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Envisioning the Isle Public Forum #2 Community Meetings and Public Participation Survey Results 

Executive Summary 

 

The second public input survey covered the period from January 25 to March 9, 2018. A total of 409 individuals 
participated in the survey. Most participants chose the online survey tool available on the Envisioning the Isle website at 
www.iwus.net/plan. This was expected, given that this method allowed participants to take the survey at their 
convenience. Staff also collected data directly from the public at meetings using paper survey questionnaires.  
 

Public Engagement Series #2 highlights include: 
• 409 online and paper surveys submitted; 
• 10 Public Forum Series #2 public meetings; 
• 128 community meeting attendees; and 
• 275 members to date on email distribution list. 

 

The second public input survey was not designed as a scientific poll using a random sample of pre-selected households, 
but rather as a broad public engagement effort. The survey was widely publicized, and all residents, business owners, and 
property owners were welcome to respond. All responses were provided on a strictly voluntary basis and may or may not 
represent the perspectives of the average Isle of Wight County citizen. To make the survey as user-friendly as possible, it 
did not mandate that every question be answered. Participants were welcome to respond to as few or as many questions 
as interested them. Therefore, the tabulations in this report are based on varying numbers of responses to each survey 
question. Many respondents were interested enough to complete the entire survey.  
 

The goal of the second public engagement process was to ask the community how they believe growth in Isle of Wight 
County should take place over the next thirty years. Utilizing feedback from the first round of surveys, the following eight 
themes were identified as priorities: 

• Agricultural Preservation; 
• Alternatives to Development Service Districts; 
• Central/Southern “Focused” Growth; 
• Economic Development; 
• Environmental Preservation; 
• Maximizing Existing Development Service Districts; 
• No Growth; and 
• Small Towns/Villages. 

 

These recurring themes were then used to create scenarios, which will be discussed further in the Summary and Analysis, 
focusing solely on the prioritization of that one theme.  Respondents were asked to give their likes and dislikes and note 
any comments on each scenario. These responses will be used to develop several preferred growth scenarios.  An analysis 
will also be performed for each scenario to project the potential market feasibility and infrastructure needs of each 
scenario. 

www.iwus.net/plan
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Agricultural-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/DSD-Alternative-Growth-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Central-Southern-Growth-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Economic-Development-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Environmental-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Maximized-DSDs-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/No-Growth-Scenario.pdf
http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Small-Towns-and-Villages-Scenario.pdf
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Isle of Wight County Comprehensive Plan Update –  
Survey 2 and Public Forum Comments Summary and Analysis 

June 14, 2018 
 

Through the comprehensive plan public input process, staff has gathered a considerable amount of input on the citizens’ 
thoughts about the County as it exists today, the direction it is going, and a vision for 20 to 30 years from now. The input 
gathered so far has been analyzed to identify recurrent themes which can be carried forward into the plan’s next steps. 
These themes aided in the development of land use scenarios which were used in this second phase of public input 
themed, “How and Where Should We Grow?” The second public input phase was completed March 9, 2018.   

The questions in the second survey were formatted to provide respondents with two separate comment fields in which 
to enter their likes and dislikes on each land use scenario.  Analysis of the resulting feedback has been divided into three 
sections: Advantages, Disadvantages, and Conclusions for each scenario. Also included is an appendix which includes all 
responses to each question. 

 

Question 1: Are you a resident, property owner, or 
business owner in Isle of Wight County? 

The first survey question was a qualifier to ensure that the 
input for Envisioning the Isle is coming from those invested 
in the community and affected by the plan. Of the 409 survey 
responses gathered, 21 (5.13%) responded “No” to this 
question. Those respondents were immediately forwarded 
to the end of the survey and thanked for their participation. 
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business owner in Isle of Wight County?

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 2: Agricultural Preservation Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated that preserving rural character and agriculture is important 
due to its provision of agricultural jobs and its major contribution to the County’s tax base. Based on this feedback, a 
scenario was created which focused on the preservation of important farm soils, large tracts of land, and rural character.  
Close attention was also paid to protecting agricultural jobs to limit any impacts on the tax base. 

There were 154 respondents providing a total of 393 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 188 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 134 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 71 voiced general statements 
or general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned growth and jobs. These comments varied from supporting the slowing of growth 
and the opportunity for more agricultural jobs to opposition of the concentrated growth in the Newport DSD and a lack 
of high paying jobs provided by agriculture. Other common topics of note were agritourism, infrastructure, County 
services, and transportation. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed 
us to further group similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-
categories or to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 2a: Agricultural Preservation Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall focus to preserve agriculture and agricultural jobs as well 
as supporting the protection of rural character. The theme of protecting the environment received many mentions with 
specific support for the maintenance of existing open spaces. Several responses emphasized that the controlling of 
residential subdivisions and growth would be paramount to ensuring the success of this scenario. 

