
Williston Growth & Open Space Survey Results  

August 11, 2020 
 

Introduction 

The Planning Commission was asked by a group of Williston citizens concerned about the 
impacts of growth in town to consider requiring a minimum amount of open space in new 
subdivisions in the Residential Zoning District (RZD). Ensuing discussions at Planning 
Commission meetings have indicated that the growth of the town presents a broad array of 
challenges that extend beyond open space requirements and beyond the boundaries of the 
RZD.  

The Planning Commission wants to hear more from the citizens of Williston as they consider 
this proposal. 

This survey provides an opportunity for the public to weigh in on:   

1. the idea of requiring a minimum percentage of open space in new subdivisions in the 
RZD and 

2. desired development patterns and balancing a variety of town goals. 

 

The Planning Commission will discuss the survey results and draft bylaw amendments on 
August 18 from 7 to 9 pm. The meeting will be held virtually via Zoom: Zoom Meeting ID 158-
006-871 on zoom.us/join or 1-646-558-8656.  

 

For a comprehensive analysis of the results, please watch or read the staff 
presentation. It is posted on the August 18th agenda page as a PowerPoint 
recording.  

 

The meeting agenda, minutes, and meeting materials are posted to the webpage here: 
https://www.town.williston.vt.us/index.asp?Type=B_BASIC&SEC={6D755B09-B572-41A8-A4B2-
1C477992C91A}&DE={C5DC8164-37AC-4D36-BD06-FC6C69127E2B} 

  

https://www.town.williston.vt.us/index.asp?Type=B_BASIC&SEC=%7b6D755B09-B572-41A8-A4B2-1C477992C91A%7d&DE=%7bC5DC8164-37AC-4D36-BD06-FC6C69127E2B%7d
https://www.town.williston.vt.us/index.asp?Type=B_BASIC&SEC=%7b6D755B09-B572-41A8-A4B2-1C477992C91A%7d&DE=%7bC5DC8164-37AC-4D36-BD06-FC6C69127E2B%7d


Tell us about yourself 

Which gender do you identify with?  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is your age? 

Age Category  Count 
Under 18 2 
25-34 14 
35-44 56 
45-54 (median) 47 
55-64 43 
65-74 40 
75-84 12 
85+ 2 
Prefer not to say 5 
Grand Total 221 
 

How long have you lived in Williston? 

Median = 11 years (half of the respondents have lived in Williston for less than 11 years, and half for more 
than 11 years)  

 

Do you own or rent your home? 

Category Count 
Own 214 
Prefer not to say 2 
Rent 5 
Grand Total 221 

 

 

 

 

Employment & Commute (pre-COVID) 

Row Labels Count 
Commute outside of Williston 66 
Do not work, including retired 55 
Work from home 33 
Commute outside of Williston 
AND work from home 33 
Commute within Williston 24 
Commute within Williston AND 
work from home 8 
Other 2 
Grand Total 221 
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Number of years in Williston

Female 123 
Male  95 
Prefer not to say 3 
Non-binary  0 
Other  0 
Grand Total 221 



Map 1  

 

 

 

 



A quick tour of Williston's zoning... 
Williston can be broken up into 4 distinct areas, each with its own goals expressed in the Town Plan. 

 1. Non-Residential 
• Anticipated future development: industrial and heavy 
commercial uses. Most land is built-out so redevelopment is 
expected. Potential CSWD expansion or reuse of the Global 
Foundries site. Residential, retail, and most office uses are not 
desired or compatible here.  
• Infrastructure: Town water and sewer. Street network is 
mostly built out, path and sidewalk network will expand as land 
redevelops.  
• Zoning Districts: Industrial West (Avenues A, B, C, D), 
Industrial East (CSWD, Global Foundries), Gateway North (Eco Car 
Wash, James Brown Drive)  
 

2. Growth Center aka “Taft Corners” 

• Anticipated future development: the majority of Williston’s new 
residential, commercial/mixed-use growth. No land available to 
build a project as large as Finney Crossing. Expect medium and size 
scale infill projects between big box stores that reach towards the 
goal of a design-conscious, pedestrian-friendly, mixed-use 
development and redevelopment pattern. 

• The upcoming Form-Based Code project will address the design 
standards and development pattern of this area. Past  
developments are vehicle-oriented shopping areas, while newer 
developments are mixed-use projects with smaller grid streets and 
residential variety (apartments or townhomes). 

• Infrastructure: Town water and sewer. Street grid & sidewalk 
network expansion to improve vehicle and pedestrian movement. Also urban parks, pocket parks, 
and other pedestrian-oriented facilities. 

• Zoning Districts: Taft Corners (Finney Crossing, Maple Tree Place, REI); Mixed-Use Commercial 
(Wal-Mart, Home Depot);  Mixed-Use Residential (Cottonwood Crossing), Business Park (VTC, Blair 
Park) 

 

 
 
 
 
 



3. Outside Sewer Service Area  
 
• Anticipated future development: open space residential 

subdivisions with one- and two-family dwellings. When a parcel 
10.5-acres or larger is subdivided, 75% is set aside as open space. 
Beyond agriculture and forestry, allowed uses are limited. 
Conserved land and primitive trail easements are a main priority 
in this part of town.  

• Zoning Districts: Agricultural/ Rural Residential (ARZD)  
• Infrastructure: New public streets are rare, primarily private 

streets or shared driveways. Private wells and septic. Additions to 
the town sewer network when severe environmental mitigation is 
needed (septic failure; ex: Porterwood and Meadowridge). 
 

4. Sewer Service Area, Outside Growth Center  
Residential Zoning District 
• Anticipated future development: residential subdivisions similar, 

but not identical, to existing neighborhoods on handful of large 
acre parcels in the RZD. Some smaller development and 
redevelopment also expected. Existing businesses like Adams 
Farm Market, River Cove Vet, and Catamount Country Club would 
not be allowed if built today.  

• Infrastructure: Town water and sewer. Public and private street, 
sidewalk, and path connections as land develops to improve 
vehicle and pedestrian movement. Some parks and primitive trail 
easements.  

Village Zoning District  
• Anticipated future development: small commercial/residential mixed-use projects, adaptive reuse 

of historic buildings. The goal is a mixed-use vibrant center with commercial and civic uses, as well 
as historic preservation.  

• Infrastructure: Town water and sewer. Street and sidewalk network mostly built-out.  
Gateway South and West (around I-89 Exit 12 and Williston Road/Brownell Road intersection)  

• Anticipated future development: mixed-use commercial where residential is allowed but very 
limited. Adaptive reuse of existing commercial or residential buildings, some new build.  

• Infrastructure: Town water and sewer. Street network primarily built out, path and sidewalk 
connections as land redevelops.  

 

1. I understand the main 4 areas of Williston

 

 

 Count 
Strongly Agree 68 
Agree 126 
Neutral 21 
Disagree 5 
Strongly Disagree 1 
Grand Total 221 



What is the RZD? *Refer to Map 1* 
The Residential Zoning District (RZD) encompasses about 12% of the town's land area and includes 
many of Williston’s dwellings. The RZD excludes all nonresidential uses except for child care centers, 
places of worship, schools, and parks. The standards of development in the RZD permit a higher 
density of development than in the Agricultural/ Rural Residential Zoning District (ARZD, green on map) 
but lower than in other zoning districts within the Growth Center (red area on map).  

An important goal of the RZD is to encourage a more compact, diverse (housing unit type), and 
pedestrian-friendly pattern of residential development than the ARZD, while also protecting important 
open space resources. Currently, some amount of open space is required in the RZD but there is no 
minimum percentage required and open space amounts have varied. 

 

Where is the Residential Zoning District (RZD)? 

Referring to Map 1, the RZD is shown in orange with a black outline. The RZD is north of I-89 and 
mostly south of Mountain View Road. Some neighborhoods off of Route 2A and South Brownell Road 
are also in this zoning district.  

To explore the zoning district boundaries on the interactive map, go to the link below and click on the 
"Zoning and Overlay District" tab. If you have questions about using this map, call Melinda at 802-878-
6704 ext. 4.  

https://willistonvt.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=7c0580cbe97240119222f76faf
f86b1c 

 

2. I understand the information about the residential zoning district. 
 

 Count  
Strongly agree 74 
Agree 120 
Neutral 20 
Disagree 5 
Strongly disagree 2 
Grand Total 221 

 

 

 

 

 

https://willistonvt.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=7c0580cbe97240119222f76faff86b1c
https://willistonvt.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=7c0580cbe97240119222f76faff86b1c


What is open space? 
Open space is an area of land designated as permanently protected from future development, and 
contains important natural resources the town desires to protect such as; watershed protection 
buffers, significant wildlife habitat areas, wildlife corridors, unique natural communities, 
rare/threatened/endangered species, scenic viewsheds, and working lands. 

 

 

 

3. I understand the information about open space. 

Strongly agree 84 
Agree 106 
Neutral 24 
Disagree 6 
Strongly 
disagree 1 
Grand Total 221 

 

  



RZD: Goals & Impacts 
4. The town plan expresses the following goals of open space. What open space goals are most 
important to you?  

 

 

 
5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here: 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet.  
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6. There are several goals and standards that apply to development of the RZD. What 
categories are most important to you?  
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7. If you ranked "Other" above, please describe your answer here: 

First:  
• This district should have cycling friendly streets.   
• Create long distance trail connectivity across Williston and abutting towns.  See longer response 

above. 
 
Second:  

• It is important to me that Williston not become an Apartment" town.  We need single family 
affordable owner-occupied housing. 

 
Third:  

• freedom to develop the lands  
• I'm very concerned about how much ground is covered by any development. 
• more growth requires considerations like public school expansion 
• protect environment  
• Impact on the school system and traffic is CRITICAL to any planned developments. The school 

system must take an active role in taking part in the decision-making, not only as voluntary 
consultative role, but more active stakeholder role. Increase development will affect the school 
system. 

• The newest housing over by Guys farm and yard looks like future slums  I have heard they are 
very poorly built, very ugly, (looks like future slums), very little open space, no variety of 
housing types.  I thought Williston was suppose to be upscale from other suburbs, but these 
housing projects bring Williston down to their level. Totally against any other future 
developments neighborhoods with this type of housing.  This type of neighborhood will 
increase crime, educational cost, water and sewage cost etc. 

