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Introduction

The Council on ta Future of Vermont (CFV), a project of the Vermont Council on Rural Development,
is in the midst of a statewide public dialogue on the vatled|enges, opportunities, priorities and

visions for the future of thetbtagaesThensouhfh
chall enges and opportunities mean to Vermonters
meet the future with confidence?9d

As part of this process, the Center for Rural Studies at the University of Vermont imdrattewide
online and telephone surveys to gauge Vermonter
initially identified during a series of public forums hosted by CFV.

Respondents were asked to state their level of agreement withsacdestiatements related to values

and then their level of concern about a series of statements related to challeegemswers give

insight into the prevailing values and concerns that Vermonters consider important in their daily lives in
2008 and beynd. The statements were drafted by the Council on the Future of Vermont with expert
design from the Center for Rural Studies. The survey was meant to measure level of agreement with
ideas that had already been heard throughout the Council on the Fufierenoint project through the

public forums and listening sessions.

This report details the results of the online survey.

Section | presents a descriptive (univariate) analysis of the 37 atosked variables as well as the
demographic variables.

Secton Il presents a bivariate analysis to investigate the relationships between the 12 value and 24
challenge statements and the demographics.

Section lllpresents the results of the opamded questions. The responses were categorized, collapsed
and tallied to show the top categories and subcategories identified by respondents as the important goals
for the future in Vermont and the steps for achievingéhgoals.

The results of the telephone survey as well as notes from public forums, are available online at
www.futureofvermont.or@r by contacting the Vermont Council on Rural Development at
cfv@sover.netor 802223-6098.
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Methodology

The data used in this report were collected by the Center for Rural Studies from Feb. 12 to Aug. 25,
2008. The online poll was hosted on the Center for Rural Studies webtgitédrs.uvm.edy with a

link from the Council on the Future of Vermont sienfw.futureofvermont.ory There were 829alid
resporses

The results reported here are a sumnyasf how the respondents answered the questions and how the
responses differed among demographic groups, but it is important to note that this type of online
survey does not yield a random sample and therefore the results cannot be generalized to the
population as a wholdn a statisticallysignificant way?

The survey instrument consisted of a series of 37 closggbnse questions, two opesponse

guestions and a demographic question set. For the ebvskatl questions, respondents were asked to
statetheir level of agreement with a series of statements related to values and their level of concern
about a series of statements related to challenges. For themget questionsespondentsvere free

to answein any way they liked(See Appendix 1 fohe survey instrument.)

Key Findings

Surveyrespondents were asked for their input on a series of 12 values and 24 challenges. The overall
greatest valué92.5%)was placedoh he st at eds wor ki nTDogetherwithshe ape ar
second and thirdanked values 1| v al ue Ver mont 6 sand \aluerthesmab dize and d e p
scale of the state these statements provide a picture of the most compelling attributes of the state that
bring Vermonters togethr. Respondents to thghone surveywhich was implemented March 1@,

2008, alsglacedthe greatest value (97.2%) dwvalue theworking landscape anitis heritage with the

second and third rated valuaisl am proud of being from or living in Vermaartdl v al ue Ver mo
spirit of independere

Online lespondents expressed high level of concern abouridresasing cost of living75.3% said they
wer e v er y theiocreasmg gapbdt@een higitome and lowncome populationés0.2%
very mncerneflandpressure to convert open lands to residential, commercial or other development
(57.9% very concerned). In comparis88,percentof respondents to the phone survesrevery
concerned abouhe increasing costs of living9.4percentwere vey concerned abouhe health and
viability of Vermontfarms and the atcultural sectorand 62.9ercentwere very concerned abadiie

tax rate in \érmont

Ninety-three poinsix percent obnlinerespondents reported being eitfieeryc o n c eaorn e d 0
fimoderately concernedboutthe increasing costs of living, such as transportgtieating and

electricity. This reveals the common theme of affordability expressed by Vermonters throughout this
survey.Three of the top five onacmhinreedd cfhvad rl ye ntgee smo d ¢
(increasing costs of living, shortage of affordable housing and increasing gap between the high and low
income populations).