 

 

Question 2 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Preserve Agriculture/ 
Agricultural Jobs 

63 

Protects Rural 
Character 

29 

Protects Environment 29 

Controls Growth 19 

Controls Residential 
Subdivisions 

13 

Increased Agritourism 
Opportunities 

13 

Rural Road/ 
Infrastructure 
Improvements 

9 

Creates Incentives for 
Agriculture 

7 

Low Impact on County 
Services 

6 

Low Impact on County 
Services

Creates Incentives for 
Agriculture

Rural 
Road/Infrastructure 

Improvements

Increased 
Agritourism 

Opportunities

Controls Residential 
Subdivisions

Controls GrowthProtects Environment

Protects Rural 
Character

Preserves Agriculture/ 
Agrictultural Jobs

5% 

34% 

3% 

4% 

7% 

7% 

10% 
15% 

15% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 2b: Agricultural Preservation Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages of 
the scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantage was the lower intensity of job creation and economic 
development proposed by this scenario. Another commonly mentioned disadvantage was the future growth of the 
County. Responses concerning growth were divided in that some stated the plan did not do enough to limit growth while 
others stated the plan restricted growth too much. Several responses noted a negative impact on the existing County 
services. 

 

 

Conclusions: Based on the feedback received from 
respondents, the next phase of the plan will prioritize 
protecting the County’s rural character by preserving 
the environment and agricultural land and jobs. The 
next phase will also focus on managed growth 
throughout the County to ensure that economic 
development opportunities do not wane and sprawl 
does not occur. The concerns regarding County 
services will be addressed while developing plan 
policies.  

  

 

  

Question 2 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Less Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

41 

Doesn’t Limit Growth 19 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

17 

Land Use Regulations/ 
Incentives 

13 

Limited Tax Revenue 
Generation 

11 

Limits Growth 10 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

9 

Continued Flooding/ 
Loss of Wetlands 

7 

Potential 
Infrastructure Costs 

7 

Potential 
Infrastructure 

Costs

Continued 
Flooding/Loss of 

Wetlands

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed

Limited Tax Revenue 
Generation

Limits Growth

Land Use Regulations/Incentives

Doesn't Address Inadequate 
County Services

Doesn't Limit 
Growth

Less Economic 
Development/Job Creation

29

29

63

17

19

41

Doesn't Address Inadequate County Services

Doesn't Limit Growth

Less Economic Development/Job Creation

Protects Rural Character

Protects Environment

Preserves Agrictulture/Agricultural Jobs

Agricultural Preservation Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage

31% 

14% 

13% 

10% 

7% 

8% 

7% 

5% 

5% 
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Question 3: Central/Southern Focused Growth Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated the importance of encouraging growth in the Windsor and 
Camptown Development Service Districts (DSDs) by shifting development demand to those areas. Based on this feedback, 
a scenario was created which focused on encouraging growth in the Windsor and Camptown DSDs by revising their shape 
and land uses.  Removal of land uses from the Newport DSD would also restrict the amount of development in the northern 
end and encourage it to shift to the southern end of the County.  

There were 141 respondents providing a total of 279 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 91 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 99 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 89 voiced general statements or 
general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned growth. These comments varied from support of the reduction in the growth of 
the Newport DSD and the encouragement of growth in Camptown and Windsor DSDs to opposition to these same aspects. 
Other common topics of note were infrastructure improvements and opportunities for economic development. Within 
the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed us to further group similar responses. 
The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-categories or to read all comments, 
please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 3a: Central/Southern Focused Growth Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall focus to encourage central and southern growth as well as 
slowing the future growth in the Newport DSD. The theme of promoting economic development received many mentions 
with specific support for the diversification and shifting of land uses in the Windsor area to promote more business growth. 
These comments in addition to responses encouraging infrastructure expansion show support for encouraging growth in 
the central and southern regions of the County.  

 

 

 

 

Question 3 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Encourages Central/ 
Southern Growth 

37 

Reduced Newport 
Growth 

22 

Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

14 

Infrastructure 
Improvements to 
Windsor/Camptown 

12 

Encourages General 
Growth 

6 

Encourages General 
Growth

Infrastructure 
Improvements to 

Windsor/Camptown

Economic Development/ 
Job Creation

Reduced 
Newport Growth

Encourages 
Central/Southern 

Growth

41% 

7% 

13% 

15% 24% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 3b: Central/Southern Focused Growth Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages of 
the scenario. Just as in the perceived advantages, the most commonly mentioned disadvantage was the proposed future 
growth in the central/southern portion of the County. Responses concerning the reduction in the Newport DSD voiced 
hesitation over possibly driving away commercial interest and a fear of driving sprawl into the rural areas of the County. 
Also mentioned was a fear over the probable increase in infrastructure and taxes required to make the proposed scenario 
feasible.  