 
Listed as “other” but not ranked a top 3:  

• All these goals are important, it's how you are planning on using them that might be a problem 
• I care about it all. But I think williston is getting built up too much in the area near Taft corners 

and to the highway. I see no accompanying decrease in taxes. 
• Prefer no more building 
• i do not like the way this question forces you to only pick three 
• I dislike the trend of jamming as many units as possible into a parcel of land. People need some 

space, and I don't like how it looks. 
• We wanted city water, sewers, underground utilities and paved roads. 
• So many huge houses seem wasteful of resources to me, wasteful of energy, space, water. 

 
 

8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 



9. Several potential impacts of growth and development are listed here. What impacts 
are you most concerned about?  
(rank first second and third in order of importance) 
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10. If you ranked "Other" above, please describe your answer here: 

First:  

• Open space and nature/views 
• I'm not really concerned about any of these items relative to development of the RZD 
• Loss of open space and natural areas 
• None of those choices concern me 
• Same as above.  WIlliston needs to create and establish long distance recreational trail 

connectivity NOW before pending and future development make it very difficult  if not 
impossible to achieve the same. 

 
Second:  

• Architectural character • Loss of open space destroys the character and 
beauty of Williston. 

 
Third:  

• no other concerns 
• Loss of "small town" personality 
• I do NOT understand how we have constant development and yet our taxes continue to rise. 

Dont all those 
• Losing the rural character of the town 
• Light pollution 
• The number of traffic lights in such a congested area near Taft Corners. 
• If we are to be healthy diverse community, we need to have a variety of housing offered. 
• Aesthetics  
• our taxes are some of the highest in the state, which is very high ranking for the US in general.  

The job growth is not here because of the anti-business mentality of VT, so the middle class and 
the seniors are paying the brunt of taxes  If it were not for families here in Vt this state would 
loose many seniors. 

• Density. I hate to say it, but the Finney Crossing neighborhood is just too dense and lacks open 
space. Our nickname for it is "the ghetto". So sorry I did not participate in development review 
of that project. 
 

Listed as “other” but not ranked a top 3: 

• Frankly, I’m very concerned with all of the 
above. 

• Flawed question.  All of the above are 
impacted. 

• We should have a complete moratorium 
on new construction. Let's take a break 
from nonstop construction 

• It's hard to answer some of these not 
knowing the meaning behind them. It 
brings up questions. 

• ions. 
• Dysfunctional design of space. 
• Quality of life 
• There is an other related to lack of 

community 



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 

 

12. Do you have questions or comments about the RZD open space requirements? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 

 

13. Do you have comments about the impacts of growth and development on the    
RZD? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 
 

14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 
 

15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 

 

16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 

 

  



Exercise: Town-wide Development Preferences 
Situated in Chittenden County, within easy commuting distance of Vermont's major employers in the 
greater Burlington area, Williston has been a desirable place for people to build or purchase a home 
since its earliest residential subdivisions were carved out of former farmland in the 1960's. That 
ongoing desire forms the basis of the residential "development pressure" the town has been 
experiencing for the last 50 years and will continue to experience in the future. 

Development pressure, combined with a legal and constitutional framework that protects private 
property rights, means that some amount of new development will always be taking place in Williston. 
Within the legal constraints imposed on it by the US and Vermont Constitutions and Vermont state 
law, Williston does have the ability to shape the "where" and "how" of new growth somewhat, just not 
the "if."   

Understanding that some number of new dwelling units are likely to be constructed in Williston (the 
town currently plans for a maximum of 80/year and has averaged about 60/year over the last 20 
years), let's do an exercise to figure out how we could shape that future growth.... 

 

Exercise Instructions 

Part 1: You are now the town citizenry, Planning Commission and Selectboard. Your task is to set the 
future housing policies for Williston. In the following questions, you will decide:  

1. Development Rate  

2. Development Pattern 

3. Development Location  

Part 2: On August 18th, you'll see a summary of survey responses and learn how they stack up against 
previous and existing town development policies. We'll also dive into potential outcomes and costs 
associated with the survey choices. Don't worry if you can't attend; the meeting will be recorded. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Part 1 of 3. Development Rate 
You are now the citizenry, Planning Commission and Selectboard. Your task is to set the future housing 
policies for Williston as it relates to development rate. 

What is a dwelling unit? A dwelling unit, also referred to as a "unit," contains complete housekeeping 
facilities (kitchen, bathroom, bedrooms) for one household. 

 

17. How many residential units per year will you allow to build in Williston? 

Median response = 45 units per year   
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Part 2 of 3. Development Pattern  
*Refer to Transect Zone images attached* 
You are the citizenry, Planning Commission and Selectboard. Your task is to set the future housing 
policies for Williston as it relates to development pattern. Read about the transect zones (types of 
development), then make a decision.  

 

18. There are 100 units poised for future development. The units are broken out into groups of 10. 
You, as the policymaker, must assign each group a development pattern type, including the option of 
“T1 Don’t Build” which reduces the total number of units constructed. For example, you select “T5 
Urban Center" for 5 groups and “T1 Don't Build" for 5 groups. The result is 5 groups (50 units) 
constructed in “T5 Urban Center” design pattern. The remaining 5 groups (50 units) in “T1 Don’t Build” 
are now prohibited from being constructed. 

 
This is an average of all 221 responses:  
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Transect Zones: Patterns of Development 

 

 

 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 



Part 3 of 3. Development Location 
*Refer to Map 1 Attached*  
You are the citizenry, Planning Commission and Selectboard. Your task is to set the future housing 
policies for Williston as it relates to development location.  

 
19. There are 100 units poised for future development. The units are broken out into groups of 10. 
There are 3 areas of town where the units may be built (see map above). You, as the policymaker, must 
assign each group to one of the three areas. For example, selecting growth center for all 10 groups 
means all 100 of new units are located in that part of town, and no units are built in the other areas. 
Note: the blue area is not an option because residential is not allowed or compatible in the industrial 
zoning districts. 

 
 This is an average of all 221 responses:  
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Comments & Questions: 
20. Will you attend the Planning Commission's virtual meeting on Tuesday, August 18 at 7:00 pm? 

 
Maybe 122 
Yes 44 
No 53 
No answer  2 
Total 221 

 

21. Would you like to attend a test meeting to practice using Zoom? 

Zoom is free to the public and does not require registration or log-in. Zoom can be accessed on 
 a smartphone, computer, or telephone. There are several ways to access if your computer does 
 not have a speaker, microphone, or webcam. 

Yes 11 
No 206 
No answer  4 

 

22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 
 

16. Do you have any other questions or comments for the Planning Commission to    
       consider at their virtual meeting on August 18? 

 See long answers attached at end of this packet. 

  



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Having nature areas is crucially important to our future especially our children’s. It is also extremely beneficial 
to our health.  
It is our duty to take care of wildlife, provide a space for them even in the face of needing to build homes for 
ourselves. Outdoor recreation is one of the reasons I reside in Vermont, but would never take place over 
protecting wildlife habitats.  
Difficult to farm/forest in the RZD as it is almost all developed at this point. If not then it will be cut and 
deforested anyways when crews arrive. Best is to keep an area as much as possible for wildlife habitats, 
second not to destroy views with telephone poles/wires as that detracts from essence of VT landscape and 
third would be outdoor usage. Plenty of usage as of now at different facilities.  
I choose to live in this town and state because I prefer to look at and live within open spaces and forested 
land, not concrete, medium and large scale commercial, retail, and residential developments or traffic. 
Natural vistas and wildlife are essential elements of why it is a desirable place to live.  I believe it is important 
to protect some degree of agricultural land to maintain this important aspect of Vermont's history and 
heritage.   
I think a balance is necessary  
My primary goal is to protect wildlife from being impacted by the rampant housing development occurring in 
Williston.  
Watershed health and preserving prime agricultural land are the most important for securing a sustainable 
future. 
I think protecting our impaired waterways/watersheds and wildlife habitat should be at the top of the list 
when considering granting building permits. Our waterways are not going to clean themselves. Adding more 
development that could impact the waterways needs to be very carefully considered. Also, as we continue to 
build, more and more wildlife is displaced forcing animals into smaller territories or to roam in backyards 
where people consider them pests or nuisances. 
We value Williston for its open recreation space and mountain views as well as protecting wildlife 
the space should be useful and not restricted to the maximum degree 
There needs to be more space given for each house, minimum 2-5 acres for each new house. More 
sidewalks/bike paths for people to be able to get around. 
Keep a sense of rural nature around us 
Any view is important - we should not be met with a building every where you look in Taft Corners. I now see 
less and less view when driving in Williston - Finney Crossing now obliterates any view, Healthy Living is built 
right on top of Route 2, a new hotel is being crammed in near the post office, Cottonwood Crossing - no more 
view.  Wildlife habitat is declining with all the growth.  Not very square inch of Williston needs a building or 
home on it.  As someone who moved here in 1990 the unbridled growth and approval has overwhelmed 
every aspect of living here. 
All 4 goals are important--difficult to prioritize---Williston is overbuilt so necessary to preserve as much open 
space as possible.  
Since we moved to Williston, the open spaces are disappearing every year---very important to maintain the 
open spaces that still exist. 
We need to guard and protect what's left of our natural assets in the wake of all of the development in recent 
decades. 
All are important, but I believe the reality of Williston's location in Chittenden County means 
agriculture/forestry has mostly had to shift further out from Burlington. But many of us choose to live in VT 
for the easy connection to nature and being able to recreate outside close to home, and enjoy views that are 
not blocked by manmade structures.   