! This online survey was posted on a public web site and was open to anyone with computer access. Several differenttsites linke
the survey and it was promoted through a variety of methenmile web links, newspapers, verbally at forums, etc.). Since

sampling frame of all online users cannot be identjfibd sampling of respondents was not random and it is impossible to track
nonresponse rate, these results cannot be generalized to the population as a whole. Consequently, the results anithianalysis i
report pertain to the actual survey respondents, not to the general population.
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The fourth highestanked combinediver y t o moder at elThelamlthmarder ned o0 s
viability of Vermont farms and the agricultural sec{8t..8%9, further verifies the high level of

agreement with thevorking landscape and its heritagalue statemen{®2.5% combined strongly agree

and agree)When considering these two togethtas interesting to note that working landscape

resonated highly with respondents, both as a source of concern for its future and as a source of value.

Conversely, high percentages of Vermonters repdoigdevels of concerabout some of the
challenges identified through the CFV public forufsttyp er cent of respondent s

Anot at al | othedewvehotemgagemeht oAMermanters in their local governnidnitsis
interesting, especially becausete operended questions, neardyquarteof respondents identified
some form of increased civic action as a next s

The fact that respondents expressed a low level of concern can be interpa¢tedshtwo ways: they
may not be worried about the issue, or they may believe that the level of engagement in local
governments is high enough so that they do not see it as concerning.

Similarly, more thar6Opercenb f r espondents were fAsl|lighublicyo or
safety 42.2percentwerefislightlyo or finot at all concerneadwith the potential for an increased rate of
population growth in Vermonl.3and 412 percentverefislightlyo or finot atallo concerned withihe

increase in the average agetbé \ermontpopulationandthe level of engagement in local communities
respectively These findings verify that some challenges identified through the public forums are not of

as great concern to \fapnters as others. They could also be seen as an expression of confidence in

Ver mont 6s public safety, future demographics an
ability to respond to the challenges of the future.

The operresponse questis near the end of this survey provided a way for Vermonters to express their
concerns in a very specific way. When askafthat do you see as the most important goal for Vermont

in the next generation?ermonters responded with a range of answers relatsdues of affordability,
theeconomy and Vermontés physical environment. T
affordable healthcare, education and other services and théon@eadre jobs and higher wages. These
concerns reflect the curremicreases in cost of living being experienced by Vermonters and others

across the country.

The survey revealed a number of interesting demographic trends among some of the values and
challenges. For examplasa respondent’'s education leiretreasedthe more likelythey were to agree

with thefollowing valuestatementss v al ue Ver mont 6 slvalyethe participatdry i nd e
government in Vermonitvalue the accessibility of government iermontandl! value the small size

and scale ofhestate In general, female respondents were more likely to agreghathalue

statements than mal@a/ith regard to demographic trends among the challeogesnterestingfinding
isthatrespondents with incoméavethe medianfor the stateepored lower levels of concern for

every statistically significant challenge thaondkat or below median income.

A proxy for rural respondents was created using all Northeast Kingdom Counties respondents and an
urban proxy was created usingi@enden Couty respondents. One example of thiéerences between
these demographgroupsis that ural respondents reported trust in their neighborqstaéistically
insignifican) lower rate than their urban counterparts (76&2%78.8% respectivelyyetthese rural
respondents reported valuing their privacy at a significantly higher rate than urban respondents (87.8%
and 75%respectively).

The full listing of statistically significant crosstabulationsrafue and challenge statements with the
respong Nt sé6 demogr afto®cs i s on pages
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Demographics

The general demographic characteristics of the respondents are roughly in line with those of the state as
a whole. However, the online respondents were generally of a slightly higher ageand leel and a
much higher education level than the general population.

The age of the respondents ranged from 16 to 85 with a median ggwddmn: 48). This i9 years
higher than the median age of Vermonters, 41 years. Respondents were split alontingsndeh 56
percent being female and 43 percent being male. Statewide, the split is 51 female and 49 male.
Approximately 1 percent of respondents identified themselves as transgender or other.