 
Conclusions: There was a slight divide amongst 
respondents regarding to what extent to restrict 
growth in the northern regions while encouraging 
growth in the central and southern regions of the 
County. The results lean toward supporting more 
growth in the Windsor DSD and Camptown DSD while 
being more divided on how much to slow growth in 
the Newport DSD. Based on the feedback received 
from respondents, the next phase of the plan will 
focus on managed growth throughout the County to 
ensure that the central and southern areas are given 

the opportunity to thrive without stunting the potential economic growth in the northern region. The concerns regarding 
County services and any future cost to implement the preferred way forward will be addressed while developing the plan 
policies. 

  

Question 3 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Too Much Central/ 
Southern Growth 

22 

Reduced Newport DSD 
Growth 

16 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

12 

Potential Infrastructure 
Costs 

10 

Limited Tax Revenue 
Generation 

10 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

9 

Negative Impact on 
Environment 

8 

Less Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

6 

Doesn’t Restrict 
Newport DSD Enough 

6 

Doesn't Restrict 
Newport DSD Enough

Less Economic 
Development/ 
Job Creation

Negative Impact 
on Environment

Traffic and 
Congestion Not 

Addressed

Limited Tax Revenue 
Generation

Potential Infrastructure Costs

Doesn't Address 
Inadequate County 

Services

Reduced 
Newport DSD 

Growth

Too Much Central/ 
Southern Growth

16% 

12% 

23% 
6% 

6% 

8% 

9% 

10% 

10% 

14

22

37

12

16

22

Doesn't Address Inadequate County Services

Reduced Newport DSD

Too Much Southern/Central Growth

Economic Development/Job Creation

Reduced Newport Growth

Encourages Central/Southern Growth

Central/Southern Growth Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage
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Question 4: Economic Development Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated the importance of job creation and the growth of non-
residential uses that contribute to the tax base. Based on this feedback, staff worked with the Economic Development 
Department to create a scenario which focused on job creation and non-residential tax base growth by revising land uses 
in all the DSDs and revising the shapes of the Newport DSD and Windsor DSD.  

There were 131 respondents providing a total of 299 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 113 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 140 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 46 voiced general statements 
or general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the scenario. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned jobs and economic development. These comments varied from support of 
expansion of economic opportunity throughout the County and the possibility of a larger pool of jobs to opposition to the 
possible types of economic development that would be permitted. Growth, as in previous scenarios, was also a repeated 
concern. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed us to further group 
similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-categories or to 
read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 4a: Economic Development Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Most responses supported the scenario’s overall focus of an increase in the number of available jobs. The theme 
of promoting growth in economic diversity received many mentions with specific support for more business growth in the 
Windsor DSD. These comments in addition to the responses in support of road and infrastructure improvements show 
backing for extending economic growth into the central and southern regions of the County.  
 

 

 

 

 

Question 4 – Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Promotes Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

42 

Promotes Growth in 
Windsor DSD 

15 

Controlled Growth 14 

DSD Expansion along 
Route 10 

11 

Increased County 
Services 

11 

Tax Benefits 10 

Road/Infrastructure 
Improvements 

10 

Road/Infrastructure 
Improvements

Tax Benefits

Increased County 
Services

DSD Expansion along 
Route 10

Controlled Growth

Promotes Growth in 
Windsor DSD

Promotes Economic 
Development/Job 

Creation
37% 

9% 

9% 

12% 

10% 

10% 
13% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf


 

8 
 

Question 4b: Economic Development Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages of 
the scenario. The two most commonly mentioned disadvantages were the amount of proposed development in the 
Newport DSD and the proposed types of economic development. These responses primarily stated that too much focus 
was placed on industrial uses and that the proposed scenario focused too much on making Newport DSD primarily 
business-oriented. Responses regarding potential environmental impacts and loss of agricultural land voiced 
apprehension that the proposed changes would not do enough to preserve the existing resources and the rural character 
of the County. 
 

 

Conclusions: Respondents were 
supportive of increased economic 
development in the County but were not 
supportive of increasing the amount of 
industrial uses available. Support was 
strong for not increasing the amount of 
development in the Newport DSD while 
increasing the amount in the Windsor 
DSD. Based on the feedback from 
respondents, the next phase of the plan 
will focus on controlled growth and 

diverse economic development opportunities in the Windsor DSD while allowing the majority of the County to maintain 
its rural character. 

