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KENSINGTON PLANNING BOARD
James B. Webber, Chairman

town. Line hundred and forty ;‘cspnndcd maﬂy with

The survey was sent o GOl property OWners in

very ne Ipful commaents. The Board hoped to
OWnNers rcg}ardm;ﬁ a full range of p lanning, 1Ssues.
the perennial effort o cedraft the Master Plan, especiatly

determine the opimom and awtudes of all pmpcrt\‘
The results of the survey Wi U he .nunporatcd inte
the chapter on Managing Growth.

B Why did you choose 10 bve in Kensington? (Vorte for the three mMoST IMPOENT [€asens)

Reported in Rank Order by Number of Votes

\

Rural atmosphere 116 votes
Friendly awmosphere 472
Proximity to major highways 41
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% Close to emplover 40
Y Proximity o e oeean 36
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Z \What s the size ol your househotds ! RS voo5 O T ormaorc

Reportedby#(){Respondems 15 70 26 17 6 1 1

Qc},g{% 7

How many chitdren are in your houschold? 01 23 45 Hormond

Reportedby#afRespondems g1 24 18 6 1 0 1

4. Are your children educated (K-12):7
Publicly  Privarely Both  No Children Too Younyg

2 8 49 6

Réported by # of Respondents 37

i N 5. Which best descpbes the source(s) o vour houschold income?
kY
\\\ Single wage carnet Dual income family Renred {ther
S -
NOAY Repomd by #oof Re%pondents 43 53 40 3
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NG TOWN ISSUES

Mopresent, doyou consider any of the following wsues o be serious local problemis? Pleise
rate the following local problems by checking the appropriate Lox on cach line

O Reported in Rank Order by Composite Score of Rejative Importance
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@J@ Loss of woods/open space ,,f. 360
e Property taxes : 351
w 3. Loss of wetlands 325
Crime 318 e
Co 4. Increased schooling costs 3% v 3/ T
5. Traffic speed on all roads @-s@m i;_ 3o
6. Code {(zoning) enforcement o 209
7. Pedestrian safety, especially for children E«g‘ff/ L9y
8. Gravel pit operations ﬁ \%ﬁf 2B
N9 Ixaffic density on town roads 27
\ I Read maincenance O} 2757
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Lack of affordable housing: W™ gTes » ; (\l’ﬁ_ff)
Q“ 17. Preservation of snowmoblile trails @Dﬁ‘ * /5
-1 Availlability of daycare '
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i e ree faik b on the e heated
Picted helow are po\\&h!( ‘1:11 re l‘mn{ ,lpzml \pmdm”m Please rank afl ol e ems histe

helow: ‘
4 g /j’
Reported by # of Resp()n_(j;éiiyysq“‘”
VERY . ' LEAST NO
IMPORTANT _IMPORTANT _IMPORTANT OPINION
Library expansion i 17 - 57 56 7
Recewving gifts of land and R 7
. | A 3 _\-. 53 /3 G
open space ', \

Purchase easements to protect

__"‘-

v

" Town recreational facilines l% /O ‘I‘B

i 1

] |

| i

c4 ) v 51 r7

streams and watersheds 1 i
] 1

1 i

Larger town office facilities K 5 =¥ 1235

g Using a scale of 1 for least importance, 2 for medium imporaance, and 3 for hgh
importance, please rank the importance of the following attributes of rural characer:

Reported in Rank Order by Composite Score of Relative Importance

MNatural landscapes in their natural state. 4
Historic records of change: stone walls, histone homes, old buldings.

Less polluuon ehan urban areas

Slower pace of life, more privacy and quiet through less overall acuvity,

Safer and more wholesome, espeaally for children.

Culrural landscapes, such as farms and other land modified by human intervenuon.
Prorected areas, areas of natural beauty or cultural value,

Uncrowded and accessible, recreanonal space/trals.

The perception that life is better 1n the countryside.

Independence and self-reliance, very tocal government,

Rural pcrsunal}tic§

Individuals are maore visibic and there 15 more personal exvhunge

L




Please rank quesnons 10-17 by ATSWCIINE VYOS, MO, OT 10 opliion,

e A landowner has the nght ro grow and luvrvest rrees and crops, o scll or otherwise transter
ownership of the land, and the nghts 1o mine, subdivide and develop. Given these rghts,
should privare land ownership be subject to constraints and restrictions impaosed by socery.

Yes N No Optrion
Reported by % of Respondents T7%% 205% 3%
11, Should all land-use decisions incorporate considerauon of rizcir cumulatve, long-term effecs

future generations? I

/"" - \& i Ty .
Yw ; Nol.  No Opinoni.
Reported by % of Respondents \—‘)4% ) 5% 1%
12. Should land-use policies protect social and environmentai nghts due every individual without
respect to income or social postaon?
Yesl. Nolo  No Opintonl
Reported by % of Respondents 90% 5% _ 5%
13. Should land use policies be designed to protect people and the environment; those who fail to meer
chese policies should be held accountable?
Yos Ne No Opinon,
Reported by % of Respondents 88% 4%, 8%
4. Should tand-use policies estmblish and promote a certam phvsical community character while
allowing for a diversity of life stvies?
Yes Nol.  No Opiont.
Reported by % of Respondents 80% 8% 12%
15 Should obligatons such as affordable housing, waste d;spma} open space and recreaton be planned
- e e L -
j for and provided both loc'iily and rcqﬁonqllv S
N T Yes Nol.  No Opinioni.
Reported by % of Respondents 79% 8% 13%
L6 Should land-use policies be formulated through a tair, equitable process which incorporates the
needs of all community interests?
Yol o Ndo No Opmuon
Reported by % of Respondents 89% - 8% 3%
17. Docs the Planning Board and the Zomng Board of Adjustment have a responsibility to

uphold the desires of the community through the carctul development of their land use
regulatons, Master Plan, and through their decisions?