Respondents reported an average of 2.5 household memltlera,range of one to nine, and the
average number of household members under the age of 18 of 1.7, with a range of zero to six. The
average household size for the state is 2.4 people.

The total number of years respondents reported having lived movgrincluding all earlier periods,
ranged from one to 83 years, with@rerallaverage of 25 yearsOf the survey respondents5 percent
had lived in Vermont for fewer than two yeansarly 25%had lived in Vemont for two to 10 years and
just over73%had lived in Vermont for more than 11 years. The average number of years living in
Vermont for all respondents was 25; overall this survey group could be said to have long experience
with the stateand its issues.

Almost all the respondents (99.6 pect ) had graduated high school a
or higher degree. However, according to the U.S. Census, 89.8 percent of Vermonters aged 25 and older
are high school graduates and 32.4 percent have

Table 1
Education level

Frequency Percent

9-12 grade (no diploma 3 0.4

High school graduate (incl. GEL 31 3.8
Some college (no degre: 116 14.2
Associates/technice 61 7.5

Bachelor 265 32.5
Postgraduate/profession: 340 41.6

Total 816 100

SourceCenter for Rural Studies$itp://crs.uvm.edu (N=829)
2008 Council on the Future of Vermdieb Survey

2 Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2006 American Community Survey
6
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The majority of respondents (65 percdmyl household incomes above the median for Vermont; 35
percent of respondents had household incomes equal to or lower than the median household income for
Vermont®

Table 2
Income

Frequency Percent

<$25,000 79 10.5

$25,000$34,999 75 10.0

$35,000$49,999 109 14.5

$50,000$74,999 196 26.1

>$75,000 292 38.9

Total 751 100

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

% $47,665 with a margin of error of-#1,270,Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2006 American Community $(2066

inflation-adjusted dollars)
7
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Respondents were spread throughout the state, roughly in line with the populationexeeption
was that there wera higher percentage of resg@mts from Chittenden County.

Table 3
Respondent town of residence by county
Percent of
County Frequency Percent Vermont
populatiort

Addison 64 7.9 5.9
Bennington 25 3.1 5.9
Caledonia 48 5.9 4.9

Chittenden 296 36.5 24.1
Essex 9 11 1.1
Franklin 21 2.6 7.7
Grand Isle 11 1.4 1.2
Lamoille 17 2.1 3.9
Orange 28 3.5 4.7
Orleans 28 3.5 4.4

Rutland 74 9.1 10.2
Washington 96 11.8 9.6
Windham 33 4.1 7.0
Windsor 60 7.4 9.2

Total 810 100 100.0

SourceCenter for RuraStudies fittp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdiMeb Survey

* Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2006 population estimate
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Results

Section I: Closedended questions

This setion shows the results from the the closedled questions. This includes the value statements,
about which respondents were asked to state their level of agreement, and the challenge statements,
about which they were asked to state their level of con&ach question is listed with the frequency

and percentage of responses.

Just under nine percent of respondents had attended one of the public forums (See Table 4)..

Table 4 Yes
Have you attended a Conversation on the Future of Vermont forum? 8.4%

Frequency Percent

No 719 916
Yes 66 8.4
Total 785 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studie$ffp://crs.uvm.edy  (N=829)
2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

91.6%
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Values

For the next 12 questions, respondents were presented with a range of some of the values that

Ver monters identified at the Council on the Fut
their level of agreement with these values. Respondentd chooserom among the following
categori es: ,0f SitAgo edleou tikRernseed BereonghndDfi®agbHée &n

The statemernitvalue the working landscape and its heritageeived the highest percentage of
Astrongly agr ee o0 |belewphatprivaesprofetydights @xe wel negpected in

Vermonr ecei ved the highest percentage of fAstrongl
the statementdat received the top five percentages in each of these categories.

