservation

Fayston residents are very preservation-minded.  Very large majorities of both full-time and part-time residents believe that it is either very or extremely important to preserve the town’s natural resources.

Of all full-time residents, 69% to 92% of residents believe that it is very or extremely important to preserve rural character, ridgelines, open fields, wildlife habitat, wildlife corridors, water quality, and wetlands (see Figure 8).  By category, only 4% to 11% believed that it was either not very or not at all important to preserve rural character or natural resources.  Water quality, rural character, and wildlife habitat received the highest levels of support.  In each of these categories, 83% or more of the survey respondents believed that preservation was either very or extremely important.  
Figure 8:  Preservation Attitudes:  All Full-Time Residents
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Table 13:  Preservation Attitudes of Fayston Residents

	FT or PT?
	Rural Character
	Ridgelines
	Open fields
	Wildlife Habitat
	Wildlife Travel Corridors
	Existing Trails
	Water Quality
	Wetlands

	Full-Time Residents:  All

	Extremely Important
	63%
	48%
	40%
	56%
	50%
	38%
	77%
	40%

	Very important
	23%
	20%
	34%
	28%
	24%
	36%
	15%
	31%

	Somewhat important
	10%
	20%
	17%
	10%
	17%
	19%
	5%
	21%

	Not very important
	2%
	4%
	4%
	3%
	5%
	3%
	1%
	4%

	Not at all important
	3%
	7%
	5%
	4%
	4%
	4%
	3%
	5%

	Part-Time Residents:  All

	Extremely Important
	53%
	61%
	50%
	57%
	54%
	58%
	91%
	50%

	Very important
	23%
	23%
	25%
	24%
	24%
	28%
	5%
	25%

	Somewhat important
	14%
	9%
	16%
	12%
	15%
	13%
	0%
	15%

	Not very important
	5%
	2%
	2%
	5%
	5%
	2%
	2%
	8%

	Not at all important
	5%
	2%
	7%
	2%
	2%
	0%
	2%
	3%


The attitudes of part-time residents are similar to those of full-time residents in that there are very strong levels of support for preservation of rural character and natural resources.

By category, 68% to 95% believed that preservation was either very or extremely important, and only 4% to 11% believed that it was either not very or not at all important (see Figure 9).  The qualities that received the highest levels of support from part-time residents were the preservation of water quality (95%), rural quality (87%), and ridgelines (81%).
Figure 9:  Preservation Attitudes:  All Part-Time Residents
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Growth and Development

A large majority of Fayston’s residents believe that growth that is consistent with the town’s character should be accommodated (91%), but that the town should not accommodate all market demand with few restrictions (85%) (see Figure 10).  A very large majority also believes that new development should preserve important town features and natural resources (95%).  
Figure 10: Attitudes on Growth and Development:  All Residents
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These attitudes are very consistent among full-time residents and part-time residents (see Table 14).
Table 13:  Attitudes on Growth and Development

	
	Accommodate All Market Demand with Few Restrictions
	Accommodate Growth that is Consistent with Town Character
	Ensure that New Development Preserves Important Town Features and Natural Resources
	Restrict High Elevation Development
	Work to Reduce the Rate of Growth

	Full-Time Residents:  All
	

	Strongly Agree
	1%
	20%
	44%
	42%
	5%

	Agree
	9%
	68%
	50%
	27%
	21%

	No Opinion
	7%
	6%
	5%
	12%
	32%

	Disagree
	37%
	6%
	2%
	17%
	32%

	Strongly Disagree
	45%
	0%
	0%
	2%
	10%

	Part-Time Residents:  All
	

	Strongly Agree
	0%
	23%
	56%
	47%
	7%

	Agree
	7%
	70%
	40%
	27%
	10%

	No Opinion
	5%
	2%
	2%
	22%
	43%

	Disagree
	45%
	2%
	2%
	2%
	24%

	Strongly Disagree
	43%
	2%
	0%
	2%
	17%

	All Full-Time and Part-Time Residents
	

	Strongly Agree
	1%
	22%
	50%
	45%
	6%

	Agree
	8%
	69%
	45%
	27%
	16%

	No Opinion
	6%
	4%
	4%
	17%
	38%

	Disagree
	41%
	4%
	2%
	10%
	28%

	Strongly Disagree
	44%
	1%
	0%
	2%
	14%


Number of respondents: All full-time residents =111 households, all part-time residents = 45 households.
Business Development

Fayston residents believe that it is important to encourage certain types of business development.  When asked to rate the importance of certain types of business development on a scale from 1 to 5, with 1 being “not at all” important and 5 being “extremely” important, residents gave the highest levels of support to farming and sugaring (4.0 out of a possible 5) as well as value-added agricultural businesses (see Figure 11).  The next types of business receiving the most support were outdoor recreation businesses (rated 3.9 out of a possible 5), tourism (rated 3.7 out of a possible 5), followed by forestry, home-based businesses, and professional services (all of which were rated 3.5 out of a possible 5).
The types of businesses that rated the lowest were light industry (2.6), wilderness therapy businesses (2.7), and retail (2.9).
Figure 11:  Importance of Business Development:  All Residents
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Number of respondents: Full-time residents =110 households, Part-time residents = 45 households.
As with most other issues, there are few differences between the opinions of full-time residents and those of part-time residents (see Table 15).  The largest differences were that part-time residents believed that it was somewhat less important to encourage business development, with the largest differences with respect to home-based businesses.