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Finney crossing and the density of development is awful with no green landscaping.  Hope to never see 
anything built like that.  Need less density. 
I want the most undeveloped land possible in Williston!  No more clogging up Williston with development! 
Preservation of natural resources in the face of strong development pressure.  
We need to protect wildlife and watershed areas for our children and grandchildren 
I never want to be displacing wildlife, or taking away from the enjoyment of the wonderful space we live in.  
There appears to be a fourth option missing above. 
We must support our farmers. Many of them have invested in their farms across generations and face 
constant pressure to develop. Even those that are not in developable land may tell you their lands have been 
devalued and downzoned while those around them have been upzoned, with no compensation or fairness to 
them. Making it easier for farms to be successful is critical.  
They are ALL important.  The ranking would differ in different zoning districts, so I'm not sure what to say.  For 
instance, Agriculture/Forestry is first in Ag/Rural district, but behind the others in RZD.  I've done my best to 
rate across districts. 
Modern lawns do not provide adequate wildlife pathways. 
I would like the town to retain some of the "Vermont Culture" that has a small town feel close to accessible 
outdoor recreation. Other towns, like South Burlington, have largely lost that and people are coming to 
Williston and Hinesburg to find it. Having an open space requirement keeps the mountain views that are 
prevalent and helps create more breathing room to enjoy being outside with each other. I'm not a huge fun of 
multi-unit dwellings, but I understand this wouldn't change that. However, it would hopefully keep some 
sense of a smaller town and hopefully not lose the identity of VT's natural environment.   
we need bees, etc, to grow food; and up the chain is critical as well 



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Creation and maintenance of outlets for improved outdoor recreation and trail connectivity are extremely 
important to me (and to many other fellow Willistonians that I know and share recreational trail time with).  
While there are existing trails, it is very disappointing to see so much disgruntled separation of trail uses and 
missed opportunities for increased trail connectivity.  Rather than creating separate, small, isolated trail 
systems that cater to each specific user group (walkers here, dogs there, mountain bikers over their, 
snowmobiles here etc) I would like to see the town move strongly in the direction of promoting long distance 
connectivity of existing and new trail systems, greater tolerance of shared use by multiple user groups -- 
including working with neighboring towns to explore trail expansion opportunities.  Great recreational trails 
bring great recreational spending and support of local businesses.  They make Williston a healthy community 
and desirable place to live.  Williston may need to "think outside of the Williston box" to achieve bigger / 
better goals.  For example, (i) is anyone working on connecting Five Tree Hill trails all the way through Mud 
Pond and down to Lake Iroquois?  The physical trails exist - making them formally available to multiple shared 
user groups would be a huge asset for this community.  Think big.  Can we achieve a Shelburne Pond to 5 Tree 
to Mud Pond to Lake Iroquois trail system for multiple recreational users by 2023?  (ii) Look at all the trail 
building in Richmond that is creating a leading example of mountain bike mecca for local and regional 
tourism?  Why isn't Williston tapping into this, working with Fellowship of the Wheel to connect Mud Pond 
with all the trail systems in/around Fays Corner in Richmond (e.g. Chamberlin Hill, Cemetery Road, Magee Hill 
Road and Hinesburg Town Forest networks)?  Look at trailforks app for clear picture.  There's so much 
opportunity here to be part of a multi-town recreational trail network that Williston does not appear to be 
taking advantage of.  To my thinking the easiest opportunity for long distance recreational connectivity would 
be along existing trails from Five Tree Hill to Mud Pond to Lake Iroquois.  The town should focus on 
developing this as a multi-use trail system and long distance "open space".  Really saddens my heart to walk 
the existing trail signs and see all the "no X users here" signs about. Kind of kills the peace and enjoyment of 
experience. The short of it is that the Town should tolerate less user-specific demands/complaints and greatly 
increase long distance opportunities for multi-use trail systems that tolerate a diversity of recreational users.  
That is where there is BIG opportunity to create something very unique and supportive of the local economy.  
Let's do it!  I think vast majority of Willistonians are tolerant and respectful trail users who are capable of 
"sharing" a diversity of uses - particularly if in so doing it gains long distance recreational access.  Let's not let 
a few Eeyore curmudgeons, intent on souring shared use, be a stick in the mud that prevents a greater vision 
from taking shape :)  
More space for people to enjoy nature and it promotes wellnes. 
We should not force wildlife out of their natural habitat with over development 
this is a densely populated area of williston, therefore i believe the town residents should have first priority 
for access to recreate and use the open space designated 
Ag/forestry is now only an anecdotal opportunity, tenable only on a few parcels. Dairy is not really relevant 
anymore although many ag usage regs/incentives/restrictions seem oriented toward that. Repurposed ag 
spaces (berries, hay production, non-dairy livestock, orchard, xmas tree, all done as small home business, not 
working farm) should be protected, incentivised and valued.  Working landscape is better than proscribed 
development. Town should create incentives for open space protection by landowners, inclusive of above 
'new ag' but also passive recreation, non-ag livestock (horsefarms, etc), etc, etc..  Working landscape is the 
ONLY realistic way to protect space.  It is not realistic or fair to prioritize protected public use (or impose town 
priorities) on private lands, but leave entire costs of that private open space management to landowners.   All 
imposed public benefit derived from private land (protecting viewshed, wildlife habitat, etc) should likewise 
be associated with some level of quid-pro-quo to landowner. 
prevent sprawl 



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Plan and implement commercial and residential areas to save as much open space as possible to protect 
quality of life, habitat, and environment.  
We need to think first about preserving our natural environment  
Development should not destroy animal habitats or watershed health.  It’s been disturbed enough  
Selfishly, I would have ranked my own recreation and preservation of views higher, but the health of the land 
is much more important.  
Open space should primarily be used to protect ecology and offset affects of human activity on the natural 
environment.  
Watershed health is important for the health of the residents of the entire town 
Views and access to safe walking are my top two.  Agriculture gets third slot because, frankly, I have lost 
patience with the over-focus on wildlife and making sure that critters - as special and important as they are - 
get what they need before the good of a community is considered.  I value wildlife, but not over all else.  
Unfortunately, the national save-the-[name your critter here] mentality causes a serious knee-jerk counter 
reaction for me. 
This really depends on where the open space is located.  My answer in priorities reflects harmony with 
nature:  wildlife was here first and is needed (both animals/insects and natural ecological diversity of plants) 
for overall health of our world (including humans), agriculture is critical as it promotes our self-sustainability 
as a community, and, finally, being outside in the natural world allows people to harmonize their own inner 
lives, which ultimately leads to greater satisfaction internally and is seen in more harmony in society.  These 
are important priorities that put the natural rhythm of thousands of years of human life, and millions of years 
of other life on Earth, in perspective with the desire to grow, and expand human community.  We are either in 
harmony with ancestry and what we have learned as a species, or we are odds with nature.  If we choose 
money and "growth" over what works in terms of nature, we will pay a heavy price in terms of conflict, 
competition, and over-development in various ways. 
The environment matters to me, and with that protected I care about the aesthetics of a residential area.  
Recreation is important, but not at the expense of the first 2 things. 
It is important that we protect the habitats of animals that have made Williston their home long before we 
started creating these unimaginative, and expensive, communities all over. 
We need to do more to protect wildlife and ensure we are doing minimal damage to habitats. We also need 
to focus on quality of life and health and allowing for outdoor recreation space is part of this.  
So much of what makes Vermont special is the open air and open space. The association with Williston is - 
"atleast all the developement is getting packed there and isn't getting spread everywhere". 
More local trails will promote a healthy population.  Mountain biking, walking, hiking, running, snowshoeing, 
skiing...  
Connecting community with each other and the outdoors 
No. More. Housing. More of it will ruin Williston.  
There has been more wildlife activity (bears, bobcats, etc.) in neighborhoods within the RZD now that 
additional developments have disrupted their previous habitats 
Recreation is important because it allows residents to enjoy their own town, but there's a happy medium 
when it comes to nature paths vs paved paths.  We want to live in a beautiful town and find the need for 
balance between rural and urban could be a slippery slope, so agriculture matters.  We care about the wildlife 
but also feel they will relocate if needed.  What are these "important views" you speak of? 
I always place safety first in any decision I make (I see protecting the watershed as one of those); second is 
always maintaining property value which i believe is enhanced by the access to outdoor activities (enhances 
quality of life).  



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Williston has some beautiful vistas, and I hope open space goals would maintain these if part of a designated 
open space area.  I am a recreational user of Williston's extensive trails and bike paths and feel these are 
important to expand when considering open space goals, as long as the cleanliness of environment is 
maintained.  I would like to see wildlife habitat maintained in specific areas, but feel that sometimes progress 
will sometimes alter these habitat locations.  However, would like to see this minimized, if possible. 
I don't think forestry should be given as a priority. 
I believe there was too much building already allowed in Finney Crossing and there needs to be more 
attention given to wildlife habitat and non harmful recreation areas. 
We need to protect wildlife & the land first. Then think about recreation. It's so important to plan for 
protection of wildlife and land otherwise we lose both to overpopulation which is what we're seeing in 
Williston today. We lose what makes Williston a desirable place to live. 
We live in Vermont because of wildlife habitat and protecting watershed and Lake Champlain.  
Sustainablility 
Current development crowds everything on the edge of the roads, a visit to MA will show that's a bad idea.  it 
leaves no room to expand when traffic increases and leaves all developed areas very claustrophobic and 
crowded.  
We are a rural state, and views are part of being a rural state.  I don't want to see a cityscape here.  As a rural 
state, I also want to have easy access to recreation and to see wildlife. 
I honestly think they are all important but am responding in relation to what I feel  needs to be present in the 
residential zoning areas 
Development is disrupting habitats and wildlife is increasingly forced into neighborhoods. Want to keep wild 
areas wild. 
All of above are important to me and it is difficult to rank.  
The current growth pattern of development is encroaching  on all of the above. 
Watershed health is a priority for me, having access to passive rec is one of the high points of living in VT; I 
don't see the need for protecting agriculture and forestry and important views in the RZD but I picked 
ag/forestry as the third over views. 
Agriculture is not a priority, there is plenty of space for that elsewhere in Vermont. But preserving some 
woods between developments adds character, local recreation and wildlife habitat. Good examples of 
desirable forestry: west of Brennan Woods and south of Montain View; north of Central School Park. 
Maintaining our viewsheds and wildlife habitat while promoting agriculture and/or forestry. 
Should be more open hunting opportunities 
I don't quite understand "Protecting Important View", so I couldn't rank it. I do think it is very important to 
protect habitat, wildlife and much of the forest that we benefit from. 
The recreation piece is enhanced by the other two, but having trails and places to walk, bike, boat are one of 
the biggest benefits of living in Williston 
As a retiree, passive recreation is very important.  It is one of the reasons we decided to build here near the 
bike path and town buildings.  Watershed and wildlife habitat preservation are essential and one of the 
reasons we owed to Vermont.  Protecting important views capes led us to select our lot and house design 
because we can view the whole mountain vista from Mt.Mansfield to Camel’s Hump.  Agriculture and forestry 
are certainly essential to balance the town, just not our choice for location. 



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Watershed health is important to our quality of life in Williston and in Vermont.  We all need clean water and 
waterways.  Maintaining wildlife habitat directly impacts our quality of life.  I believe we need to live lightly on 
the land. 
 
Agriculture is the norm in Vermont.  Local farms are a great source of good, clean food for all of us.  Forestry 
goes hand in hand with wildlife habitat and watershed  health and management. 
 
Passive recreation is something most of us enjoy, but it is not my first priority.  If we take care of the first two 
priorities, this one will naturally follow. 
 