Table 5

Hi ghest percentage of fAstrongly agreeo response

Statement Percent

| value the working landscape and its heritage 70.9

| am tolerant of diverse lifestyles in Vermont 67.2

| amproud of being from or living in Vermont 66.3

| value the small size and scale of the state 65.9

I value Vermontodés spirit of 65.3

Source: Center for Rural Studiégtp://crs.uvm.ed (N=829)

2008 Council orthe Future of Vermont WeBurvey

Table 6
Hi ghest percentage of Astrongly disagreeo respo
Statement Percent
| believe that privat@roperty rights are well respected in Vermc 3.1
| am proud of being from or living in Vermont 3.1
| believe there is a strong sense of community where | live 2.4
| value the accessibility of government in Vermont 2.3
| value the participatorgovernment in Vermont 2.3
Source: Center for Rural Studiégtp://crs.uvm.ed) (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of Vermdieb Survey

More generally, the statement with the highest percentage of overall agresstreng(y agreeand
fiagre® combined wasl value the working landscape and its heritd§2.5%) and the statement with
the highest percentage of overall disagregnfistrongly disagree a disagre® ¢ o mlwash e d
believe that private property rights are well respected in Verrfldn%). See Tables 7 and 8 for all the
statements ranked by percentage for both of these grouped categories.
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Table 7
Ranked percentae of combined Astrongly agreeo and dagr

Statement Percent
| value the working landscape and its heritage 92.5
Il value Vermontos spirit of 89.8
| value the small size and scale of the state 89.7
I bel i eve Veacomuwunitedase valualdedatthe gta 87.0
| am proud of being from or living in Vermont 86.8
| value the accessibility of government in Vermont 86.6
| am tolerant of diverse lifestyles in Vermont 86.5
| value the privacy | get in Vermont 81.7
| trustmy neighbors 80.1
| value the participatory government in Vermont 76.8
| believe there is a strong sense of community where | live 72.1
| believe that private property rights are well respected in Vern 69.9

Source: Center for Rural Studidgtp://crs.uvm.edpu2008 Council on the Future of Vermdieb Survey (N=829)

Table 8
Ranked percentage of combined Astrongly disagre

Statement Percent
| believe that private property rights avell respected in Vermon 15.4
| believe there is a strong sense of community where | live 10.7
| am proud of being from or living in Vermont 6.8
| trust my neighbors 5.4
| am tolerant of diverse lifestyles in Vermont 4.8
| value the accessibility @jovernment in Vermont 4.7
| value the privacy | get in Vermont 4.7
| value the participatory government in Vermont 4.4
I believe Vermontds creati ve 4.1
| value the small size and scale of the state 3.8
IvalueVer mont 6s spirit of indeg 2.7
| value the working landscape and its heritage 2.1

Source: Center for Rural Studidgtp://crs.uvm.edp2008 Council on the Future of Vermdeb Survey (N=829)
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Tables 9 to 20 shothe total responses for each statement.

Table 9

! iri i Di Strongly
| value Vermont's spirit of independence. sagree

1.8% Disagree
0.9%

Frequency Percent Neutral

Strongly agree 536 65.3 7.6%
Agree 201 24.5
Neutral 62 7.6
Disagree 15 1.8
Strongly disagre 7 0.9
Total 821 100.0
SourceCenter for RuraStudies kittp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 10

. L iq: Strongly
| am proud of being from or living in Vermont. Disagree

3.7% Disagree
' 3.1%

Frequency Percent

Neutral
Strongly agree 543 66.3 6.5%

Agree 168 20.5

Neutral 53 6.5

Disagree 30 3.7

Strongly disagree 25 3.1
Total 819 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studie$itp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdiMeb Survey

Table 11 Disagree Strongly
| trust my neighbors. 4.4% Disagree

Frequency Percent

Strongly agree 256 31.5
Agree 395 48.6
Neutral 117 14.4
Disagree 36 4.4
Strongly disagree 8 1.0
Total 812 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 12

| value the privacy that I get in Vermont.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 360 44.7
Agree 298 37.0
Neutral 110 13.6
Disagree 31 3.8
Strongly disagree 7 0.9
Total 806 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 13

| am tolerant of diverse lifestyles in Vermont.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 553 67.2
Agree 159 19.3
Neutral 71 8.6
Disagree 29 3.5
Strongly disagree 11 1.3
Total 823 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 14

| believe there is a strong sense of community where | live.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 247 30.2
Agree 342 41.9
Neutral 140 17.1
Disagree 68 8.3
Strongly disagree 20 2.4
Total 817 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Disagree Strongly
3.8% Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Neutral 3.5% Disagree
86% 1.3%