Table 15: Importance of Business Development:  By Resident Type

	FT or PT?
	Tourism
	Farming and Sugaring
	Forestry
	Home-based business
	Professional services
	Light industry
	Retail
	Outdoor recreation business
	Wilderness therapy business
	Outdoor education programs
	Value-added agricultural business

	Full-Time Residents:  All

	Extremely Important
	34%
	41%
	19%
	26%
	15%
	6%
	9%
	26%
	13%
	15%
	35%

	Very important
	22%
	45%
	49%
	36%
	41%
	23%
	23%
	34%
	17%
	30%
	42%

	Somewhat important
	34%
	11%
	22%
	31%
	36%
	32%
	27%
	31%
	21%
	31%
	21%

	Not very important
	5%
	3%
	8%
	4%
	7%
	25%
	31%
	6%
	22%
	19%
	2%

	Not at all important
	5%
	0%
	2%
	3%
	1%
	14%
	9%
	4%
	26%
	6%
	1%

	Average score
	3.8
	4.2
	3.7
	3.8
	3.6
	2.8
	2.9
	3.7
	2.7
	3.3
	4.1

	Part-Time Residents:  All

	Extremely Important
	23%
	33%
	24%
	10%
	9%
	9%
	13%
	30%
	5%
	14%
	26%

	Very important
	30%
	33%
	19%
	36%
	30%
	14%
	18%
	45%
	20%
	37%
	43%

	Somewhat important
	36%
	23%
	29%
	38%
	43%
	19%
	38%
	18%
	34%
	33%
	19%

	Not very important
	5%
	7%
	17%
	7%
	16%
	21%
	9%
	7%
	17%
	9%
	12%

	Not at all important
	7%
	5%
	12%
	10%
	2%
	37%
	22%
	0%
	24%
	7%
	0%

	Average score
	3.6
	3.8
	3.3
	3.2
	3.3
	2.4
	2.9
	4.0
	2.6
	3.4
	3.8


Number of respondents: Full-time residents =110 households, Part-time residents = 45 households.
Appropriate Areas for Development

A large majority of residents believe that there are appropriate areas for development.  However, there is a wide disparity of views on where those areas are.  The areas that received the highest levels of support for residential development, were anywhere in town, consistent with neighborhood character (59%), and Mount Ellen base area (52%) (see Figure 12).  These were followed by German Flats Road (38%), Mad River Glen base area (29%), and Route 17 (26%).  Only 10% believe that development is appropriate anywhere with few restrictions.  
Figure 12:  Most Appropriate Areas for Residential Development:  All Residents
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Number of respondents: All full-time residents =106 households, all part-time residents = 38 households, all residents = 144 households.
As with most issues, there was very little difference between the responses of full-time and part-time residents (see Table 16).

Table 16: Most Appropriate Areas for Residential Development: By Resident Type

	FT or PT?
	Mount Ellen Base Area
	Mad River Glen Base Area
	German Flats Road
	Route 17
	Center Fayston Road
	North Fayston Road
	Anywhere in town, with Few Restrictions
	Anywhere, Consistent with Neighborhood Character

	Full-Time Residents
	56%
	28%
	39%
	27%
	16%
	22%
	11%
	63%

	Part-Time Residents
	47%
	29%
	37%
	24%
	13%
	16%
	8%
	55%

	All 

Residents
	52%
	29%
	38%
	26%
	15%
	19%
	10%
	59%


Number of respondents: All full-time residents =106 households, all part-time residents = 38 households, all residents = 144 households.

In contrast, residents were also asked about their opinions on new commercial development in Fayston.  The area that received, by far, the highest level of support for business development was adjacent to Waitsfield’s Mad River Industrial Park (83%), followed by along Route 17 (61%), and the Mount Ellen base area (46%) (see Figure 13).  Support for business development adjacent to the Mad River Industrial Park was uniformly high among full-time and part-time residents (see Table 17).  However, part-time residents support development at the Mount Ellen base area to a much lesser extent than full-time residents (36% versus 56%).  Very few support commercial development “anywhere in town.”

Figure 13:  Most Appropriate Areas for Business Development:  All Residents
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Number of respondents: All full-time residents =101 households, all part-time residents = 36 households, all residents = 137 households.

Table 17: Most Appropriate Areas for Business Development: By Resident Type

	FT or PT?
	Mount Ellen Base Area
	Mad River Glen Base Area
	Along Route 17 near Irasville
	Adjacent to Mad River Industrial Park
	Anywhere in town

	Full-Time Residents
	56%
	39%
	60%
	84%
	11%

	Part-Time Residents
	36%
	31%
	61%
	81%
	8%

	All 

Residents
	46%
	35%
	61%
	83%
	10%


Number of respondents: All full-time residents =101 households, all part-time residents = 36 households, all residents = 137 households.

Areas Where Development Should be Restricted

Fayston residents believe strongly that development should be restricted from certain areas.  Very large majorities believe that development should be restricted in wildlife habitat, wildlife corridors, on ridgelines, wetlands, and from recreation paths (see Figure 12).  The strongest feelings were to restrict development in wildlife habitat (94%), on ridgelines (84%), and wildlife corridors (84%).

Figure 14:  Areas Where Development Should be Restricted:  All Residents


[image: image15.emf]94%

84%

84%

54%

83%

73%

3%

10%

12%

27%

11%

15%

4%

7%

6%

20%

7%

14%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Wildlife Habitat

Wildlife Corridors

Ridgelines

Open Fields

Wetlands

Recreation Paths

Restrict Development In:


Number of respondents: All full-time residents =109 - 110 households, all part-time residents = 44 households, all residents = 153 – 154 households.

