Public Input

Cedar Mountain Small Area Plan Public Input Survey
Report

In an effort to maximize transparency and ensure an adopted plan is drafted with evidence of the
community’s support, as a part of the plan’s public outreach process and in compliance with the Transylvania
County Small Area Planning Process the committee prepared a publicinput survey. The survey was made
available to the public for 25 days, from June 26™ through July 20™" and was accessed online using an online
survey tool provided by SurveyMonkey.

The survey included 37 questions that were reviewed and approved by the Cedar Mountain Small Area
Plan Committee at their meeting on June 23", 2020. Questions provided the public an opportunity to provide
their input on topics including land development regulation (residential, commercial, and industrial), economic
development, natural resource conservation, and current and future public infrastructure.

To generate public awareness and participation, staff made several attempts to reach community
members and request they assist in the development of the Cedar Mountain Small Area Plan by taking part in
the survey. Staff placed fliers in all the business and public facilities along North Carolina 276, placed two
advertisements in the Transylvania Times regular publication, and sent a postcard notification all 1,061 parcel
owners in the defined planning boundary. All the attempts to reach the public provided detailed instructions
on how to access the survey and participate.

By the conclusion of the survey participation period, staff had collected 561 total responses. According
to survey responses, 381 (68%) of the respondents identified themselves to either own property in the
planning boundary or permanently reside in the planning boundary. Based on 2018 US Census estimates and
County addressing information those 381 respondents would make up roughly 34% of the planning boundary’s
population.

The survey was broken into six sections concerning different topics and question construction. The
sections titles and survey responses are provided below.

Section One: Land Use Planning

The survey asked participants to rate how strongly they Agree or Disagree if County policies and
regulations should

Question Responses
;E:gf’;\é Disagree '\Irs:r:ﬁgaaggr;eee Agree Strongly Agree
| Q1. .....encourage the preservation and protection of natural resources.
11% \ 0% \ 1% | 11% \ 76%
| Q2. .....encourage more commercial businesses in the Cedar Mountain area (grocery, shopping, etc.).
38% \ 31% \ 20% | 9% \ 3%
‘ Q3. .....encourage more single family residential developments in the Cedar Mountain area.
\ 20% \ 26% \ 30% | 21% \ 4%
‘ Q4. .....encourage more multi-family residential developments in the Cedar Mountain area.
\ 50% \ 29% \ 14% | 5% \ 2%
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Section Two: Investing Your Tax Dollars
The survey asked participants to rate how strongly they Agree or Disagree if County should provide




12% 15% 30%

20%

Section Three: Growth, Preservation, and Transportation
The survey asked participants the following questions

Not Enough About Right

Not at all Not Much A'lot
11% 54% 1%
Not Enough About Right Too Much

3% 74% 22%

Too Much

5% 67%

No | don’t know

28%

Yes

3% 74%

No | don’t know

23%

Yes

5% 67%

Cars needs mph front Whistle Stop drivers DuPont

28%

Listed below are a collection of common words and terms that were used in comments collected in
response to question 28. The larger the word appears, the more often it was used.

Cedar Mtn dangerous Rich Mountain Road cafe parking especially near Whistle NEaI safer
East Fork near whistle Stop WhiS’[IeStop past US siower traffic
Reasonover Road rich Mountain ke REASONOVET Post Office

Cascade Lake Rd seciion hlgh cascade lake road
Cedar MOU ntain many CUrVES cascade Lake peop|e

Cascade traffIC reduced H |g hway N area Reasonover Rd

Speed | | mlt Becky Mountain road know N O n e passing

Speed stretch I'IGEdS Dollar General See hazardous

InterseCtIOH narrow COI’T‘II ng whistle stop Hwy limited visibility

h|gh SpBEdS Also Don t knOW Mountains Road Rd straightaway

GreenVi”e Hwy limits mph sure blke Iane lower speed limit
Greenville Highway tast Sherwood Forest siow Whistle Stop Market front
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| Q29. Would you be in favor of a public transit alternative in the Cedar Mountain area?

Yes

No

| don’t Know

26%

45%

28%

Q30. Are you aware that Transylvania County currently provides a ride request service to the County's
general public, including those in the Cedar Mountain area?

Yes

No

28%

72%

Section Four: About You

The survey asked participants the following questions about themselves
Q31. Do you currently rent or own property in the Cedar Mountain area as it is defined by the
planning boundary?

Rent

Own

Neither

2%

69%

29%

Q32. How long

have you lived in or owned property in the Cedar Mountain area as it is defined by the

planning boundary (a map is located at the start of this survey)?

Never lived or

2
Under 5 years 5 to 9 years 10 to 19 years More tha@r20 RS .
years property in
Cedar Mtn.
19% 11% 19% 24% 25%
‘ Q33. If you own a residence in the Cedar Mountain area, on average how often do you reside there?
Doesn’t
Veard More About Less than onl own a
than half half the half the . ¥ Never residence
round occasionally .
ayear year year in Cedar
Mtn
48% 2% 5% 8% 4% 2% 30%

small area plan

Q34. Prior to participating in this survey, were you aware that an effort was being made to prepare a
for the Cedar Mountain area?

Yes

No

56%

44%

Section Five: Cedar Mountain Small Area Plan Progress

The survey asked participants the following questions about themselves
Q35. Do you believe the map above accurately depicts the Cedar Mountain area?

Yes

No

89%

11%

Q36. Please rate how strongly you AGREE or DISAGREE with the proposed Vision Statement as it has

been proposed

by the Cedar Mountain Small Area Committee written above.

Strongly . Neither Agree
Disagree Disagree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree
5% 5% 18% 50% 22%
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Section Six: Comments and Suggestions

The survey asked participants to provide any comment they felt appropriate for the development of
the plan.

Q37. Please provide any comments or suggestions you believe could benefit the Cedar Mountain
Small Area Planning Committee as they develop the community's first Small Area Plan.

Listed below are a collection of common words and terms that were used in comments collected in
response to question 37. The larger the word appears, the more often it was used.

many tourism part know Property scenic maintain service small zoning homes enjoy
local issues included small businesses COUNLY reduce USE slick Rock CONIrol signs

natural beauty environment PreéServe chain stores Thank support
commercial smail Area growth already built lighting Please beiieve

Keep envionmentat COMmercial development
bUSineSSES opportunities |IV6 etc people come

Communitycomminee Cedar MOU ntaln see

area...needgdevelopment i

plan N | ﬂg well DO”aI’ General Brevafd prO’[eC’[ us

will map think must Encou rage feel WOTrK concerned

Cedar Mountain area siore make require 00 less place change
naturaliets residents dont developed parking regulations bike lanes moved
consider Way land use alSo great Want number rural help mountain wwn new allow
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