Disagree Strongly
Disagree
8.3% -
o B 2.4%
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Table 15

| believe that Vermont's creative communities are valuable to the state.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 507 61.5
Agree 210 25.5
Neutral 73 8.9
Disagree 24 2.9
Strongly disagree 10 1.2
Total 824 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 16

| value the working landscape and its heritage.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 582 70.9
Agree 177 21.6
Neutral 45 5.5
Disagree 12 15
Strongly disagree 5 0.6
Total 821 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 17

| value the participatory government in Vermont.

Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 486 59.2
Agree 227 27.6
Neutral 72 8.8
Disagree 17 2.1
Strongly disagree 19 2.3
Total 821 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Disagree Strongly
2.9% Disagree
v 1.2%

Neutral
8.9%

Strongly
Disagree
0.6%

Neutral Disagree
5.5% 1.5%

Disagree Strongly
2.1% Disagree
: 3%

Neutral
8.8%
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Table 18

| value the accessibility of government in Vermont. Disagree Strongly

Neutral 2.4% Disagree
87% _— 2.3%

Frequency Percent

Strongly agree 474 57.8
Agree 236 28.8

Neutral 71 8.7

Disagree 20 2.4

Strongly disagree 19 2.3
Total 820 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 19
I value the small size and scale of the state. Disagres Strongly
2.2% Disagree
0,
Frequency  Percent p 1.6%
Neutral '

Strongly agree 543 65.9 6.6%
Agree 196 23.8
Neutral 54 6.6
Disagree 18 2.2
Strongly disagree 13 1.6
Total 824 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 20
| believethat private property rights are well respected in Vermont.  Strongly
Disagree
8. 2%
Frequency Percent , \
Disagree
Strongly agree 192 24.7 10.6%

Agree 287 36.9
Neutral 152 19.6
Disagree 82 10.6
Strongly disagree 64 8.2
Total 77 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studie$itp://crs.uvm.edu (N=829

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
15
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Challenges

For the next 24 questions, respondents were presented with a range of some of the challenges that
Vermontersidentt d at t he Counci l on the Future of Vern
their level of concern about theRespondents could choose from among the following categories:

fivery Concerned A Moder at ed yi NCeonttir8aln gt Joy tGeantc earinfle dCo n ¢
and ADondét Know. 0

The chall enge that generated the hi gleensréasifger c en
costs of living, such as transportation, heating and electr{@®y3%). The highest percentage of

Aimoder atelryedo r es pAningease intha aneragé age ahthe Vermont population
(38.5%), the highesdn@permceddd arge sTmalleveiat dngagemnerd off r o
Vermonters in their local governmeént ( 2 6 . 3 %) an dnttéhgee hd fgchdarsatd r pesdrdoeel
responses came froRublic safety in Vermor{24.2%). See Tables 21 through 24 for the challenges that
received the top five percentages for each level of concern.

Table 21
Hi ghest percentage of fAvery concernedod0 response

Statement Percent
The increasing costs of living, such as transportation, heating and elec 75.3
An increasing gap between higicome and lowincome populations 60.2
Pressure to convert open lands to residential, commercial or other 579
development '
The changes in the earthds clim
57.8
Vermont landscape and seasons
The health and viability of Vermont farms and the agricultural sector 57.3
Source: Center for Rural Studidgtp://crs.uvm.edy 2008 Council on the Future of Vermadieb Survey (N=829)
Table 22

Hi ghest percentage of fAmoderately concernedo r e

Statement Percent

An increase in the average age of the Vermont population 38.5

A shortageof available housing 38.3

The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local communities 37.0

The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local governments 36.1

The statebs existing public inf 35.5
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesifp://crs.uvm.edu 2008 Council on the Future of Vermaieb Survey (N=829)
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Table 23