  

Question 4 – Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Too Much 
Development in 
Newport DSD 

25 

Proposed Types of 
Economic 
Development 

25 

Negative 
Environmental 
Impacts/Loss of 
Agricultural Land 

23 

Too Much Growth/ 
Potential for Sprawl 

19 

Lack of 
Road/Infrastructure 
Improvements 

15 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

10 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

9 

Lack of Housing 
Diversity 

8 

Development Pattern 
in Windsor DSD 

6 

Development 
Pattern in Windsor 

DSD

Lack of Housing 
Diversity

Traffic and 
Congestion Not 

Addressed

Doesn't Address 
Inadequate 

County Services

Lack of 
Road/Infrastructure 

Improvements
Too Much Growth/Potential 

for Sprawl

Negative 
Environmental 
Impacts/Loss of 

Agricultural Land

Proposed Types 
of Economic 

Development

Too Much Development 
in Newport DSD

18%

16%

18%

4%

6%

6%

7%

14%
11%

14

15

42

23

25

25

Negative Environmental Impacts/Loss of Agricultural Land

Too Much Development in Newport DSD

Proposed Types of Economic Development

Controlled Growth

Promotes Growth in Windsor DSD

Promotes Economic Development/Job Creation

Economic Development Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage
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Question 5: Environmental Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated the importance of protecting the environment due to the 
economic and quality of life benefits provided by wildlife habitats, wetlands, and tree cover. Based on this feedback, a 
scenario was created which focused on creating connections between conservation areas, preserving forested wetlands, 
buffering wetlands outside the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area (CBPA), protecting flood prone areas, and prioritizing 
environmental protection.   

There were 130 respondents providing a total of 271 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 140 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 81 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 50 voiced general statements or 
general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned the protection of the environment, wetlands, wildlife, and trees and the ways 
in which the development of these areas would be regulated. These comments varied from support of increasing 
regulations to protect vulnerable areas to fear that these same regulations could possibly restrict the ability of landowners 
to use their land as they desired. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that 
allowed us to further group similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see 
specific sub-categories or to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 5a: Environmental Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall focus to protect the environment by protecting wetlands, 
flood-prone areas, wildlife, and trees. The theme of restricting growth received many mentions with specific support for 
slowing growth to minimize the tax burden of any additional needed infrastructure.  Several responses noted that 
regulations will need to be maintained in order ensure that vulnerable areas are not lost while the County grows.  

 

 

 

Question 5 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Protects Environment 39 

Protects Wetlands/ 
Wildlife/Trees 

31 

Proposed Regulations 
for Vulnerable Areas 

23 

Restricts Growth 21 

Preserves Rural 
Character 

9 

Addresses Climate 
Change 

7 

Provides Recreational 
Opportunities 

7 

Increased Tourism 
Opportunities 

6 

41% 

7% 

13% 

15% 24% 

Increases Tourism 
Opportunities

Provides Recreational 
Opportunities 

Addresses Climate 
Change

Preserves Rural 
Character

Restricts Growth

Proposes Regulations for 
Vulnerable Areas

Protects Wetlands/ 
Wildlife/Trees

Protects 
Environment28% 

5% 

5% 

16% 
7% 

15% 

22% 4% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 5b: Environmental Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages of 
the scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantage was the potential for over-regulation with the majority of 
these responses concerned that these regulations could place unreasonable restrictions on landowners. Responses also 
mentioned a fear over the probable increase in taxes required to make the proposed scenario feasible.  

 

Conclusions: Respondents were supportive 
of the overall goal of the scenario but 
concerned with the potential regulations. 
Based on the feedback received from 
respondents, the next phase of the plan will 
prioritize preserving the environment by 
increasing protection of wetlands, 
floodplains, and other vulnerable areas. 
Concerns regarding budgetary impacts and 
over-regulation will be addressed during 
development of the Comprehensive Plan’s 
implementation policies.  

 

 

 

 

  

Question 5 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Potential Over-
Regulation 

24 

Budgetary Needs Not 
Addressed 

13 

Not Enough 
Preservation Proposed 
for Newport DSD 

12 

Restricts Growth 12 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

8 

Not Restrictive Enough 6 

Loss of Potential Jobs 6 

23

31

39

12

13

24

Not Enough Preservation in Newport DSD

Budgetary Needs Not Addressed

Potential Over-Regulation

Proposed Regulations for Vulnerable Areas

Protects Wetlands/Wildlife/Trees

Protects Environment

Environmental Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage

Loss of Potential 
Jobs

Not Restrictive 
Enough

Doesn't Address 
Inadequate County 

Services

Restricts Growth

Not Enough Preservation 
Proposed for Newport DSD

Budgetary Needs 
Not Addressed

Potential Over-
Regulation 30% 

7% 

10% 

15% 15% 

16% 

7% 
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Question 6: Maximized DSDs Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated that the existing development service districts should remain 
the same size. Based on this feedback, a scenario was created which allowed for the DSDs to maintain their size for as long 
as possible by revising the land uses within the boundaries. 