As in most other matters, there are few differences in opinions between full-time residents and part-time residents (see Table 18). 
Table 18:  Areas Where Development Should be Restricted:  By Resident Type

	
	Areas Where Development Should be Restricted

	
	Wildlife Habitat
	Wildlife Corridors
	Ridgelines
	Open Fields
	Wetlands
	Recreation Paths

	Full-Time Residents:  All

	Yes
	89%
	80%
	81%
	57%
	80%
	69%

	Not Sure
	6%
	11%
	12%
	24%
	12%
	14%

	No
	6%
	9%
	8%
	19%
	8%
	19%

	Part-Time Residents:  All

	Yes
	98%
	88%
	87%
	51%
	86%
	77%

	Not Sure
	0%
	9%
	11%
	29%
	10%
	15%

	No
	2%
	4%
	3%
	21%
	5%
	9%

	All Residents

	Yes
	94%
	84%
	84%
	54%
	83%
	73%

	Not Sure
	3%
	10%
	12%
	27%
	11%
	15%

	No
	4%
	7%
	6%
	20%
	7%
	14%


  Number of respondents: All full-time residents =109 - 110 households, all part-time residents =

  44 households, all residents = 153 – 154 households.
Part-time residents generally feel even more strongly than full-time residents, especially with respect to the protection of wildlife habitat (98%), ridgelines (87%), wetlands (86%), recreation paths (77%), and wildlife corridors (88%).
Community Cooperative Activities
Fayston residents overwhelmingly support creating opportunities for community gardens and/or other cooperative agricultural activities.  A slight majority of full-time residents (33%) believe that this is “somewhat important,” while 31% believe it to be “very important” and 16% believe it to be “extremely important.”  At the same time, 12% of full-time residents believe that creating such opportunities is “not very important,” while only 8% believe it to be “not at all important.”

There were only slight differences in support between part-time residents and full-time residents when it came to creating opportunities for community gardens and/or other cooperative agricultural activities.  A majority of part-time residents (40%) believed that creating such opportunities was “very important.”  Approximately 17% of part-time residents believed it to be “somewhat important,” while a same percentage (17%) believed it to be “not very important.”  About 4% believed this to be “extremely important,” while 21% reported that this was “not at all important.”

Housing and Housing Affordability

Nearly 99% of survey respondents were from households who owned their own home, as compared to 2010 U.S. Census data that indicates that 85% of Fayston households own their own homes.  The much higher percentage of survey respondents who own their own homes indicates that the responses were skewed towards property owners.  This was largely due to difficulties in distributing surveys to renters—the identities and addresses of whom is not available from any comprehensive source.  Thus, the responses in this section should be considered to apply almost exclusively to homeowners.
Type of Housing

Approximately 88% of survey respondents reported that they live in a single family home, and approximately 11% reported that they lived in a condo or an apartment.  The 2010 U.S Census reported that slightly over 80% of Fayston households lived in single family homes, which indicates that single family homeowners were over represented in the survey sample.

Slightly over half of those that responded (54%) live in houses with three bedrooms, 14% live in houses with 2 bedrooms, 20% live in houses with four bedrooms, 7% live in houses with five or more bedrooms, and about 4% live in houses with 1 bedroom. 

Housing Costs

Housing costs vary widely.  Approximately 38% of survey respondents pay between $1,000 and $2,000 per month for housing (see Figure 15).  (These costs include mortgage costs, taxes, and utilities for homeowners, and rent plus utilities for renters.)  Approximately 12% pay $750 to $999 per month, 6% pay $500 to $749 per month, and 3% pay less than $500 per month.  A total of 41% pay more than $2,000 per month.

Figure 15:  Monthly Housing Costs
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Number of respondents = 132 full-time households.

A majority of Fayston households (62%) consider their own housing costs to be mostly or very affordable (see Figure 18).  Nonetheless, a large minority (34%) consider their housing costs to be “barely” affordable, and 4% consider their costs to be “not at all” affordable.
Figure 18:  Attitudes on Affordability of Own Residence
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Number of respondents = 107 full-time households.
There is a significant level of concern about housing affordability.  Approximately 31% believe that the town should “become more actively involved in encouraging the development of affordable housing” (see Figure 19).  On the other hand, nearly 24% do not believe that the town should become involved, and 45% are not sure.

Figure 19:  Opinions on Whether the Town 
Should Become More Involved in Affordable Housing
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Number of respondents = 154 full-time households
Accessory Apartments
A slight majority of Fayston residents (26%) would consider providing an accessory apartment for others to rent.  (An “accessory apartment” is defined as a separate living unit created within, or adjacent to, a single-family home and occupied by either a family member or a non-family tenant.)  Approximately 24% responded that they would not consider providing an accessory apartment.  The largest majority of respondents (36%) said that it would not be practical or possible, while 8% were not sure and 5% already have done so.
Child Care

Only 10% of full-time resident households reported having children in day care.  Most of these households (80%) have two children in day care.  However, 18% of full-time resident respondents believe that there is not adequate daycare in the Fayston community, while only 11% were satisfied with the adequacy of daycare.  

Of the households who have children in day care, 47% reported that child care was hard to find, and 27% reported that the unavailability of child care negatively impacts other activities.  The average cost of child care was reported as $1084 per month.
Town Services

There are wide variations in residents’ ratings of available services.  Many services rated very highly.  As shown in Figure 20, services that were rated good to excellent by the highest number of residents were the Mad River Valley Ambulance service (90%), the Fayston Elementary School (80%), fire protection (67%), the middle and high school (62%), and road maintenance (61%),.  Services that received the largest percentages of negative ratings included public transportation, trash and recycling, and the county sheriff.
Figure 20:  Opinions on Available Services
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Number of respondents = 50 to 164 households.
In terms of the average scores received, with 5 for excellent, 4 for good, 3 for average, 2 for poor, and 1 for very poor, the highest rated services were the same as those that received the highest rating for good or excellent.  Services that, in total, were rated good to excellent (with average scores between 4 and 5) were the ambulance service, fire protection, road maintenance, and the Fayston Elementary School.  Services that were rated as average to good (with average scores between 3 and 4) were senior services, middle and high school (Harwood Union), health care, childcare, trash and recycling, state police protection, and traffic enforcement.  Services that were rated as below average (with average scores of less than 3) were the county sheriff and public transportation.
Recreation

Recreation is very important to Fayston residents.  In total, 81% of households consider recreation to be “very” or “extremely” important, and 16% consider recreation to be somewhat important (see Figure 22).  Only 3% consider recreation to be “not very” or “not at all” important.  Recreation is important to both full-time and part-time residents, although slightly more so to part-time residents.
2006 Survey comment: Fayston is a playground for young and old, any season. Let's keep it that way. I like to live in a playground. You can only be young once, but you can be immature for the rest of your life!”