Protecting important views is nebulous.  Most everyone will be concerned with their view.  While folks may 
have purchased a home, in part because of the view, there needs to be an overall consistent approach to 
establish a definition of "Important Views" and  the protection of them.  I believe the other three goals have 
priority in open space management. 
Need to keep wildlife corridors if possible and protect watersheds 
Open space should be a top priority in Williston. 
Vermont's water quality in watersheds, rivers, and lakes is abysmal. Compared to other states, we are in the 
bottom 5. We need to start caring about this 
Really interested in Williston preserving some of its ruralness and not turning into south Burlington. Its why 
we moved here instead of SB where I grew up 
Since we moved here 8 years ago, almost every open space other than the golf course has been built upon. 
This is impacting the wetlands and wildlife. We also moved here enjoy nature and outdoor recreational 
activities which are very important to us.  
We are encroaching and polluting all the wildlife spaces all for the sake of collecting more money through a 
tax base. 
I don't fully understand why pretty much all development in the town has be north of I-89. I see that part of 
this is likely due the fact that there isn't any sewer and water down in that part of town,  and I've talked with 
some people with experience in this area that say that the idea is to compress the development together so 
that you keep more open space generally. But to me, it seems like if we had created four Finney Crossings 
spread out all across the land space of Williston, the town overall would not look as overdeveloped and 
"sprawly" as it does now.  
Vermont is thought of as a state in touch with nature and open natural spaces. Being closed in does not 
reflect this. People need access to outdoor space. It will also improve the sense of community if there is a 
common space to gather and play. 
We live in an ecosystem and our activities can disrupt it to our detriment. Protecting the local ecosystems 
must be a primary goal. If our ecosystem is unlivable, so is Williston. Agriculture and forestry are important 
industries in Vermont and an ideal thing about Williston is that we still have quite a bit of both. Passive 
recreation is a big draw for Vermont and so is important economically and for mental health. While I'd love to 
protect our view because we have some great ones, it's not as important as the other three items. 
Highest priority is opportunity for recreating including walking, running, and mountain biking on trails 
The quality of our water is very important (not as much concerned about wildlife - they'll adapt).  Having open 
space that can be used for recreation is a great perk and adds the quality of life in Williston. 
This area is already mostly built out so the affects on wildlife habitat and watershed health will not change 
much by increasing open space.  Ag/Forestry are not primary goals in this district.  However, passive 



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
recreation is important in the most dense districts.  And, important views are important for the value of the 
real estate and for providing a desirable community culture. 

It's hard to answer these goals without knowing the meaning behind them. If you have an plan you can take a 
answer to prove your point. 
I don't want to see Williston become more suburban sprawl that destroys the rural character and the views of 
the surrounding mountains. I believe it is important to keep plenty of open spaces for both human and 
wildlife usage. 
We now know that humans depend on wildlife from insects to amphibians to larger animals and the plants 
and water sources that support all this life all being supported.  We can not thrive if we do not take care of 
the entire environment and that means significant respect for the needs of our non-human life forms that we 
share the earth with. 
Each of these open space goals are very important, difficult to rank them as they are all simultaneous benefits 
of open space.  
All 4 are important and I find it hard to rank them.  We need to slow down growth.  There is too much vehicle 
traffic and not enough well thought out development encouraging more biking, walking etc.  A good example 
is the catamount golf course redevelopment. It is TOO BIG.  We need to know if our schools, roads, 
emergency services can handle all of this added development.  
Watershed health is more important to me than wildlife habitat.  These pieces of open space within villages 
are limited in the type of wildlife they support. 
We have tremendous business here in town at this point, we need more recreation. Bring our town together, 
a pool to congregate, etc. 
Williston has beautiful open fields with wonderful views and I hope the town remains that way for years to 
come. 
We need to preserve the Vermontness 
Of Williston and not allow it to continue to progress as if it’s any suburban town in the any state  
I feel that the agricultural/forest  areas have received minimal planning attention and are at risk. 
I think it's very important to preserve open space, so that there is room to "breathe" in a community, and 
quiet areas where residents can connect with nature and recenter themselves. 
Protecting our environment is the first thing. It will keep us healthier and happier. 
Based on the map, I believe it is important to prioritize passive recreation in our town. There is not a lot of 
options for entertainment in the state. 
would have liked to be able to rank some equally. ag, forestry, habitat and views are equally important.  Rec is 
least. 
I'm more concerned with wildlife than I am with human use except when it comes to agriculture. Vermont 
farms are part of what makes this state as wonderful as it is. 
We’re losing too much open space near the Brennan woods area. Too much congestion getting from there to 
the highway, and it looks bad. Also introduces more crime.  
I want to make sure that the area is not overdeveloped which impacts wildlife and the environment.  By 
focusing on keeping agricultural space and protecting views, you will get passive recreation space which is 
dwindling quickly in this area.  Basically, I do not want to see this area become wall-to-wall suburban 
development. 
Of course, views are important too, but the other 3 have specific impacts on humans, animals, and the 
environment generally. 



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
I chose protecting views first because it seems likely that if you are protecting views it would be difficult to 
build on the same space. I also believe that leaving land open and available for passive recreation lends itself 
to being protected from mass development, but still allows for enjoyment. We all know how important 
wildlife habitat is for the greater ecosystem.   
Natural wildlife is key to preserve. 
habitat fragmentation and environmental protection of our water is paramount. having space for walking, 
biking, etc is important to me. preserving the view of the gems of our state, where we can view them, are 
worth protecting. Open space allows us to preserve the integrity of our town as a quiet and peaceful place to 
live and not a bustling, busy, noisy town. 
Passive recreation is most important to me because it's one of the main draws of Williston, and improves the 
value of owning land in this town. By providing passive recreation other traits will be preserved, including 
views and wildlife habitat.  
Wildlife protection is important (was they're space originally) beyond that people's needs are less important 
especially aesthetics 
We are lucky to live in such a beautiful, forested state that supports outdoor recreation. Therefore, we must 
do all we can to protect the wildlife, the open valleys, forested land, and the mountain tops. 
I would like to see the open spaces remain open. 
Wildlife have no place to go without providing space for them. 
I want walking / biking from my home 
Most important to provide wildlife and water flow opportunities to prevent animal/human interactions 
(deadly) and to prevent flooding. Ag & forestry are very important but not critical in the town of Williston 
Walking and running can be a challenge in some communities due to traffic. Not enough bike path 
connections for residents to safely move about.  
If we preserve forestry, wildlife, then we would as a consequence protect important nature views. 
It'd be nice to keep some country in Williston. Private property should never be forced to provide recreation 
for people who don't live there. Therefore "passive recreation" is only for whoever lives there anyway.  
there should be areas of recreation within walking distance to residential areas,  ie. hiking.  Many pet owners 
would very much like to see an off leash dog park in Williston. We are unhappy that dogs are not permitted at 
the Catamount Rec. Area! 

Would enjoy a better, more robust trail system through town that would allow bikers and runners to avoid 
roads 
Some rural aspects still exist in this area .By protecting wildlife habitat an the watershed, open space would 
be kept for recreation  and view sheds that are rapidly disappearing.  
I don’t think views are as important in that list of four choices. 
Watershed and wildlife protection/ health is an important part of the health of the whole ecosystem. I believe 
it’s important to think long term (ie 100 years from now) about our impacts on the land. 
Vermont is at its best when Vermonters can enjoy nature. If we can accommodate a growing population while 
also preserving ample opportunities and areas for outdoor recreation, that will be a win. 
There is so much development happening currently that is taking away wildlife habitat and 
agriculture/forested areas that Williston today looks nothing like the Williston I fell in love with 20 years ago. I 
would like to see much of what little open space remains to be left undeveloped. 
Wildlife must be protected.  
I love outdoor recreation  



5. Explain your ranking of open space goals, or provide other comment about open 
space here:  
Agriculture and open space AR an important part of the heritage of the area. Growth is natural and normal, 
but should strongly and deliberately take into account the heritage that attracted many of us here in the first 
place. 
They're all important and it was tough to rank them. 
I want more open spaces! 
I prefer more more space dedicated to outside activity. 
ag/forestry are all but gone here in Williston. Land is already protected 
You need agriculture/forest land or you are not in Vt, watershed health is extremely important as the climate 
changes have dramatically increased.  Recreation is needed to keep young people active and interested in 
conservation  Views are always welcoming, but if we have to grow, then we have to pick our fights.  I also 
highly recommend more commercial/industrial be allocated nearest to I-89.  Putting any residential near the 
highway would later having to install sound barriers that are ugly and very expensive to the tax base. 
With all the new building preserving recreational access to the land is so important for many as is keeping our 
views protected so that all can enjoy them. 
Williston has great views and the town should do all it can to preserve them and prevent them from being 
obstructed by development.  Outdoor recreation is also of utmost importance and having open land to use for 
this purpose. 
We need more places to get out and walk as well as preserve the ones that we currently have.  
I want to maintain wildlife and watershed health.  
I wish williston was more walk/bike friendly 
For the health, mental and physical, of residents the above features are necessary 
By protecting wildlife habitat and watershed health, we also gain areas for passive recreation. They are not 
mutually exclusive. Protecting agriculture and forestry is also important and could provide opportunities for 
passive recreation.  I fear we have already lost the battle on views. New development along Route 2 (near 
Finney Crossing is too close the road. The lack of appropriate setbacks from the road has possibly already 
destroyed some views. What a shame! 
Actually, ALL of these are critical 
As the population grows we must provide space for outdoor activities to help maintain a peaceful 
stmosphere. 
we need to be preserving wildlife/natural resources 
Walking is important  
Preserving agricultural land is very important and once it is built over there is no return, and the same with 
wildlife habitat, we are seeing now with the NorthRidge development...over the spring and early summer 
there were many wildlife species; i.e. bobcat and coyotes moving around the residential subdivisions after 
their habitats were destroyed by the development. 
Needs to be a minimum designated size of protected parcels, and home building densities.  
Buying development rights so Siple could continue to farm is good. Having open land next to muddy brook to 
improve water quality is good. Passive Recreation -NO. Protecting views- NO.  

 

  



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
I believe the development that has been allowed is sub-par. The buildings have been built with very little 
attention paid to how they will hold up long term or create healthy living environments. Carpenters and 
contractors have explained how the foundations and materials are cheep and shoddy.  This means our 
downtown areas are going to digress quickly and little will be done about it because of its size.  
I personally hate ticky tacky houses.  
I would like to see homes that are well made with quality being more important then quantity.  