There were 129 respondents providing a total of 268 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 93 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 123 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 52 voiced general statements 
or general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned DSD size and density. These comments varied from support of maintaining 
existing DSD size and focusing growth in these specific areas to dislike of the increased density that would come with such 
focused development. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed us to 
further group similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-
categories or to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 6a: Maximized DSDs Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall goal to focus development and maintain the current sizes 
of the DSDs. The theme of preserving rural character received many mentions with specific support for containing the 
growth within the DSDs to allow to rural areas to remain.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 6 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Focused Development 23 

Maintains Current DSD 
Size 

22 

Preserves Rural 
Character 

14 

Road/Infrastructure 
Improvements 

14 

Promotes Agricultural 
and Environmental 
Preservation 

10 

Revised Land Uses 10 

Revised Land Uses

Promotes Agricultural 
and Environmental 

Preservation

Road/Infrastructure 
Improvements

Preserves Rural Character
Maintains Current 

DSD Size

Focused Development

25% 

11% 

15% 

23% 

15% 

11% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 6b: Maximized DSDs Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages 
of the scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantage was the increased density that focused development 
would bring to certain areas of the County. Responses also noted a fear that this development proposal could lead to 
fewer economic development opportunities and fewer potential jobs. 

 

Conclusions: Respondents were supportive of 
focusing development and maintaining the 
current size of the DSDs but hesitant to 
increase the density in the Newport DSD. 
Based on the feedback received from 
respondents, the next phase of the plan will 
maintain a focused development pattern in 
order to allow the majority of the County to 
remain rural.  

 

  

Question 6 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Increased Density 25 

Less Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

14 

No Expansion of DSDs 13 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

13 

Lack of Road/ 
Infrastructure 
Improvements 

12 

Promotes Growth 11 

Tax Implications 11 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

10 

Proposed Land Use 
Designations 

8 

Doesn’t Shrink Existing 
DSDs 

6 

14

22

23

13

14

25

No Expansion of DSDs

Less Economic Development/Job Creation

Increased Density

Preserves Rural Character

Maintains Current DSD Size

Focused Development

Maximized DSDs Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage

Doesn't Shrink Existing DSDs
Proposed Land 

Use Designations

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed

Potential tax 
increases

Promotes Growth

Lack of 
Road/Infrastructure 

Improvements

Doesn't Address Inadequate 
County Services

No Expansion of DSDs

Less Economic 
Development/Job 

Creation

Increased Density
20% 

11% 

5% 
8% 

6% 

9% 

9% 

11% 

10% 

11% 



 

13 
 

Question 7: No Growth Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated that there should be limited or no future growth in the County. 
Based on this feedback, a scenario was created which converted existing land uses within DSDs to Rural Agricultural 
Conservation (RAC) on all properties which do not have a previously approved rezoning. 

There were 128 respondents providing a total of 257 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 94 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 91 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 72 voiced general statements or 
general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The most repeated comments concerned growth. These comments varied from support of limiting, heavily regulating, or 
stopping growth in the County to a belief that the scenario was unrealistic and a dislike of the decreased opportunity for 
economic growth. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed us to further 
group similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-categories or 
to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 7a: No Growth Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall goal to limit growth within the County. Respondents also 
noted that the scenario would aid in the protection of agriculture and the environment. The theme of preserving rural 
character also received many mentions with a number of responses noting that increased regulations would be needed 
in order to accomplish these goals.   

 

 

 

 

 

Question 7 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Limits Growth/Slows 
Growth Rate 

33 

Protects Agriculture 
and the Environment 

17 

Preserves Rural 
Character 

15 

No Growth 11 

Less Housing 6 

Tax Implications 5 

Less Traffic/Impact on 
Roads 

4 

Lower Impact on 
County Services 

3 

Lower Impact on County Services

Less Traffic/Impact on 
Roads

Less Tax Burden

Less Residential 
Development

No Growth

Preserves Rural Character

Protects Agriculture/ 
Environment

Limits 
Growth/Slows 
Growth Rate 3% 

4% 

5% 

7% 

12% 

16%

18%

35%

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 7b: No Growth Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages 
of the scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantage was that the scenario was not realistic. Responses also 
noted that with a decrease in growth would come a decrease in economic development and potential jobs. The charts 
below illustrate the scenario’s disadvantages that were mentioned most often in the survey. The largest category of 
responses expressed general dislike of the concepts associated with the scenario.  