Figure 23:  Importance of Recreation
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Number of Respondents:  106 full-time households; 45 part-time households.
The most popular recreation activities are hiking (83% of households), downhill skiing and snowboarding/riding (76%), and snowshoeing (65%) (see Figure 23).  The next most popular activities are swimming (41%) and cross-country skiing (39%).  Other activities where more than 30% of households have at least one member who participate are canoeing and kayaking (37%), mountain biking (32%), road biking (30%),
As is the case in most other areas, there are not large differences between the favored activities of full-time and part-time residents (see Table 19).  The largest differences are that more full-time residents hunt (15% of full-time households versus 2% of part-time households) and snowmobile (7% versus 2%).

Figure 23: Recreation Activities: Households with at Least One Member Participating
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Number of respondents = 150 households.

Table 19: Recreation Activities: Percent of Households by Resident Type

	Recreation Activity in Fayston
	Full-Time Residents
	Part-Time Residents
	All Residents

	Downhill Skiing/Snowboarding
	75%
	77%
	76%

	Cross-Country Skiing
	43%
	34%
	39%

	Snowshoeing
	70%
	59%
	65%

	Hiking
	81%
	84%
	83%

	Running
	26%
	32%
	29%

	Road Biking
	23%
	36%
	30%

	Mountain Biking
	34%
	30%
	32%

	Horseback Riding
	10%
	7%
	9%

	Swimming
	37%
	44%
	41%

	Canoeing/Kayaking
	38%
	36%
	37%

	Team Sports
	8%
	2%
	5%

	Ice Skating
	24%
	9%
	16%

	Hunting
	15%
	2%
	9%

	Fishing
	17%
	18%
	18%

	Snowmobiling
	7%
	2%
	5%

	Riding ATVs/Dirt Biking
	7%
	5%
	6%

	Tennis
	13%
	14%
	14%

	Golf
	6%
	14%
	10%


  Number of respondents = full-time households = 106; part-time households = 44
A significant number of residents responded that recreational activities have been negatively impacted by new development, land postings, and trail closures (see Figure 24).

Figure 24:  Adverse Impacts of Development, 
Land Postings, and Trail Closures on Recreation
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        Number of respondents = full-time households = 107; part-time households = 44.
These impacts have been experienced to a greater extent by full-time residents than by part-time residents.  
Table 20:  Adverse Impacts on Recreation, by Resident Type

	
	New Development
	Land

Postings
	Trail

Closures

	Full-Time Residents

	Yes
	30%
	33%
	51%

	No
	56%
	52%
	39%

	Not Sure
	14%
	15%
	10%

	Part-Time Residents

	Yes
	5%
	10%
	21%

	No
	74%
	69%
	58%

	Not Sure
	21%
	21%
	21%

	All Residents

	Yes
	22%
	26%
	40%

	No
	62%
	58%
	47%

	Not Sure
	16%
	17%
	13%


Number of respondents = full-time households = 107; part-time households = 44

A significant number of residents believe the town should encourage new development to maintain access to existing trails on property (84%).  72% of residents also believe that the town should encourage new development to connect to trails on neighboring properties, while 71% of residents believe the town should provide for paths and trails in subdivisions.  Only 11% of residents believe the town should not encourage any of the above.  There was little to no difference in these attitudes between full-time and part-time residents.
Town Spending

Both full-time and part-time residents would like the town to spend more on a number of programs and services (see Figure 25).  (Note that the survey did not address willingness to increase property tax rates for services.)  The types of expenditures that are supported by a majority of the town’s residents are the development of trail networks (75%), library (72%), land conservation (68% agree or strongly agree), police protection (65%), Mad Bus service (64%), and senior services (61%).  Fewer than 50% of residents desire higher spending for arts programs, traffic enforcement, affordable housing, and health care.
Figure 25:  Support for Increased Town Spending – All Residents


[image: image23.emf]22%

15%

13%

3%

13%

6%

14%

17%

6%

5%

14%

50%

63%

47%

21%

58%

40%

59%

43%

29%

29%

46%

8%

9%

31%

45%

13%

24%

16%

20%

36%

37%

25%

14%

10%

9%

24%

10%

20%

8%

16%

24%

19%

10%

7%

5%

2%

8%

8%

11%

4%

5%

6%

11%

5%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Land Conservation

Trail Networks

Senior Services

Arts Programs

Police Protection

Traffic Enforcement

Library

Energy Conservation

Affordable Housing

Health Care

Mad Bus

Strongly Agree

Agree

No Opinion

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Number of Responses:  172 households.
There was general agreement on most issues between full-time and part-time residents (see Table 21).  Support was uniformly high for increased spending for land conservation, trail networks, police protection, library services, and Mad Bus service.  Support was significantly higher among full-time residents for senior services, library services, energy conservation, affordable housing, and health care.

Figure X:  Support for Increased Town Spending – By Resident Type

	 
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	No Opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	Land Conservation
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	30%
	42%
	10%
	11%
	7%

	Part-Time Residents
	14%
	58%
	5%
	16%
	7%

	Trail Networks
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	12%
	64%
	11%
	10%
	4%

	Part-Time Residents
	18%
	61%
	7%
	9%
	5%

	Senior Services
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	15%
	50%
	28%
	6%
	1%

	Part-Time Residents
	10%
	43%
	33%
	12%
	2%

	Arts Programs
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	3%
	22%
	41%
	28%
	5%

	Part-Time Residents
	3%
	19%
	49%
	19%
	11%

	Police Protection
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	13%
	35%
	20%
	19%
	13%

	Part-Time Residents
	12%
	80%
	5%
	0%
	2%

	Traffic Enforcement
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	7%
	23%
	23%
	30%
	17%

	Part-Time Residents
	5%
	56%
	24%
	10%
	5%

	Library
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	18%
	58%
	12%
	9%
	2%

	Part-Time Residents
	10%
	59%
	20%
	7%
	5%

	Energy Conservation
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	21%
	42%
	19%
	15%
	3%