We can reduce pollution by providing a means of commuting via walking or biking. Current infrastructure 
makes this difficult unless in the red development zone. The number of units = more families. Our traffic 
patterns and schools are already congested with the current population.  

Open spaces is primary as that allows for watershed/wildlife habitat and natural area for human enjoyment. 
Proper infrastructure for pedestrians is second as there is fairly well connected systems within developments 
that could be improved to form a larger network to increase usage and less road traffic usage for safety. Third 
is variety of housing both in form of architectural style that conforms to VT aesthetics but also to have 
availability for low income eligibility to middle income to promote diversity in Williston which is lacking 
compared to surrounding towns.  

See above answer for importance of open space.  Number of dwelling units and neighborhood layout is 
important because the many large scale residential, commercial, retail and mixed use developments threaten 
to soon change Williston's character from that of a town, to that of a city. 

Street connectivity is most important keep as much traffic as possible off the main roads.Variety of design and 
eye pleasing layouts. Mixed housing important 

There must be more affordable housing and Section 8 eligible housing in Williston. All people deserve an 
opportunity to live here 
Williston is often viewed as an expensive place to live.  If we are to have a diverse population in town then 
affordable housing is of prime importance.  Livable communities require open space but there needs to be 
connectivity to make those spaces accessible. 

1 - obvious, 2 - cookie cutters are unappealing, variation is appealing, 3 - freedom 

Definitely need more space and varying houses- not all 2 story houses and affordable for all.  

Keeping land open to preserve a more rural environment 
The number of dwellings currently allowed on parcels is too many; there needs to be less dwellings and more 
open space so again, not every square inch of ground and view is taken up by a building.  More and more 
traffic is being generated - our roads are at capacity.  Our taxes never go down despite all this growth - only up 
because of the growth. 

Again, preserving as much open space as is possible is of utmost importance.  
As previously mentioned, Williston needs to maintain the open spaces that currently exist. The new 
developments in town all look the same---we need to also diversify any development that is approved.  



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
We need to value visual appearance and aesthetics more highly than in the recent past, and make Williston 
more pedestrian, bicycle and public transportation friendly.  

Open space provides some "breathing room" in developments, and have path connectivity encourages fewer 
car trips (at least that's the goal). 
Less density with more open, landscaped space in RZD development. 
I want the maximum amout of undeveloped land in Williston! 
What happened to affordable housing?! I don't agree at all with the number of units allowed per area. This 
board seems to want ALL fields full of houses 
Maintain open space while providing adequate number of affordable units 
It's my opinion of my preference! 
Many families can not afford to live in VT 
We need to keep price points in mind while also not crowding the spaces that we have now.  

The RZD should remain less dense than the growth center (with less dwelling units and much smaller 
buildings). Large apartment buildings that obstruct the views should be prohibited. The neighborhood designs 
should mirror many of the previous developments and keep the nature of the RZD vs placing requirements 
that will force high density living. Williston is a suburb in a rural state and people who choose to live here do 
not want city living. We should prioritize making Williston a good place to raise a family and ensure that what 
we do benefits the current residents of Williston and retains their home values. The current residents priorities 
should be our major concern as they are the people paying taxes.  

I support efficiency in design. If we're already going to cut down the trees, put in the roads, impact the land, 
make it efficient, usable, and affordable. I encourage Williston to pursue increased affordability. The stock of 
housing available to families earning under the median income is nearly non-existent.  

Ouch!  (C.F. Which child will you give up?) 
It would be nice to see more intentional single-family dwelling neighborhoods developed instead of large-scale 
multi-unit complexes. Large-scale multi-units makes sense for Tafts Corner, but I'd prefer to be surrounded by 
neighborhoods that value open space and are still connected to the community in the RZD. I understand 
affordability is an issue and hope that more affordable single-family units could be built instead of piling 
people on top of each other.  

poor question, sorry 
Williston is densely populated town (by VT standards).  Opportunities for open space preservation and creation 
of interconnected long distance recreational trails will dissappear in the next decade as more and more 
development occurs.  Take the opportunity to demand more open space and greater trail connectivity now (e.g 
recreational trail rights of way) before it is too late and/or much more difficult and costly to achieve the same 
going forward.  

None of the new housing is actually affordable here.  We have a combined income of $80K and have five kids. 
We’ve been renting, and will finally own a home soon. However, all we could afford is a condo. Family of 7.  

Parks and open spaces are important to maintain 
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the current street and path layout of the RZD is terrible and unacceptable.  With the crazy amount of building 
that has taken place, the town needs to put 1000x more effort into building and connecting these 
neighborhoods via open space pathways and car-free connectors.  

Affordable housing should be integrated in every neighborhood. No neighborhood should be monolithic in 
terms of the housing need/market it serves (examples southridge, porterwood).  Every neighborhood should 
include open space, recreational infrastructure (connected trails) and accessible nonvehicular transportation 
pathways  (not rudimentary hiking paths) linking to public transportation.  Family and workplace dynamics, an 
aging population, and increasingly indebted younger generations point to a MUCH larger role for accessory 
dwellings than our current comp plan and zoning has anticipated.  Streamlining this, alone, could have an 
important impact on many socioeconomic , workforce, rental market (including affordable stock) and 
demographic realities that are very different than our last comp plan anticipated.  

these olaces are around for 100 years, make them nice and an asset to the town 

Keeping open space (a park, trees) adjacent to Finney Crossing, Union Bank, Home Life Hotel would be 
wonderful for the community and its appearance.  Creative and interesting architectural design would be an 
improvement.  Affordability for seniors and middle income.  Not everyone can afford $400,000+ condos  

We need open space to preserve our natural environment  
I just think that having connected open spaces for walking, biking, and the support of wildlife and forests 
makes for a healthier and more desirable community. 

We have too many multi unit apartment buildings already.  We don’t need more.  

In Chittenden County, affordability always needs to be in the top 3. Bikeable streets and connectivity are 
becoming more important with interest in biking on the rise. I will be bike commuting to Colchester several 
days per week in bike riding friendly months, and right now, the connectivity is do-able, but could be better 
with a bike lane on Mountainview. 

Layout of new development is key here 
Our resources are finite so the population/density must not overtax them 
Connectivity gets top slot because if you can't efficiently get from Here to There, none of the other stuff 
matters.  Architectural design is two because it would be a real shame to see some ultra modern structure go 
up in a pretty traditional town that has nice "small town" feel despite its +/-10,000 residents.  Affordability is 
third; I see the desperate LACK of affordable housing as a very serious blight on the state of Vermont.  I also 
recognize that Williston can't cure the entire state's ills by building only affordable housing.  It would just be 
good if we kept our head and didn't *only* build expensive housing. 
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Again, this depends on the circumstances and location I think.  Affordability is critical but as it stands now, it 
appears builders are using this as a way to over develop/over crowd property with homes and ultimately make 
more money themselves.  It is not really about "affordable" housing which supports people in many life 
circumstances economically, it is about MAKING MONEY for developers.  Making new development with 
enough room for people to have space, yet be part of a community is critical as well, so the number of units 
comes into play.  And connectivity by foot/bike/vehicle are all critical if people are to access the broader 
community in meaningful ways.  When we are treated respectfully (not given the poorest quality homes that 
are over-crowded that are called "affordable") people will naturally be respectful in return (and we will attract 
people who are looking for a hand up not a hand out--what you put out returns 10-fold!).  Same is true on the 
other side.  If we allow developers to manipulate the system to make more money and in the process give 
people who need a hand up, just another low quality home, Williston will reap the consequences of people 
being manipulated, marginalized, and taken advantage of.  Williston deserves to set standards that are 
respectful of everyone, at every price point.  Even if builders CAN get away with things, it does not mean they 
should and we are to turn a blind eye because they dotted all the i's and crossed all the t's.  We can think with 
our hearts not just our pocket-books, and heads.  Just because it CAN be done doesn't mean is SHOULD be 
done. 

I don't understand exactly what is meant by some of them and based on the maps I couldn't tell for sure where 
my development is or how it might be impacted by future growth in other areas.  I tried the interaction map 
and could find other neighborhoods but mine was not identified so I only have a general sense of how the 
entire RZD might affect my area. 

Williston has become unaffordable for locals. That is a major shame.  
There are too many dwellings being built or being planned in the RZD already.  Our town facilities (schools, 
parks and rec, playgrounds, lack of community and/or senior center, etc.) cannot support this rate of growth.  

Growing up in the suburbs of a major city, densely populated housing is not foreign to me, and there can be 
good flow throughout, however there must be the proper infrastructure. Current arterials (2 and 2A) have no 
room for expansion for more lanes (my neighbors house is only a couple feet from the road) which is what 
would be required to properly serve an addition of housing units in the RZD. Travel to and from the RZD will 
utilize these arterials more than currently and they are already congested. Other roads that are main roads for 
many commutes such as North Williston Rd and Mountain View also don't have the space to expand into more 
lanes. 
 
I ranked "architectural design" as my third concern, but it is a little bigger than that - more centered around 
the quality of construction (once a building goes up, it will stay up, even if it was not built well and will fall 
apart), and making large developments that don't tend to fit in with their surroundings. See Winding Brook 
(lots of greenery) vs Chatham Green (big functional boxes) both in South Burlington. 

the goal is to serve the community of people and residents that live in Williston, especially those that live in 
the RZD 



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
Keeping home values affordable and in tune with nature 
Don’t build anymore. It’s excessive and ruining the rural parts of Williston.  
Traffic is becoming increasingly worse.  The traffic/road patterns don't seem to be working well enough.  There 
are not enough neighborhoods with town water and natural gas.  This helps create affordable housing.  The 
supply and demand is not balanced.  Has the town considered a rec site similar to that of Essex and their Maple 
Street Place pool and rec area? 

Would like to see open spaces be a requirement of future development.  Would like to see there be alternate  
routes to enter a development so street/path connectivity is important.  Lastly, how these housing units look 
are important, as I think some of the Finney Crossing does not fit what I would prefer to see in that section. 

I think attention to number of dwelling units should be given far higher a priority than any of the other goals 
that are mentioned. As much as possible I believe in minimizing the oversight over subjective considerations 
such as architectural design or affordability 

1. Housing affordability has become an issue everywhere. We need to pay attention to providing homes at 
good value. I am semi-retired and costs here are already making me think about moving. 2. Number of units 
needs to be limited or we wind up with another Finny Crossing. I am disgusted with how many buildings have 
been allowed to go up in there and yet my taxes are still going up. 3. Open space is need to continue to be able 
to see the beauty of Vermont. 