Hi ghest percentage of Aslightly concernedo resp
Statement Percent
Public safety invermont 36.0
The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local governments 26.3
An increase of the average age of the Vermont population 25.8
The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local communities 25.6
A shortage of available housing 25.1
Source: Center for Rural Studiéztp://crs.uvm.edu 2008 Council on the Future of Vermaieb Survey (N=829)
Table 24
Hi ghest percentage of Anot at all concernedo re
Statement Percent
Public safety in Vermont 24.2
The potential for an increased rate of population growth in Vermont 21.9
The quality of health care 21.3
The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local communities 15.7
An increase in the average age of the Vernpopulation 15.5
Source: Center for Rural Studiéstp://crs.uvm.edu 2008 Council on the Future of Vermaieb Survey (N=829)
17
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More generally, the statement with the highest percentage of osenaktrniii v er y c amdc er ne d
Amoder at el gombireghwa<l herinerdasing costs of living, such as transportafieating

and electricity(93.6%) See Tabl@5for all the statements ranked by percentage for the grouped
categories.

Table 5
Rankel percentage afombinediver y concernedo anaorespomeeder at el y c

ChallengeStatement Percent
Increasing costs of living 93.6
Public infrastructure and its future maintenance 84.3
Shortage of affordable housing 83.3
Health and viability of Vermont farms and ag sector 81.8
Increasing gap between higgnd lowincome populations 81.0
Way Vermont finances public education 79.0
Pressure to convert open lands 78.3
Future renewable and alternative energy infrastructure 78.3
Increasing price of land 77.3
Accessibility of healthcare 76.9
Development of an adequate workforce 75.4
Quality of education 74.8
Changes in the earth's climate 74.5
Maintenance of healthy downtowns and village centers 74.5
Tax rate 70.9
Rateof business development 70.7
Limited availability of high speed internet and wireless telecommunicat 63.3
Shortage of available housing 62.8
Quiality of health care 59.9
Level of engagement in local government 59.5
Level of engagement in locabmmunities 58.8
Increase in average age of population 58.7
Increased rate of population growth 57.8
Public safety 39.7

Source: Center for Rural Studiéstp://crs.uvm.edu 2008 Council on the Future of Vermaieb Survey (N=829)
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Tables B to 49show the total responses for each statement.

Table B
A shortage of affordable housing.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 454 55.5
Moderately concerne: 227 27.8
Slightly concernec 92 11.2

Not atall concerned 45 5.5
Total 818 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 7 Notatal

A shortage of availablaousing. concermed
121% o

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 195 24.6
Moderately concerne: 304 38.3
Slightly concernec 199 25.1

Not at all concernec 96 12.1
Total 794 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table B otatal

o concermed
The accessibility of health care. 10.6%

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 420 52.4
Moderately concerne 196 24.5
Slightly concernec 100 12.5

Not atall concerned 85 10.6
Total 801 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table @
Thequality of health care.

Frequency Percent
Very concernec 255 31.9
Moderately concerne: 224 28.0
Slightly concernec 150 18.8
Not at all concerne 170 21.3
Total 799 100.0
2008 Councion the Future of Vermaneb Suvey ez
Question30
The rate of business development in Vermont.
Frequency Percent
Very concernec 300 37.9
Moderately concerne: 260 32.8
Slightly concernec 160 20.2
Not at all concernec 72 9.1
Total 792 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table &
The development of an adequate workforce for the future.

Frequency Percent
Very concernec 340 42.6
Moderately concerne 262 32.8
Slightly concernec 152 19.0
Not at all concerne 44 5.5
Total 798 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 2

The increasing costs of living, such as transportation,

heating and electricity.