Conclusions: Respondents were supportive of 
limiting growth within the County but 
questioned the feasibility of completely 
stopping all future growth. Overall sentiment 
of the scenario was relatively evenly split 
between those who were supportive of 
completely halting growth versus those that 
were not. Popular components of the 
scenario included limiting growth, protecting 
the environment, and preserving the rural 
character of the County. Based on the 

feedback from respondents, the next phase of the plan will maintain a controlled growth pattern in order to allow for 
economic development while also allowing the majority of the County to remain rural.  

 

  

Question 7 – Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Not Enough Opportunity 
for Growth 

30 

Limits Revenue 
Generation 

15 

Fewer County Services/ 
School Sites 

9 

Too Limiting on 
Economic Development/ 
Job Creation 

8 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

6 

Lack of Growth in 
Southern Areas of 
County 

6 

Any Existing Growth 5 

Over-Regulation 5 

Fewer Housing Options 5 

Less Environmental 
Protection and Green 
Space 

2 

Less Environmental 
Protection and Green Space

Fewer Housing 
Options

Over-Regulation

Any Existing 
Growth

Lack of Growth in 
Southern Areas of 

County

Traffic and 
Congestion Not 

Addressed

Too Limiting on Economic 
Development/Job Creation

Fewer County 
Services/Schools Sites

Limits Revenue 
Generation

Not Enough Opportunity 
for Growth

9%

2% 

6% 

5% 

5% 

7% 

10%

16%

33%

7% 

15

17

20

9

12

30

Fewer County Services/School Sites

Limits Revenue Generation

Not Enough Opportunity for Growth

Preserves Rural Character

Protects Agriculture/Environment

Limits Growth

No Growth Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage
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Question 8: DSD Alternative Growth Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants expressed confusion and skepticism with the County’s current growth 
management strategy which utilizes development service districts (DSDs) to guide future growth to areas where public 
services currently exist or are planned for the future.  They also expressed the desire to explore different growth 
management strategies.  In response, staff developed an alternative growth management approach called the “tiered” 
scenario.  This scenario creates compact “core,” or target, development areas reserved for more intense land uses such 
as multifamily, retail, office and mixed use which would be located near major transportation arterials and public utility 
corridors.  Land uses would decrease in intensity as distance increases away from the core.  Areas furthest from these 
core areas would be preserved for agricultural and rural residential uses. 

There were 124 respondents providing a total of 127 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 64 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 93 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 89 voiced general statements or 
general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the scenario. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The advantages that participants mentioned the most included controlling growth, providing for core development areas, 
and promoting economic development.  The most mentioned disadvantages of the scenario included too much 
growth/residential, too much proposed density and potential infrastructure costs. Within the broader categories, more 
detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed us to further group similar responses. The following sections, tables, 
and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-categories or to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 8a: DSD Alternative Growth Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the scenario. 
Responses received supported the scenario’s overall goal to create areas of more focused development and tapering out 
the intensity of uses. Respondents also noted that the scenario would aid in the controlling of growth in the County. The 
charts below illustrate the most popular advantages of the scenario listed by survey participants.  The largest category of 
responses expressed general support of the concepts associated with the scenario. 

 

 

Question 8 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Core Development 
Areas 

18 

Controls Growth 16 

Promotes Economic 
Development 

9 

Includes Mix of Uses 7 

More Focused Road/ 
Infrastructure 
Improvements 

7 

Improved County 
Services 

5 

Increases Housing 
Options 

2 

41% 

7% 

13% 

15% 

Increases Housing 
Options

Improved County 
Services

More Focused 
Road/Infrastructure 

Improvements

Includes Mix of 
Uses

Promotes Economic
Development

Controls Growth

Core Development 
Areas 28% 

11% 

11% 25% 

14% 

8% 

3% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 8b: DSD Alternative Growth Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages of the 
scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantage was that this scenario encouraged too much growth.  Respondents 
also stated a distaste for the density within the Newport DSD that this scenario would create. The charts below illustrate 
the scenario’s disadvantages that were mentioned the most often in the survey. The largest category of responses 
expressed general dislike of the concepts associated with the scenario. 

 
Conclusions: Although participants liked the 
concept of a core development area to control 
the limits and location of more intense forms 
of growth, they also expressed concerns with 
the overall amount of growth, specifically the 
amount of residential growth and its impacts 
on EMS, schools, and traffic congestion.  
Overall sentiment of the scenario was 
relatively evenly split between those that 
were generally supportive of the concept 
versus those that were not. Based on the 

feedback from respondents, the next phase of the plan will include target growth areas that transition to less intense land 
uses in order to balance the desire for less residential growth and the desire to see more economic growth. 