	Part-Time Residents
	12%
	44%
	20%
	17%
	7%

	Affordable Housing
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	9%
	29%
	30%
	27%
	4%

	Part-Time Residents
	3%
	28%
	41%
	21%
	8%

	Health Care
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	7%
	27%
	34%
	23%
	9%

	Part-Time Residents
	2%
	31%
	40%
	14%
	12%

	Mad Bus
	
	
	
	
	

	Full-Time Residents
	14%
	47%
	21%
	12%
	5%

	Part-Time Residents
	14%
	45%
	29%
	7%
	5%


Number of Responses:  Full-time residents:  106 households; Part-Time residents:  44 households.
CELL TOWERS & ENERGY
Survey response data: Questions 37-41

Approximately 77% of survey respondents would support the installation of cell towers on or in existing structures (i.e. ski lift towers, clock towers etc), and 75% would support the installation of cell towers if they were co-located on existing cell towers.  70% of respondents also support installation of cell towers so long as they are installed at locations that minimize visual impacts.  Only 13% supported installation of cell towers anywhere that cellular service providers desired.  There was no difference in the opinions of full-time residents versus part-time residents with the exception that more part-time residents supported installation at locations that minimized visual impacts (83%) than did full-time residents (65%).
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Number of respondents: 171 households; 106 full-time households; 42 part-time households.
When asked what, if anything, should be done to minimize the visual impact of cell towers, the overwhelming majority of respondents believed they should be structurally designed to minimize visual impacts (82%).  Approximately 54% believed cell towers should be camouflaged (usually as trees).  Only 9% responded “nothing.”  Again, there was no difference in opinion with respect to full-time residents versus part-time residents, with the only exception being that slightly more full-time residents (9%) responded that “nothing” should be done to minimize the visual impacts of cell towers than did part-time residents (5%).
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Number of respondents: 171 households; 107 full-time households; 42 part-time households.
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2012 Survey Comments

Survey respondents made a number of comments that expanded upon the survey results and provided input in other areas.  The largest numbers of comments were related to development and town services.  These comments were as follows:

Services/Taxes
· We need park and rides in more locations - maybe expand area at bottoms of all the roads along 17 and 11 to encourage carpooling.
· With the frequency of crime and burglary in Fayston over the past year we need more law enforcement, specifically a county sheriff to be patrolling and protecting what is clearly known to be an under patrolled area making all of us residents more vulnerable than those living in other valley towns where there are sheriffs around at times.

· Having to pay a private company to handle trash and recycling is a major thorn in my side as a taxpayer...this needs review.

· Police should expend more effort in protecting citizens against crime and DUIs and less on speeding enforcement. There are too many roads that are currently not maintained by the town despite a significant number of residents with school age children--this should be corrected.

· Veterinary services are outstanding.

· Trails should be designed in many places as alternative routes to schools/town to encourage less cars - bike/hike/ski/snowshoe to work or town or school....


· I think the town should keep it simple and let the people in the town use their energy to provide things.  Once a town entity the program becomes bureaucratic and not effective.  Also when interests wanes it is still around and still costs people money.  Let those who care spend the money to do what they care about having.  It has worked very well.  VAST is a perfect example.


· Our county needs a comprehensive transportation plan.


· Mad Bus only if it helps more of Fayston than just Rt. 17 and German Flats. We shouldn't have to pay for land conservation. We should be able to restrict development. It impacts all of us and only the owner gets the profits. The time for individual land rights being so strong is past.



· I think 24 hour State Police protection in this day and age is a must.  There are too many break-ins, drugs, assaults, home invasions and burglaries, not to have 24 hour protection in this day and age.  You do not need traffic enforcement separate from 24 hour protection.  Just bite the bullet and combine forces with the other towns and get 24 hour protection for the citizens of the Mad River Valley.


· Encourage water conservation, green building, energy efficiency, green businesses.







· The way to make housing more affordable is to lower the tax burden and that should take priority over building special-purpose “affordable housing.”

Development

· Each development should have an access condition ie: new homes must have a designated space for a rec trail and eventually they will connect.
· Extremely important to have more police protection measures.

· Must balance commerce/economic development in decisions.

· Make sure to do so by enforceable legal language in the Town Plan 

· Sometimes preserving wetlands interfere with a person’s rights on their own property.

· More renewable energy and self-sustaining measures need to be put in place – pay attention to rising energy costs.

· Wildlife health will become more important.  Tracking rabies and the effects on human-wildlife interactions should be something to watch for.

· Preserve or improve security.
· NO sprawl, huge lawns which need extensive polluting mowing.

· Residential development is spread over the entire town.  To say that one place is more suitable than another is a NIMBY type issue.

· As long as the development encourages sustainability growth is great, but encouraging growth with wasteful non environmentally friendly development is stupid.

· Topography plays a role. Mud season roads can't accommodate a ton of traffic like on Ctr Fayston Rd.

· The town needs to create a village center.

· Implement a design restriction.
· There needs to be a balance between growth and our natural resources.

· Use of wilderness lands for profit (outdoor programs) should be very carefully thought out to be sure we protect the resources we wish to preserve.

· Less development will allow the most support for our natural habitat and clean water.

· Fayston is ideally suited for outdoor rec, wilderness therapy and outdoor ed all of which by definition should occur away from existing commercial areas and in more rural and natural settings.
· Commercial development in primarily residential areas should be avoided at all costs.

· If wetlands are a product of past development then development should be allowed.

· Other than Phenn Basin and the area around the Hedgehog brook trailhead, commercial development, particularly as it relates to outdoor ed/rec and wilderness therapy should be allowed to proceed, including parcels such as the Lathrop property which are near but not in important wildlife habitat.  Allowing this protects the wild land in the long run by generating viable business and income without a need to overly develop or change the character of the land and area-better than condos, subdivisions, factories, etc.