Yes N No Opiaton:
Reported by % of Respondents 92% 5% 3%




SP.RAWL (Unmatiaged Growth)

Fxperes on rural land-use acknowledge that vou cunnot siop population growth, but vou can prevent sprawl
Spmwk nmeans 35):'6;\(%{13; <lc\'¢-it:§m‘,(:m out iy oan awkaord Wy, [;tkiug up more fand than necessary, [is a
DATern of develepment that leap-lrogs beyond exisung populaton centers wio the rural countryside.
Residental sprawl consumes large amounts of land. prematurely converting rural lind 1o suburban uses.
Sprawl changes the rural landscape, i Kensington's case, rom a working town 1o 3 communng town. Land
previously used for producton and active use, such as farming, foresiry, gravel excavation, workshops of all
apes and recreatonal uses such as hunting and snowmaobiling 15 mncreasingly used for consumption; the
buying and selling of housc lots.

To test you feelings about suburban sprawl in Kensingron, please indicate your agreement with the
following statements as to whether you agree, disagree, or have ne opinion.

18, There are benelits to sprawling residenuval developments tor the new homeowner; privacy on
a large lot, affordable land on which build, and a sense of being in the country.
' Yesl . Noi..  No Optnioni

Reported by % of Respondents 57% 31% - 1%
19, Spraw! provides the greatest opportonty {or fandowners t© make money from the
development of land.

Yes N N ()pmu:m
Reported by %% of Respondents 46%a 37%0 17%%

Sprawl development has been the Amencan way tor the last 50 vears and should conunue,

Yest Neob. No Opinion
Reported by % of Respondents 13% 74% 12%
21 There are econoimic costs o sprawl; new school bulldings, student bussing costs, and road
construcdon and rmaintenance.
7 Yesl. No.  No Opmion
Reported by % of Respondents 90% 10%, 0%,

22. The rural landscape that attracts dispersed suburban developmencis destroyed by it
Yesl Noy No Opinion
Reported by % of Respondents 80% 15% : 5%
23

Spraw! results 1 a dechine nthe qualiry ot lite; increasing solaton-especiadly tor the elderly
as friends are often 1o far away to “drop-n” increasing commuung time and increasing tme
for all actviues

Yes Ny No Opnion
Reported by % of Respondents 47%, 3T 16%,
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24 Zoning ordinances that mandate la rge lot sivzes (2 acres in
throughout the town can unintentilonally promote

Hensington)
sprawl .

Yo N No Onpimond
Reported by % of Respondents 41% 43% 16%%
25 Sprawl harms the environment through increased alr puﬁ} unon, fragmentanon of wildlite

habitat and increased water poliution.

‘_ Y-csﬂ f,"" NO. No Opinionl
Reported by % of Respondents ;‘-\ 67“/9./' 23% 10%
26. As suburban sprawl increases, productive rural fand uses such as agnculture, gravel
excavation, hunting and forestry are deemed unattractve and x‘quccmd out-of-rown.
""" TWVedtl No.  No Opinjoni.
Reported by % of Respondents (\ 75% > 19% 6%

e

2T Should the Master Plan focus on the prevention of sprawl?
Y N ,
Yew AT
Reported by % of Respondents 82% 18
/ o . - .
[ 28, Should the Planning Board modaity i Csubdivision Regulations o allow for development ot

1 Town (fg.ntu. Cirndand, woodlands, ete, and not mundate unitorm

different tand types, such
development everywhere?

f Yes N
; ,-’Reported by % of Rcspondems B0V e e 2
a‘\ A, ) I .
\-~‘ 29. ,f/ ﬂ_{(-)uid thc ‘ummg Toard allow new roads to be as narrow, winding and steep as &ttmgm@
R ,d workable exisung , roads,rather thran-reguiring suburban-style wide, tlat roads? -
\ Yed N .

Tpe 23%

\ Reported by % of Respondents Voo 23 T
. allowing

Do you think that Kensmgton's zoning should Aulatatc housing atfordability, by a
D )propr\atdy scaled muln-family housing, accessory ap,utmf,nts small-lot development, factory built /

housiag, or other fower cost forms of housig?
Yes Mo

Reported by % of Respondents 26%0 T4%0

Should the Planaing Board's eriteria for devclopment approvaly mchude studios obinpacts

on wildlife habiar, bistorie and archeolomenl assers, and scense views?
Yew MNes
167

Reported by Yo of Respondents ‘ 84%
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