  

 

 

 

 

Question 8 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Too Much Growth 22 

Density Created by Core 
Development Concept 

17 

Lack of Road/ 
Infrastructure 
Improvements 

13 

Proposed Housing/Land 
Use Types 

10 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

10 

Doesn’t Address Traffic 
and Congestion 

7 

Tax Increases 6 

No Preservation of 
Environment/Rural 
Character 

6 

Limits Economic 
Development 

2 

Limits Economic Development

No Preservation of 
Environment/Rural 

Character

Tax Increases

Doesn't Address 
Traffic and 
Congestion

Doesn't Address 
Inadequate County 

Services

Proposed Housing/Land 
Use Types

Lack of 
Road/Infrastructure 

Improvements

Density Created 
by Core 

Development 
Concept

Too Much Growth

11%

18%

24% 2%

14% 11%

6%

6%

8%

9

16

18

13

17

22

Lack of Road/Infrastructure Improvements

Density Created by Core Development Concept

Too Much Growth

Promotes Economic Development

Controls Growth

Core Development Areas

DSD Alternative Growth Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage
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Question 9: Small Towns/Villages Scenario 

During the first round of public forums, participants stated that the existing small town feel and sense of the community 
is important to maintain and that the existing villages have the opportunity to be more vibrant. Based on this feedback, a 
scenario was created which identified areas around existing villages in which growth could occur and revised the land uses 
within DSDs to encourage the development in the villages.  

There were 123 respondents providing a total of 289 individual comments to this scenario. Of these comments, 104 noted 
specific advantages of the scenario, 130 noted specific disadvantages of the scenario, and 55 voiced general statements 
or general support or opposition. These comments have been divided based on whether they stated an advantage or 
disadvantage to an aspect of the plan. They were grouped together to aid in the identification of the most and least 
popular aspects of the scenario. 

These responses had several recurrent themes and were grouped into categories based on the content of the response. 
The majority of comments concerned growth. These comments varied from support of bringing additional development 
to village centers and spreading development throughout the County to dislike of any increase in growth and the 
opportunity for sprawl to occur. Within the broader categories, more detailed sub-categories became evident that allowed 
us to further group similar responses. The following sections, tables, and charts break down the input. To see specific sub-
categories or to read all comments, please see the Appendix. 

 

Question 9a: Small Towns/Villages Scenario Advantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived advantages of the 
scenario. Responses received supported the scenario’s overall focus to bring development to existing village centers. The 
theme of spreading and balancing growth throughout the County with specific mention of desiring to not keep all growth 
within the Newport DSD. The charts below illustrate the most popular advantages of the scenario listed by survey 
participants.  The largest categories of responses expressed general support of the concepts associated with the scenario. 

 

 

 

Question 9 - Advantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Bringing Additional 
Development to Villages 

23 

Spreads/Balances 
Growth 

22 

Preserves Rural 
Character 

16 

Improvements to 
Roads/Infrastructure 

14 

Economic Development 
Opportunities 

8 

Increased Tourism 
Opportunities 

6 

Slows Growth 6 

Additional County 
Services 

5 

Preserves Agriculture/ 
Environment 

4 

Preserves 
Agriculture/ 
Environment

Additional County 
Services

Slows Growth

Increased Tourism 
Opportunities

Economic Development 
Opportunities

Improvements to 
Roads/Infrastructure

Preserves Rural 
Character

Spreads/Balances 
Growth

Bringing Additional 
Development to Villages

21% 

6% 
15% 

13% 

10% 

8% 

6% 

5% 

4% 

22% 

http://www.co.isle-of-wight.va.us/plan/files/2018/07/Survey-2-Full-Appendix.pdf
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Question 9b: Small Towns/Villages Scenario Disadvantages 

When reviewing the proposed scenario, respondents were given the opportunity to state the perceived disadvantages 
of the scenario. The most commonly mentioned disadvantages were growth, costly infrastructure improvements, and 
potential tax increases. Responses also noted a disbelief that a plan of this magnitude was feasible. The charts below 
illustrate the scenario’s disadvantages that were mentioned the most often in the survey. 

 

Conclusions: Respondents were supportive of 
bringing additional development to existing 
villages and balancing growth throughout the 
County; however, they were also against this 
approach’s allowance of more growth and the 
cost implications of making this scenario a 
reality. Based on the feedback received from 
respondents, the next phase of the plan will 
consider key village centers with potential for 
further development while maintaining the 
rural character for the majority of the County.  