1) Open space - please don't ruin the beauty of this town by building without green space. The building 
between Williston Rd/2A/across from Shaws - with all the condos, townhomes, hotels, etc. that are close 
together look like they belong in Boston, not Williston, VT. Urban sprawl.  
2) Please limit the number of dwelling units. It's better to be planful re: roads, wildlife, green space, etc. to 
protect the beauty of this place. 
3) Roads need to be planned, widened to accommodate the extra traffic. 

We live in Vermont because it's small with very little housing developments. However, that has changed in the 
last 10 yrs and now Williston is becoming a congested metropolitan area.  

I like how Williston has diverse areas so you can drive 10 minutes and feel like you're in a completely different 
place.  Having family friendly neighborhoods is what makes the RZD great and having paths to safely connect 
those neighborhoods and the growth center is great.  I also enjoy how even though there are a number of 
larger neighborhoods, you still have green space around you.   

Sustainability without overwhelming current infrastructure/services: police, fire, schools, road maintenance, 
water, sewer, utilities, etc. I have major concerns of high voltage utility transmissions lines, especially at Taft 
Corners. More growth = more lines.  Future plans to bury the lines? Vermont & most of the US are using an 
antiquated grid system, which is extremely vulnerable to any shock (no pun intended) to the system. Any 
catastrophic storm and or pole crash wreaks havoc to the system. Over two million homes are without 
electricity due to Tropical Storm Isaias.  I cringe each time I see snow/ice on the many lines that grace the sky 
above Taft Corners. . .  



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
We should be looking to limit the number of dwellings despite stating that this plan doesn't address that. 

  
Need to preserve open space and forests. 
Vermont is incredibly unaffordable both for cost of living and for earning power - if one is employed by 
Vermont based companies/organizations - which explains my primary goal. Without making substantial state-
wide policy changes such as: family leave, universal childcare/pre-k, investments into alternative 
transportation infrastructure and options, subsidizing clean energy investments, etc. Vermont's population will 
continue to age and remain majority homogenous. And finally, when considering the current pandemic (with 
the probability that there will be more) and inevitable climate disasters the need to have connectivity and 
open spaces becomes increasingly more valuable. 

I want to maintain open space, reduce rate of residential development as it seems to be growing very very 
quickly with little regard to impact on community, schools, nature etc.   

I prefer similar architecture in each neighborhood . 
The RZD is intended to be developed so having connectivity and facilities is important.  I believe there should 
be some open space to help balance the development and not all hardscape. 

The RZD should be pedestrian friendly and bike friendly 
Maintain the feel of these areas rather than having growth result in clutter. 
Williston should cool it on new housing and commercial construction. Is enough ever enough? 

Foremost, when creating living space, it is important to balance it with open spaces. Ideally, we need to 
prevent the growth of the "concrete jungle." Visual aesthetics is just as important, though I understand that 
what one person likes doesn't always appeal to the second. Having guidelines of what is acceptable is much 
needed. The rising cost of housing is always an important consideration. 

There needs to be more affordable housing units built. $400k and up isn't affordable. Williston wants to attract 
six figure salary families but average income families can't afford homes.  

Maintaining the beauty but also the recreational function of our town is important. 

We selected our lot because we could walk safely, access Town facilities and yet have the sense of openness 
because of the surrounding open land.  Our neighborhood gave a sense of community.without having a 
crowed number of dwellings. 

Affordability of housing is an issue in Williston and Chittenden County.  People who work in Williston, must be 
able to afford to live here. 
 
I believe open space is critical to maintaining the quality of life we enjoy in Williston. 
 
Streets and paths should connect as much as is possible.  Streets to eliminate traffic bottlenecks.  Paths for 
quality of life and passive recreation. 



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
Street and path connectivity are important for traffic flow and use of streets and paths for recreation.  Open 
spaces are important for mental and physical health of residents and wildlife.  Number of dwellings should be 
on the lower end since we have many options of high density dwellings in the taft corners area.   

Williston does not have the infrastructure to support the number if units being constructed. We are also losing 
the rural character of the town with all the cookie cutter developments going up. All new developments should 
be mixed income.  

As a resident of the village and historic district, I am so disappointed in some of the projects that have been 
allowed to occur. It seems there is very little thought going into the overall aesthetic, quality, and architecture 
of these projects. Quite frankly most of them look terrible. It's embarrassing. A good design takes time and 
money but we should not allow cookie cutter mcmansions to go in. Williston is becoming overrun with these, 
with very little thought to existing residents or impact on schools or traffic. We need restoration and 
preservation of existing buildings also. 

Want there to be some community cohesiveness maybe. 
There is way too much building happening all around us. Way too many homes being build on small lots/fields 
and leaving very little open/green space! 
We are over developing our town 
If we want to retain a good housing market and tourism we need to make new neighborhoods attractive and 
'vermonty'. I am not impressed by the design of some of the Finney crossing buildings they look a bit 
communist Europe. 
Williston needs to not become unaffordable, particularly considering the current economic downturn which is 
unlikely to rebound for a number of years moving forward. Maintain a Vermont character while still developing 
areas will make the town desirable. If there are not enough open spaces, it will become like Burlington but 
without some of the attractions of Burlington. 

I would like to see homes on larger lots.  In my opinion, packing a bunch of units into a small section of a large 
piece of land doesn't create desireable housing and doesn't look good with the beautiful landscape in 
Williston. 
I agree with all of the goals and don't weight one higher than others.  I'm also not a resident of this area so my 
priorities are biased as an outsider and a traveler through the communities.  I am a cyclist so that leads to my 
concern about being cycling friendly. 

Housing is popping up all over and our road & streets can't handle this amount of traffic 

I would like to see new development kept on larger lots with open space to keep a rural feel. I would also like 
to see architectural standards that keep Williston looking historical and not the soviet-era housing that was 
built at Finney Crossing. 

For all to thrive we must prioritize keeping some spaces open and wild.  For the health and diversity of our 
community we need variety and affordable housing.  I have seen too many young people move away because 
they cannot afford Williston. 



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
The current lack of a minimum open space, has led developers to propose and develop a cursory interpretation 
of "open space." In many cases, the open space was otherwise unusable, or made unusable by the 
construction. Once open space is gone, it's gone forever. Many landowners purchased here because of the 
open space, which is dwindling. By making more compact neighborhoods with a new open space requirement, 
this will mean more land in Williston will be conserved as open space in perpetuity. In addition to the open 
space requirement, I would also like to see the density reduced, as this would decrease the total number of 
dwellings. Population growth should be focused in the "growth center" as this is far more efficient in terms of 
traffic, energy costs, construction costs, land use and public utilities. The residential zone should not be a 
haven for developers to come slap up shoddily built dwellings while also harming wildlife and watersheds. 

Same as my comments above.  Need walkable areas not more giant single family home developments that 
encourage cars.  This town is growing too fast.  Large developers are running over current citizens wants and 
needs.  
Providing paths as alternatives to using cars is most important to me to generally try to get away from a car 
centric philosophy 
Same as above reasoning.  I appreciate all commerce here, but now we need to focus on keeping Williston a 
family place with many outdoor activities for our kids and families to do! 

It is important to have open space within all the new building so keep with the character of our historic town. I 
also think the design of new builds should be held to a certain standard and there should be certain 
requirements for all new dwellings within the town so with all the new development we still retain some small 
town charm. All the new building in and around tafts corners is so ugly and unappealing. I know growth is 
necessary but if we could require developers to design and build structures that have some architectural 
standards it would go a long way to making our town more charming and the new building more appealing. 
Right now it feels like a free for all with ugly building going up left and right. I would love to see higher design 
standards become a requirement for all new builds both residential and especially commercial. 

The number of units and whether they are affordable is a huge impact on our town. The roads, infrastructure 
are all impacted. As is the wildlife we so readily enjoy here in Williston. 

All the new developments are crowded and ugly. We need them to be better designed and include more plant 
and tree diversity. We just lost all of our ash trees because the town allowed developers to plant one type of 
tree - why hedges and biodiversity isn’t required as part of the landscaping frustrates me. The last 
development completely encroaches on the Williston   Nature path - how can we feel like we are IN nature if 
we are looking in the back of peoples homes. Snyder should have been required to plant hedges to block the 
path and keep its natural feeling  

Williston is in desperate need of affordable housing, it seems that developers have been able to “get away” 
with building out developments without our addressing this need.  I feel like we should have a mandatory % of 
affordable housing in ALL development.   



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
I think there is already a lot of development in Williston.  To me, it's very important to maintain some open 
space in the RZD. 
Affordable housing for retired people who want to stay in williston and want to downsize  

Open space determines the layout of the neighborhood. And the variety of houses you can build in there 

A more heterogenous architecture in the town helps with property value, town development, and diversity. 

number of new houses is just off the chart.  We need a pause in permits to allow catch up.  when new houses 
are built, more school students, more school tax and due to act 60, tax burden is shouldered by few residents 
who may be just above income limits for prop tax rebate.  impossible to continue this way without losing 
higher income residents who are paying for the schools. 

Open space is good for everyone of us, and it's maddening that police officers and teachers can't afford to live 
in the town that they work 
See above  
I want to see open space maintained, the number of dwellings reduced, and I would like them to be attractive.  
Building in Williston has become cookie cutter and ugly with homes and townhomes having no personality; 
one looks like the other. 

I think smart design, of both dwellings and the neighborhood layout, can generate attractive, 'green', and 
diverse housing options for people from many income brackets and at different stages of the life cycle. We 
should actively work against bland, mono-cultural neighborhoods with lots of the same size/style house. 

Affordable housing is a national crisis that needs to be dealt with. I would like to see affordable housing woven 
into our neighborhoods and not segregated in a Maple Tree Place parking lot.  Dwellings seem 
disproportionate depending on the zone you reside. I would like to see further thought given to the number of 
dwellings allowed per certain number of acres. I think Architectural design is an important piece of keeping the 
aesthetics flowing within the natural beauty of the Vermont landscape. 

I do not want any more apts like Finney Crossing 
Neighborhoods are neighborhoods. They don't need to have pools or public diamonds. They needs homes on 
land. 1/2 acre would be great and let people put on their land what they want. 

We need to limit development, and if it is necessary to develop, we need to take into consideration our aging 
school infrastructure and size 
Williston should minimize the number of "cookie cutter" neighborhoods. 
There is an affordability crises in Vermont the only way I see around that is through more development but I 
would prefer to see more density leaving open space for the environment. 