Frequency Perent
Very concernec 620 75.3
Moderately concerne: 150 18.2
Slightly concernec 45 5.5
Not at all concerne 8 1.0
Total 823 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp:/crs.uvm.edy (N=829)
2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
Table 3
The quality of education.
Frequency Percent
Very concernec 358 444
Moderately concerne 245 30.4
Slightly concernec 126 15.6
Not at allconcerned 77 9.6
Total 806 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studie$itp://crs.uvm.edu (N=829)
2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
Table 3t
The way Vermont financgsiblic education.
Frequency Percent
Very concernec 397 51.2
Moderately concerne: 216 27.8
Slightly concernec 124 16.0
Not at all concernec 39 5.0
Total 776 100.0
SourceCenter for Rural Studie$itp://crs.uvm.edu (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table

Pressure to convert open lands to residential, commercial, s
or other development.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 471 57.9
Moderately concerne: 166 20.4
Slightly concernec 99 12.2

Not at all concernec 78 9.6
Total 814 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table

The changes in the earth's climate and their potential impacts
on the Vermont landscape and seasons.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 472 57.8
Moderately concerne: 137 16.8
Slightly concernec 90 11.0

Not at all concernec 118 14.4
Total 817 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table ¥ Notatall
The increasing price of land in Vermont. ST

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 359 44.6
Moderately concerne 263 32.7
Slightly concernec 128 15.9

Not at all concerne 55 6.8
Total 805 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 3
The potential for an increased rate of population growth in Vermont.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 223 28.0
Moderately concerne: 237 29.8
Slightly concernec 162 20.4

Not at all concerne 174 21.9
Total 796 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table ®
An increase in the average age of the Vermont population.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 163 20.2
Moderately concerne: 310 38.5
Slightly concernec 208 25.8

Not at all concernec 125 155
Total 806 100.0

SourceCenter for RuraBtudies Kittp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table40
The limited availability of high speed Internet connections
and wireless telecommunioarts in Vermont.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 281 34.4
Moderately concerne: 237 29.0
Slightly concernec 191 23.3

Not at all concernec 109 13.3
Total 818 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 4
An increasing gap between higicome and lowincome populations. Netatal

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 494 60.2
Moderately concerne: 170 20.7
Slightly concernec 87 10.6

Not at all concerne 69 8.4
Total 820 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Notatall
Table £ concermed

The health and viability of Vermont farms and the agricultural sector. ss%

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 469 57.3
Moderately concerne: 200 24.4
Slightly concernec 104 12.7

Not at all concernec 45 5.5
Total 818 100.0

Source Center forRural Studiesh(ttp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 8
The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local communities.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 176 21.7
Moderately concerne 300 37.0
Slightly concernec 207 25.6

Not at all concerne 127 15.7
Total 810 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 4
The level of engagement of Vermonters in their local governments.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 188 23.4
Moderately concerne: 290 36.1
Slightly concernec 211 26.3

Not at all concerne 114 14.2
Total 803 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studieitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table &6
The tax rate in Vermont.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 356 44.7
Moderately concerne: 209 26.2
Slightly concernec 143 17.9

Not at all concernec 89 11.2
Total 797 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table 6
The state's existing public infrastructure and its future maintenance.

Frequency Percent

Very concerned 394 48.8
Moderately concerne 287 35.5
Slightly concernec 114 14.1

Not at all concerne 13 1.6
Total 808 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey
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Table 47
Public safety in Vermont.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 112 13.8
Moderately concerne: 211 26.0
Slightly concernec 293 36.0

Not at all concernec 197 24.2
Total 813 100.0

SourceCenterfor Rural Studiesh(ttp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Notatall
Table 8 concermed
The future of Vermont's renewable and alternative energy infrastructure s —ameay

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 446 54.4
Moderately concerne: 196 23.9
Slightly concernec 116 14.1

Not at all concernec 62 7.6
Total 820 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiesitp://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

Table ®
The maintenance of healthy downtowns and village centers in Vermont.

Frequency Percent

Very concernec 357 43.5
Moderately concerne 254 31.0
Slightly concernec 131 16.0

Not at all concernec 78 9.5
Total 820 100.0

SourceCenter for Rural Studiegip://crs.uvm.edy (N=829)

2008 Council on the Future of VermdMeb Survey

26
Council on the Future of Vermont 20@8lineSurveyRe s ul t s A Center for Rur al

S


http://crs.uvm.edu/
http://crs.uvm.edu/
http://crs.uvm.edu/