· Ridglines for wind turbines needs to be alowd especially becuase of th increased tax revenue we can get from it decreasing the burden on the people in the town and increasing public works projects.
· The trails in Fayston have occurred by consensus and respect for the land and land owner.  Making trails a zoning or permit requirement is not fair nor a good way to encourage respect for the land or land owners.  Let people ask permission of the landowner and abide by their particular requests and not the requests of the “committee de jour…”

· The increase of traffic must be taken into account and the impact of the inconsiderate user.


· We miss the use of the trail on the Neil farm.

· Mad river path, Catamount trail, etc. are assets to the town.

· Postings for hiking, hunting, fishing, and other outdoor activities on large parcels of land have hurt the local people from doing the things they have loved this valley for since they were children and now most of the land is posted due to out of state owners that don't want local people or anyone on their large pieces of land.

· Encouraging development of new paths and trails is desirable ONLY when doing so does NOT in any way infringe on the rights, privacy, peace and quiet of neighboring/abutting property owners.

· Make it easier to get around by walking or cycling.
Wind Power
· Limited on ridge tops
· As long as it does not bother others by the sound

· Vermont for the most part exports its pollution by buying from outside sources.  The more we provide for ourselves the more we can control its impact on our environment.

· Use within 1000 feet of using facility (woods, fields, hills)

· LARGE scale if appropriately located

· Turbines are getting bigger...there should be a role for windmills but the newer giants will be a problem on ridge lines and open fields.

· At the ski areas where roads to the summits are already in place.

· The Town should encourage renewable energy where efficient and possible. We aren't opposed to ridgeline turbines, if the generate sufficient energy.

· Each case should be considered on its own

· I think we should be cautious about large industrial scale wind power generators.

· Wind is not the best choice for renewable energy.

· Support wind power, and maybe ok with use of ridgelines on limited, careful basis.

· Please please please prohibit the installation of wind power on our ridge tops - it would be awful.

· Regarding solar, you gave no space to make comment. Solar farm for co-op would be ideal if individual business or residence is not suitable location

· NO ridgeline large industrial scale wind development.

· It would depend on where the wind power structure would be located.

· Where there is wind, there should be turbines encouraged because the jobs it creates, the tax revenue it brings, and the positive environmental impact wind power encompasses, we cannot let the uneducated want a be environmentalists discourage this development.  

· Not enough return for the environmental and tourist damage.
Other

· GOOD WORK!


· Keep up the good work!


· I think many of the questions are poorly written and do not allow the responder to give an answer that may be appropriate but not listed.  Also the range of questions is not broad enough and at the same time not specific enough.  Also the survey pre characterizes Fayston in some questions and then predetermines an answer in a later question.


· Thank you for your efforts on behalf of our community!


· Road crew needs to crown the gravel roads.  We miss u Mike!

· No need for housing until we encourage business in vt and fayston..plenty of housing now avail.


· I encourage the use of stronger statements in the plan such as must, shall, and will over vaguer wording such as ought, should, etc.


· The Town Plan needs to be enforceable with legally enforceable language such as "shall" and "must" instead of  "should" or "may."

· You are doing a great job. Please continue to protect our open spaces, our wildlife habitat and our ridgelines.

· Make sure that in the Town Plan the wording is enforceable legal language :  "shall" and "must" need to be used in the Plan, instead of  "should" or "may", which are wording to avoid as legally they are not enforceable, but considered just inspirational guidelines.

· It is rude to ask people how much money they make. i almost stopped the survey at that point.

· I would like to see the North Fayston road paved up to the end of the road.  The dust and dirt on this road is terrible and the road crew doesn't maintain the road that well.  They seem to do more standing around with their feet up in the grader waiting for gravel, or standing beside the pickup chatting, or going for coffee in Moretown, or riding around in the pickup "checking roads".  It would be nice to have the rest of the road paved to keep the dust down, pot holes gone and the road would be better maintained.  Also, the Valley could use more elderly housing apartments and an assisted living homes as well as a community center which could be used for emergency situations or gathering of citizens.  Vermont is becoming one of the most aging populations and homes for the elderly is going to be the future, especially in rural communities. With so many elderly retiring to Vermont and its small surrounding towns the future is going to be in these types of homes and community settings.

· You should ask specifically what people do for a living here.

· I feel blessed to live in a town with the natural beauty and sense of community that we have here in Fayston. However, there are areas of considerable frustration, as well, especially when you figure how high our tax burden is compared to other parts of the country (not the Northeast).

· Overall, I think we do very well for a town as small as ours.  However, compared to other places in the country, our tax burden is much higher and our town services are much less--particularly in the areas of road accessibility for all homes, road maintenance for all roads not just the select few that are maintained at the moment,  trash removal (or the lack thereof). Education funding is an area of relative strength but as our population ages and the number of school-age children decreases, I think we need to start thinking about improving the services (roads, trash removal) that I mentioned earlier.

· Thanks for trying to make our town better.  Please explore solar and wind as energy alternatives.  If its on the ridgeline then so be it.  Survival appears to me to be more important than a pristine ridgeline and I don't think we (VT) can survive our current power usage/generation situation.

· Town is well managed and it is a joy to be able to live in such a beautiful community.

Appendix

Survey Form
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The Fayston Planning Commission has begun the process of reviewing the 2008 Fayston Town Plan, which sets policies for development and town initiatives.  To remain valid, the Town Plan must be updated every five years, which means an amended version must be adopted by 2013.

The Town Plan is important for a number of reasons, including:

· It is necessary for developing and revising zoning, subdivision, and other regulations.

· It guides community initiatives in areas such as affordable housing, child care, recreation facilities, and conservation. 

· It provides a standard for review at the state and regional levels, including Act 250.

· It provides a source of information for local boards, commissions, citizens and businesses.

The Town Plan is a reflection of the town's vision for itself as it grows. The policies that are developed and set forth in the next Town Plan will determine how this growth will occur.  For this Town Plan to be most effective, it needs to reflect the desires of Fayston’s residents and property owners.  