I hope we don't see anymore packed in housing with commercial properties like the building going on north of 
Taft Corners. 
I would like to see more single family homes as opposed to multi family buildings 

We don't need another Finney Crossing!! 



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
Affordable only applies to federal sanctioned housing. We need work-force housing too. Open space and 
residential connectivity are necessary for a viable area 

Development must move away from the bedroom community paradigm both for environmental and pandemic 
reasons.  
Dinner crossing is too big. It’s an eyesore and number of dwellings makes a big difference in a new 
neighborhood.  
I think it's important that Williston doesn't get overdeveloped.  
Density is probably as important as preserving our open space. Sure we keep the open space but if density is to 
maintain/increase, then this translates in increase in population. Without a proportionate increase in 
infrastructure such as more capacity for traffic and school, then all we will see is am urbanized Williston 
masquerading as having a rural feel. This translates to decrease access to services therefore worsening 
disparity in Williston residents. 

We've destroyed Williston with development. It was corrupt as the zoning guy was partners with Snyder on the 
hotel, got pushed through even though it violated zoning. Our taxes have gone up with this development??? 
Yeah, seems about right. If there's no tax benefit then WHY DO IT??. Less dwellings!!! 

Density of housing needs to be addressed ,as our infrastructure  is so stressed. Developments are allowed 
more units with units that are not in truth affordable.Williston needs to adhere to its stated goals of 
maintaining a rural community. 

I think a development with only one entrance is very poor planning 
Including open space as part our town RZD allows everyone to access it, not just those who can afford large 
properties. I think having affordable housing options with the same open space availability for all should be our 
priority. 
Again, I appreciate our open and forested spaces far more than new houses and developments. 

Nature is an asset worth preserving. 
I don’t wanna see any more development but I would also love to see more bike path connections as I am a 
cyclist  and so Are my kids 
Similar to my earlier answer, a balance between reasonable and responsible development and maintenance of 
natural habitat and open space is important to preserve the town’s heritage and community “feel.” 

Connectivity is super-important to disperse traffic; I obviously care about open space because I'm filling out 
this survey, and a variety of housing types helps to avoid gentrification and geographical hierarchies in our 
town. 
I want more open spaces in every area! 
We need more open space where development is happening, overall less development, and better looking 
development where it happens. The new developments in Tafts corners are ugly and crammed in there. The 
village needs to be left alone. 

If there is more development I don’t want more apartments and stores. More single family homes and 
neighborhoods would be best.  
My biggest concern is proper size roads To handle the flow of traffic  



8. Explain your ranking of RZD goals here:  
The town needs to control growth in Williston. The infrastructure,schools, services will become overwhelmed 
and taxes will increase  
Newest housing neighborhoods are definitely ugly as I stated before, if everyone is worried about views than 
everywhere should be zoned no more than two stories tall, no bigger than duplexes, and not built on top of 
each other (like no more than 4 units per acre, outside of downtown Williston than it should be 1 acre per 
household minimum, safer for sewage and drinking water 

It is important to keep open spaces and not build houses on top of each other. 
I feel we need to have more regulation on the design and look of the new development.  There have been a 
number of unsightly new buildings put up both residential and especially commercial and having regulations in 
place that set higher standard for the architectural design is key to making sure Williston does not become 
overrun with large ugly buildings.  We need to make sure new development fits withing the aesthetic of a 
historic New England Town. Also the number of new dwelling units being built is a huge concern.  They cause 
an increase in our town population which causes increased traffic on roads, higher student counts at schools 
and stresses our town services.  

If new neighbors are being built they should connect to existing ones that do not have the same open space 
and be given the option to use these new spaces.  

I value the open space feel of Williston.  
More care needs to be given to the new neighborhoods going in.  Open space is a must with a limited number 
of houses in each development.  Make them interesting instead of just masses of the same house crammed 
into a small space. 

Perhaps it is not evident in my answers but I am concerned that homes be affordable to those who work in 
Williston so that they do not have to travel outside of the town to live.  

Our neighborhood has plenty of open space, a bike path, and mowed paths. These are highly valued by the 
residents. Without these things, it is not Vermont.   

We are ruining Williston by blocking views and cramming in homes  
Quality of life is an important issue and it shoiuld be protected currently but also for the future 

protect environment 
Open space is important  
The designs should allow open areas and be set back from the roads to preserve a rural Vermont ambiance. 

Need enough open parcels to protect forests, wild life and views and keep density to a minimum. 

we need to preserve our town and not allow it to be over run by buildings and development. 

 

  



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
As a tax payer I would have to contribute money to the sewer and water needs, schools, emergency services 
and I do not receive any of them. I do not have children. I have to dig and maintain my own well and septic 
system. The police department can’t even communicate when they are on my road because we are outside of 
the radio frequency. My main concern stands with making sure that we are providing areas for wildlife and 
not polluting the ground.  
I would really like to see underground parking and a tax on asphalt surfaces! Let’s use those roofs and paved 
surfaces to help pay for the cost of all those homes.  
More than 3 of these options are concerning to me. They have a compounding effect on the small town 
atmosphere that I am worried about losing.  
Williston seems to be destroying habitat after habitat to increase residential needs. Unfortunate to witness, 
reason for primary concern. Continually developing Williston has not shown to help congestion as the 
infrastructure of roadways has not been updated enough to handle these increases. Would do well to 
perform further studies of traffic lights and patterns. Third decision due to increase of humans, just noisy and 
typically bring destructive behaviors. 

1) Open spaces, forested land and wildlife habitat are important reasons why I, and I believe many others, 
choose to live in this area.   
 
2) Despite a recent large scale renovation of the Central School, both schools, in particular Allen Brook, 
appear to be outgrown.  If I am not mistaken, one of the Kindergarten classes this past year had to be housed 
in the music room at Allen Brook.  Pick up and drop off at both schools, especially Allen Brook, is already a 
safety hazard, with many cars parked on access roads because parking lots are filled to capacity.  The local 
schools are an important reason why Williston is such a desirable place to live and have a direct positive 
impact on property values. Williston's rapid development is undermining these valuable community 
resources. 
 
3) Vehicle congestion is already an issue at certain times at key intersections even before large-scale 
developments currently under construction have been completed, further threatening Williston's small-town 
nature and quality of life. 

good roads well maintained with access for emergency vehicles  
Our schools are close to capacity as it stands, and Finney Crossing at the rate it is developed, will overrun our 
school system. Additionally, connecting particular neighborhoods (I.e. coyote run to new development at 
Catamount) will produced a safety hazard of people driving too fast through Southridge to get to their 
neighborhood 
Maintaining a clean environment supersedes everything.  If Williston is to achieve affordability the impacts on 
educational costs need to be considered as this is a major part of the town's expenditures.  Traffic congestion 
has impacts on the environment and quality of life for everyone living here.  

Why do some areas get speed tables and others do not. Traffic is a big problem 
once off your land (do what you want there) youre in the ROW and its nice to have flowing traffic in the ROW 

Too much building means more noise and more less available prices housing  
The pressure on the town budget of all the things on this list 
More growth means more impact on schools, police and fire departments.  That means a HUGE expense to 
tax payers between salary and benefits.  The residential growth area already has traffic jams at any hour of 
the day (it seems) - RT 2A, Mountain View, Industrial Ave. area.   



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Williston has lost its charming and rural character that existed when we moved here---important to keep 
environmental and traffic impacts under strict control. Have often heard from others that they don't want 
their community to "become another Williston" 
see previous comments 
We should place a moratorium on additional development until we can digest what we've done and address 
fundamental infrastructure issues. 
Traffic congestion is strongly impacting the quality of life in Williston 
Actually concerned about all impacts listed mostly as a 1 or 2. 
The school we just bonded will need to be replaced because it is too small before the bond is paid at this rate. 
Then we will need a $100 million & new school. Unaffordable! 
We need to balance wildlife protections with development 
I’m worried about our services being strained, as well as the infrastructure we have not being able to support 
a large amount of growth.  
The schools need to be a priority. Many people who choose to live here do so because of the schools and we 
need to make sure that any development takes this into consideration. Families also do not want lots noise 
and constant activity around their homes and this should be a consideration. 
While environmental impacts are my largest concern, that does not mean that I believe every new 
neighborhood poses a threat. Its a buzz term, but we can have smart growth. 
Wildlife need to be able to coexist with new developments. 
I'm concerned that the schools will not be able to retain good education if class sizes and strain on teachers 
increases. I've seen South Burlington's education culture become toxic over the last couple of years and more 
money is needed to keep up with the aging school, yet tax payers don't want to pay that. I'm concerned that 
an increase of growth is not adequately looking at what impact this has on schools. Traffic is already backed 
up a lot during peak hours and will only get worse if population growth increases substantially without the 
proper road infrastructure.  
Just as important is the potential lack of good planning as to look pleasing to the eye and function well. I feel 
the development at Taft corners looks bad and I would 
hate to see the same thing happen with further development. 
Same as above. 
So much new housing = more kids in our schools.  
Thé environmental impact of residential development affects ALL living creatures 
Vehicle congestion and traffic make it unsafe to recreate (e.g., bike) in the RZD during most non-working 
hours because the neighborhoods are not adequately connected by car-free pedestrian paths.  Secondly, the 
schools are already at capacity, with large class sizes.  Any parent with young children at ABS or WCS could tell 
you this.  there is very little room left for more children. 
There is no way to rank. These are all an issue. I feel like overall quality of life for residents has been poorly 
quantified/articulated/specified as a priority and thus is not being adequately prioritized and protected.  The 
combination of noise pollution, traffic impact (both uncontrolled speeds and daily congestion, both of which 
degrade nonvehicular options ), light pollution, and nonresidential-use impacts on residential spaces (e.g. gun 
club, heavy truck traffic from construction, etc), are rapidly reducing the desirability of Williston as a place to 
live.   
maintain quality of life 
I would like to limit growth. 
Our natural environment is important  