  

Question 9 - Disadvantages 

Comment Category 
Number of 
Comments 

Promotes Growth 16 

Potential Tax Increases 15 

Costly Infrastructure 
Improvements 

15 

Unrealistic 13 

Loss of Rural Character 13 

Less Economic 
Development/Job 
Creation 

12 

Doesn’t Address 
Inadequate County 
Services 

11 

No Opportunity for 
Growth 

11 

Harmful to 
Environment 

10 

Proposed Housing 
Types 

8 

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed 

6 

16

22

23

15

15

16

Tax Implications

Costly Infrastructure Improvements

Promotes Growth

Preserves Rural Character

Spreads/Balances Growth

Bringing Additional Development to Villages

Small Towns/Villages Scenario

Disadvantage Advantage

Traffic and Congestion 
Not Addressed

Proposed Housing 
Types

Harmful to 
Environment

No Opportunity 
for Growth

Doesn't Address 
Inadequate 

County Services

Less Economic 
Development/Job CreationLoss of Rural 

Character

Unrealistic

Costly 
Infrastructure 
Improvements

Potential Tax 
Increases 

Promotes Growth

12% 

12% 

12% 

10% 

10% 
9% 

8% 

8% 

8% 

6% 

5% 
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Demographics: The last three questions were asked to understand the basic demographic breakdown of who responded 
to the survey and as a comparison with the basic demographics of the County. One hundred twenty-three (123) of the 409 
survey respondents answered the following questions. Fifty (50) manual entries entered online without demographic data 
were removed from the following summaries. The following results do not include the information received from paper 
surveys. 
 

Question 10: What is your gender? 
This question identifies the gender makeup of the survey 
respondents. The results demonstrate that about seven (7) 
percent more women took the survey than men for a total of 
53.42 percent. This is close to the percentage of women in 
the County’s population according to the 2010 Census data 
showing 51.3 percent of the County’s population being 
women. The 2016 Census shows that an estimated 51.1 
percent of the County’s population consists of women. 

Conclusion: The response was generally consistent with County demographics. 
 

Question 11: What is your age? 
This question identifies the age makeup of the survey 
respondents. The results demonstrate no response from the 
under 18 population and around twelve and a half (12.5) 
percent in the nineteen to thirty-five age range. This is very 
low considering these age groups make up 38.3 percent of 
the County’s population. Conversely, those within the 36 to 
54 age bracket and the 55 to 73 age bracket both commented 
at a volume 15 to 20 percent higher than the age’s respective 
County population percentage. 
 
Conclusion: Staff needs to continue to try to find ways to engage the youngest segment of the population in order to 
achieve a better demographic balance in the response. 
 

Question 12: How long have you lived in the County or 
owned/operated your business in the County? 
This question does not relate directly to any specific census 
or demographic data. Understanding the tenue of 
respondents helps us understand what changes they may 
have seen during their time in County and how engaged new 
residents are in the process. 
 
Conclusion: It appears that residents with a shorter tenure in 
the County are less engaged than those who have been in the 
County for longer periods of time. These residents may feel less invested in the County or may not be aware of the planning 
process. Staff will continue to look for ways to notify residents about the process going forward. 
 

Question 13: If you would like to receive emails in the future with updates on the Envisioning the Isle process, 
including future surveys, please provide your email below. 
Thirty (30) new respondents provided email contact information in order to receive updates on the Envisioning the Isle 
process in the future. 

Male Female

0%
10%
20%
30%
40%
50%
60%

Gender of Respondents

1-18 19-35 36-54 55-73 73 and
older

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Age of Respondents

Less than 5
years

5-10 years 10-20 years More than
20 years

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Respondents' Time Operating or 
Living in the County
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Overall Conclusion: 

In looking at the responses to the previously noted scenarios, there were a series of themes and issues which were 
consistent throughout numerous responses. Those themes will be used throughout Envisioning the Isle and the issues 
will be noted as key concerns to be addressed in the future iterations and final copy of Envisioning the Isle in either maps 
or the text of the Plan document. 

The following themes will be captured on the recommended Future Land Use Map: 

• Agricultural preservation; 

• Environmental preservation; 

• Preservation of flood-prone and other vulnerable areas; 

• Growth management; 

• Rural character preservation; 

• Additional locations where commercial, office, and industrial uses can be considered; and 

• Potential village centers where expanded land use options may be appropriate. 
 
The following themes will be addressed in the policy document of the Plan: 

• Agricultural and Rural Character Preservation; 

• Environmental Preservation; 

• Protection of flood-prone and other vulnerable areas; 

• Growth management; 

• Transportation (by consultant study); 

• Emergency Management Services and Law Enforcement; 

• Schools; 

• Character of development; and 

• Budgetary impacts and fiscal viability. 
 

 

Next Steps: 

Based on the responses received during the second public input phase summarized in this report, County staff will begin 
the development of several preferred land use scenarios to be used in Public Forum #3 expected to begin in late summer 
2018. These land use scenarios will be presented to the community in the next set of public forum meetings. During this 
next phase of public engagement, the community will be asked to identify their specific preferences of each presented 
scenario. Staff will provide background information on each scenario’s growth capacity, land use types, and projected 
transportation and infrastructure costs. 

 