Please help ensure that the new Town Plan will truly reflect the town’s priorities by filling out this survey, which asks for your opinions and attitudes on a wide variety of topics.  All responses are anonymous, but if there are any questions that you feel uncomfortable answering, please just skip those questions.  Please fill out one survey per household.

Thanks for your help.

Town Population

1. Do you live in Fayston full-time or part-time (in a second home)?

__ Full-time

__ Part-time

__ Own property but do not reside in Fayston (either full-time or part-time)

If you are a full-time resident, please continue with question 2.  If not, please skip to question 9.

Full-Time Residents:
2.  How many people are in your family/household?

____ Adults  (18 to 64)

____ Adults (65 or older)   

____ Children (17 and under)

3. How long have you lived in Fayston?  ___ years

4. How long have you lived in the Mad River Valley?  ___ years

5. If you moved to Fayston, where did you move from?  ________________

6. Did you own your current home as a second home before becoming a full-time resident? 

     Yes ___ No ___

7.  How many people in your household: 






Full-Time
Part-Time

Work outside Home as employee
________
________


In which towns 

__________________________


At which occupation/s?
________________________________

Are self-employed

________
________


At which occupation/s?
________________________________

Work as Home-Based Employee


(Telecommuter)


________
________


At which occupation/s?
________________________________

Are students



________
________

Are retired




  _______

Are unemployed, seeking work


  _______
8.   What is your annual household income?

__ Less than $10,000

__ $10,000 to $20,000

__ $20,000 to $40,000

__ $40,000 to $75,000

__ $75,000 to $100,000

__ $100,000 to $250,000

__ over $250,000
Please skip to question 13.
Part-Time Residents:
9. How long have you had a second home in Fayston? _______________

10. Where do you live full time?  Town :_____________  State/Province: __________

11. How many days a year do you spend here?

Winter ____    Spring ____    Summer ____    Fall ____

12. Do you plan to move or retire here? ______

All Residents:
Community Cooperative Activities________________________________________________
13. Would you support creating opportunities for community gardens and/or other cooperative agricultural activities?
Not at all 

Somewhat 

Extremely 

important

important

important




     1
     
2
     3
   
  4
     5 



           

If you have thoughts about how to approach this, please describe: ________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________
Community Character and Services

14.  What do you believe are Fayston’s three greatest assets? (check one in each column).


Most
Second Most
Third Most


Important
Important
Important

Rural character
______
______
______

Scenic beauty
______
______
______

Natural resources (forest, wildlife, etc.)
______
______
______

Recreation opportunities
______
______
______

Sense of community/good neighbors
______
______
______

Small population
______
______
______

Personal/family safety
______
______
______

Quality local government
______
______
______

Quality school system
______
______
______

Other ___________________
______
______
______

Other ___________________
______
______
______

Development and Conservation

15.  Over the past five years, the rate of growth in Fayston has been:

__ Too slow        __ About right        __ Too fast      __ No opinion

16.  How has the character of Fayston been affected by recent development?

__ Positively    __ No significant change    __ Negatively    __ No opinion

17.  As the town continues to develop, how important will it be to:


Not at all

Somewhat

Extremely


Important

Important

Important
Preserve rural character
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve ridgelines
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve open fields
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve wildlife habitat
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve wildlife travel corridors
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve existing trails
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve water quality
1
2
3
4
5

Preserve wetlands
1
2
3
4
5

Other ___________________
1
2
3
4
5

18. As general policy, with respect to future development in general, should the town: 

Strongly

No

Strongly


Disagree
Disagree
Opinion
Agree
Agree
Accommodate all market demand 
with few restrictions?
1
2
3
4
5

Accommodate new development
consistent with town character
1
2
3
4
5

Ensure that new development
preserves important town features
and natural resources
1
2
3
4
5

Restrict high-elevation development
1
2
3
4
5

Work to reduce the rate of growth
1
2
3
4
5

19. Which areas of town do you believe are most suitable for new RESIDENTIAL development? (check all that apply)

__ Mount Ellen base area

__ Mad River Glen Base Area

__ German Flats Road

__ Route 17

__ Center Fayston Road

__ North Fayston Road

__ Anywhere in town, with few restrictions

__ Anywhere in town, consistent with neighborhood character

__ Other ______________________

20. Are there areas where HOUSING development should be restricted?


Yes
No
Not Sure
Important wildlife habitat
____
____
____

Wildlife travel corridors
____
____
____

Ridgelines 
____
____
____

Open fields
____
____
____

Wetlands
____
____
____

Recreation paths
____
____
____

Other ______________________
____
____
____

21.  Should the town encourage  the following kinds of COMMERCIAL development?


Not at all

Somewhat

Extremely


Important

Important

Important
Tourism-related businesses
1
2
3
4
5

Farming and sugaring businesses
1
2
3
4
5

Forestry
1
2
3
4
5

Home-based businesses
1
2
3
4
5

Professional services
1
2
3
4
5

Light industry
1
2
3
4
5

Retail
1
2
3
4
5

Outdoor recreation businesses
1
2
3
4
5

Wilderness therapy businesses
1
2
3
4
5

Outdoor schools
1
2
3
4
5

Value-added agriculture business*
1
2
3
4
5

*(for example, farm workshops, farm-stands, cheese-making or other cottage businesses)
22. Are there areas of town you believe are most suitable for new COMMERCIAL development (check all that apply)?

__ Mount Ellen base area

__ Mad River Glen Base Area

__ Along Route 17 near Irasville

__ Adjacent to Mad River Industrial Park

__ Anywhere in town

__ Other ______________________
23. Are there areas where COMMERCIAL development should be restricted?


Yes
No
Not Sure
Important wildlife habitat
____
____
____

Wildlife travel corridors
____
____
____

Ridgelines 
____
____
____

Open fields
____
____
____

Wetlands
____
____
____

Recreation paths
____
____
____

Other ______________________
____
____
____

Housing

24. What type of housing in Fayston do you reside in or own as a second home?

__ Single family home

__ Condo/apartment/multi-unit

__ Mobile home

25. How many bedrooms do you have?  ____ bedrooms

26. Do you own or rent?  __ Own    __ Rent

27. What are your approximate monthly housing costs (mortgage, property tax and utilities, or rent plus utilities?   $___________

28. If you are a full-time resident, do you consider YOUR housing costs to be:

__  Very affordable

__  Mostly affordable

__  Barely affordable

__  Not at all affordable

29. Should the town become more actively involved in encouraging the development of affordable housing? __ Yes    __ No    __ Not sure
30. Would you consider providing an accessory apartment for others to rent?  (An accessory apartment is defined as a separate living unit created within, or adjacent to, a single-family home and occupied by either a family member or a non-family tenant.)

          ____
Yes                       

          ____
No                        
 

          ____
Not practical or possible   

          ____
Not sure              


          ____
Already have       
Child Care

31. Is there adequate childcare/daycare in our community?  Yes ___  No ___  No Opinion ___

If you have no opinion on child care, please skip to question 36.
32. If no, does this prevent you or a household member from working or partaking in other activities?  __ Yes    __ No   
33. How many of your children are in day care?  ___

34. If you have children in day care, do/did you have problems finding quality day care?  

__ Yes    __No

35. If you have children in day care, what are your monthly day care costs?  ________
Services

36. Answering only those that you can, please rate the quality of available services:


Very Poor
Poor
Average
Good
Excellent

Ambulance
1
2
3
4
5

Child care
1
2
3
4
5

Senior services
1
2
3
4
5

Fire protection
1
2
3
4
5

Trash/recycling
1
2
3
4
5

Road maintenance
1
2
3
4
5

Elementary school
1
2
3
4
5

Middle & high school
1
2
3
4
5

State police
1
2
3
4
5

      County sheriff
1
2
3
4
5

Traffic enforcement
1
2
3
4
5

Health care
1
2
3
4
5

Public transportation
1
2
3
4
5

Other ___________________
1
2
3
4
5

Other ___________________
1
2
3
4
5
37.  Would you support the installation of cell towers in the following places (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)?

   ___ Anywhere that cellular service providers desire

   ___ On or in existing structures (ski towers, clock towers, etc.)

   ___ Co-located on existing cellular towers

   ___ Locations that minimize visual impacts

   ___ Other _____________________
38.  What, if anything, should be done to minimize the visual impact of cell towers (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)?

   ___ They should be structurally designed to minimize visual impacts

   ___ They should be camouflaged (usually as trees)

   ___ Nothing
Energy____________________________________________________________________

39.  Should the town encourage the use of wind power? (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
   ___ Large industrial scale  Where:  __ On Ridgetops   ___ In fields and forests  ___ Other
   ___ Small industrial scale  Where:  __ On Ridgetops   ___ In fields and forests  ___ Other
   ___ Residential scale
   ___ Not at all

   ___ Not sure
40.  Should the town encourage the use of solar power (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)?

   ___ Large industrial scale (to generate power for the power grid).

   ___ Small industrial scale (to generate power for one or a few businesses)

   ___ Residential scale
   ___ Not at all

   ___ Not sure
41.  What, if anything, should be done to minimize the visual impact of industrial scale solar power (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)?

   ___ They should be located to minimize visual impacts.

   ___ The same town setbacks should apply to solar installations as for all other structures.

   ___ The state Public Service Board (PSB) should decide (which is currently the case).

   ___ Nothing

Recreation___________________________________________________________________

42.  What types of recreation do you participate in?


In Fayston
    In the Valley
Downhill skiing/snowboarding
____
     ____
Cross-country skiing
____
     ____
Snowshoeing
____
     ____
Hiking
____
     ____
Running
____
     ____

Road biking
____
____

Mountain biking
____
____

Horseback riding
____
____

Swimming
____
____

Canoeing/kayaking
____
____

Team sports
____
____

Ice skating
____
____

Hunting
____
____

Fishing
____
____

Snowmobiling
____
____

Riding ATVs/dirt bikes                  ____
____

Tennis
____
____
Golf                                               ____                   ____
Other
____
____

43. How important to you and your household is the availability of recreational activities?


Extremely
Very
Somewhat
Not Very
Not at all
Availability of Recreation
5
4
3
2
1

44. Over the past five years, have new development or recent land postings negatively impacted the recreational activities that you and your household participate in?

New development:
___ yes    __ no    __ don’t know

New land postings: (e.g. no trespassing,

No shooting, safety zones, etc.)
___ yes    __ no    __ don’t know

Closures of trails on private property:
___ yes    __ no    __ don’t know
45. Should the town encourage new development to: (select all that apply)

   ___  Provide for paths and trails in subdivisions?

   ___  Maintain access to existing trails on property?

   ___  Connect to trails on neighboring properties?

   ___  Other

   ___  None of the above
Spending

46. Should the town provide financial support for:


Strongly

No

Strongly


Disagree
Disagree
Opinion
Agree
Agree
Land conservation
1
2
3
4
5

Trail networks
1
2
3
4
5

Senior services
1
2
3
4
5

Arts programs
1
2
3
4
5

Police protection
1
2
3
4
5

Traffic enforcement
1
2
3
4
5

Library
1
2
3
4
5

Energy conservation
1
2
3
4
5

Affordable housing
1
2
3
4
5

Health care
1
2
3
4
5

Public transportation (Mad Bus) 
1
2
3
4
5

Other ___________________
1
2
3
4
5

Other ___________________
1
2
3
4
5

Comments

47. Do you have any comments?

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________

Thanks for your help.

As we move forward, we will also want your input on the proposed new Town Plan. We will discuss changes at Planning Commission meetings, will post draft sections of the new plan online at http://www.faystonvt.com/ and hold public hearings. 

If you would like to be notified of these meetings and the availability of draft documents, please call or e-mail the Zoning Administrator at 496-2454 ext. 25, or faystonzoning@madriver.com.
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