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
I feel like the most recent Taft Corner developments are really an eyesore. That, and the fact that 
construction noise starts at 4AM is not good. Ugly development without interconnected usage (bike path?) 
does not bode well for real estate values and community health. 
We keep adding these huge apartment complexes without considering how many kids this brings to our 
schools    CVU is already crowded.   More families = impact on schools, traffic and public safety resources.     
Crime has greatly increased since all these apartments have been added.   Enough is enough.  
I’m already worried about school capacities and wonder if  “Williston High School” is in our future. Vehicular 
issues weigh heavily on me as well having seen many Chittenden County roads and streets turned into high 
speed shortcuts. And of course, our road crews have a hard enough time already keeping up with 
maintenance, so more roads means the need to add staff and equipment. 
Again it comes down to resources  
I love Williston and can scarcely imagine living anywhere else.  Every day I appreciate that I can leave my "in 
the country feeling" home and drive two miles into "town" where I have access to some shopping, some 
dining, and services.  I like that it's quiet where I live and would really not like to see that change.  For similar 
reasons, traffic congestion is second; 2A is already pretty messy every day.  In all of our development, I would 
hate to lose that "small town" feel that makes Williston such a charming town to live and work in.  And it 
makes coming home from travels - even fun trips - such a pleasure.  I'd hate to lose that. 
I don't want the environment destroyed or undermined (#1), and vehicle congestion is already a big problem 
at times along 2A.  Besides the F-35s the biggest noise factor I experience is from traffic.  I would hate to see 
that increase significantly.   
I think the rankings are self explanatory.  
A plan to increase school building size, classroom space, # of teachers, etc. need to be established prior to 
continuing to allow unchecked RZD growth.  
no circ highway is a problem still... everyone passes through williston to get to their town outside williston, 
adding residents only increases traffic.  need better bike paths to get bikes and peds off the road so as not to 
be in danger of ever increasing number of cars.   
Concerned development will outpace ability to protect the environment, public services and safety 
Schools are currently at max capacity (exacerbated by COVID-19 social distancing requirements) and adding 
more children when schools can't expand (and taxes are already high), isn't a sustainable plan.  
If there's one thing I hate, it's traffic.  It's a waste of time and only pollutes the earth.  I don't want to see taxes 
go up, but also question if the schools are ready for growth.  At what point does Williston need its own high 
school?  Safety is always a concern, especially as a parent of young children, perhaps the traffic helps keeps 
car speeds down?  I never thought of it that way. 
Again I like to think in terms of safety first (prevent flooding, maintain water quality); and then in terms of 
quality of life / making a neighborhood desirable to maintain property value. 
More attention should be given to noise impact. There are already a number of increasingly significant 
sources of noise due to traffic, industrial fans and motors, and of course air traffic. I rate it highest because I 
think it needs immediate attention.  
1. With the sudden growth I am very concerned about air and water quality along with the impact on natural 
resources. 2. Adding this number of buildings increases the traffic at Taft's Corners and RT 2A considerably 
already. 3:30-5:30 pm the traffic coming off Industrial Ave. and off 89 to 2A are awful! 3. Water and sewer 
need to be able to service all these new buildings and I can only imagine the cost. I would have commented 
on schools and emergency services as well but was only allowed 3 choices. With all this growth taxes should 
be going down but they are going up because of all these services that are needed to provide for all those 
new developments!  



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
While we were all locked down in the pandemic, birds showed up that no one had seen for a while (mt indigo 
bunting, etc.) and quiet from all the traffic that we normally see meant we could get out of our street without 
taking our life into our hands on 2A.  
I like that Vermont is small, green and quiet. But that's changing and now Williston is becoming busy with to 
much traffic. 
I think we're already seeing our road layouts and light timing becoming insufficient with the growth over the 
last 5-10 years.  There are a number of places in the growth center and non-residential areas that are 
changing rapidly.  Turn lanes and dedicated lights need to be considered now before it's too late.  I see the 
intersection of Mountain View and 2A becoming significantly worse, especially while on Mountain View Road.  
I think Mountain View Road should have a left turning lane.   
The most audio/visual concerns.  Due to COVID-19 & economic downturn, the Town Growth Management 
Plan is in desperate need to be revised.  There appears to be an increase in Taft Corners recent vacancies.  
Yet, there is new construction taking place.  So, we will have ancient ruins of a bygone era of commercial 
spaces next to new growth.  I recently had a hankering for a Fribble, but, alas, our Friendly’s appears to be yet 
another ancient ruin of a bygone era. . .  
The current sewer system in Burlington cannot handle the load and we frequently dump sewage into the lake.  
The lake is our most precious resources and ZERO development should occur until the sewage system has 
been upgraded to support the entire area without polluting the lake. 
the lack of fore sight and the huge wave of construction is a  burden to the town and its infrastructure.  The 
constant parade of dump truck make walking and driving on North Williston Road a real challenge.  The 
constant parade of trucks seven days a week  places our roads under constant stress.  We as tax payers bare  
the brunt of fixing them when they crumble not the construction companies that are the cause.  Builders tap 
into an aging infrastructure then leave after the project is complete then the tax payers having to fix that 
when it breaks in the next few years will be a huge price tag. Builders have a hand in but will not help to fix 
when the time comes.  By the time this study is examined and practices put into place the damage i fear will 
be done, the builders who have been the cause of the problem will have moved on to other jobs.  new rules 
and regulation in place will not hold them accountable for the damage that have dome to the environment, 
our streets and water ways.         
We need to make sure that out town's growth does not negatively impact services and schools and make our 
already congested roads even more so. 
All of these are important, very difficult to choose only three 
Need to preserve open spaces. 
Williston is already pretty noisy sitting under the flight path to the airport, and our state's over investment in 
the military industrial complex. Our roads (which often double as residential streets) and 4-way stops were 
built for another era, which didn't include large numbers of commuters using them for their primary transit 
routes. Hopefully a bi-product of COVID is that telework is here to stay! Good for our roadways, our town 
budget, and the planet!   
I feel that little thought was put into the impact in regards to residential development and commercial 
development on traffic, environment and schools.  
I'm not concerned about impacts from growth and development. I selected environmental to make sure 
development follows current requirements (not a reason to stop development but to make sure it is done 
with environment in mind). We should consider narrower roadways as some designs are too open and 
encourage speeding (i.e. Zephyr). 
Williston is loosing its character as a community of family homes with a garden around each family's home 
Living on North Williston Road we are very sensitive to traffic volume and speeds. 



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Every new home means additional traffic and children in schools. I am concerned that the impact on roads 
and schools will be dramatic and the cost to Williston will go up dramatically to support the infrastructures 
required. 
Road infrastructure is horrible. Why are there only TWO roads to Essex Jct? 2A needs to be 4 lanes from Old 
Creamery Rd to 5 corners, WITH designated turn lanes. There needs to be more grid style streets connecting 
Rte 2 to Mtn View Road, with some connecting all the way to Essex. And PLEASE FIX your left turn lanes! It 
should never be "left and straight" and "right turn" only lanes. Should ALWAYS be straight and right turn in 
the same lane, and left turn only to keep traffic moving..people trying to go straight have to wait for people 
yielding before turning left. Mtn view road needs designated left turn lane too!  
Wish that the Circ had been constructed as planned when we chose to locate in Williston.  If it was done like 
the middle constructed parcel, it would have decreased the amount of traffic in town and provided an easy 
by-pass from I-89 directly to the Essex portion.  There would not have been a need for so many traffic lights as 
there is now around Taft Corners. 
From my perspective, Environmental Impacts are critical in development planning.  If the lessening of 
environmental impacts are a priority in the planning process, much of the other issues will be mitigated in the 
process. 
 
I believe planning for increased vehicle traffic is an important part of the planning process for growth 
management.  This is also why connecting streets is important.  There should be more than one way in and 
out of developments, so that all vehicles are not going through a single intersection during commute times. 
 
Water and especially sewer (waste water management) is an issue throughout Vermont.  Williston will be well 
served to address the related issues early in the process.    
All of these are important to me so they were hard to rank.  School capacity is critical especially since the 
budgets are constantly challenged and increased class sizes would reduce the quality of education.  
Emergency services cannot be overloaded without risk to the health and safety of all residents.  Wildlife must 
have a home.   
There is NO more capacity for traffic on Mountain View Road and North Williston Road. The level of traffic on 
these roads is already dangerous and untenable. We are losing so much valuable open space in Williston 
without considering the environmental impacts of this loss. We are also losing the rural and historic character 
of the few parts of town that still have these things. 
Williston is growing too fast within the RZD. We need to slow it down and assess impact on each of these 
categories. Preservation of natural space, water, habitats should be paramount. We can't even change a 
window over here in the historic district, how are these cookie cutter monstrosity neighborhoods allowed to 
pop up within minutes?? The overall "feel" of the village has for the most part been preserved, and it should 
continue that way. I fear loss of some of the things that makes the village quaint, to the larger busier areas, 
such as the police dept, library, town hall, etc. We do need more business such as restaurant or coffee shop, 
but we don't need to build them. Rather, repurposing historic buildings would be fantastic.  
Concern with taxes going up to pay for additional services needed with more growth. Also road infrastructure 
not well designed to deal with more traffic 
We already have trouble crossing the street with our dogs...way too much traffic. Also it's much noisier and 
lighter now at night.  
Again same reason we are adding too many homes  
I am concerned about the potential impact on town services. I wonder how much these developments being 
to our tax base and whether it equals the eventual services that will be needed by the people moving in. 



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Environmental impacts must be first and foremost in our minds. Vehicle congestion in Williston is already 
significant, which contributes to climate change and should not be ignored. If you are going to allow 
additional density you should consider clean and convenient transportation options that are more extensive 
than the bus service we currently have.  
Schools, traffic, and quality of water / sewer services.  Again, allowing so many units to be built on a parcel of 
land will strain all of these systems.  We can't take these for granted. 
As a traveler through, and not a resident of the district, I am concerned about the traffic congestion.  It is 
particularly challenging at the 4-way stop in the village and results in significant backups during the evening 
rush hour. 
Goals are ambiguous 
I don't want to see Williston's schools to be come over crowded and a burden on tax payers. Nor do I want to 
see major traffic jams. 
We can't keep ignoring the overall health of the entire eco system, so this is first, traffic is a huge pollution 
factor as well as lowers general well-fare if congestion gets out of hand, diversity and allowing places for 
young families to be is important. 
Same as comments above.  Too fast, too many large developers  
There are ways to mitigate air and water quality issues as well as preserve wildlife habitat with a carefully 
thought out plan.  Since it is obtainable and because growth threatens all of these it is important to address.  
Vehicle congestion leads to a lot of idling and more pollution.  More cars also means less safety for bikers and 
pedestrians. 
2a is awful! So much traffic.  More business =more traffic and chance for accidents.   
With the rate of residential growth this town is seeing I am very concerned with how the schools and school 
facilities will be able to handle our constant growth. I also also very concerned about congestion on the roads 
and traffic with all the new building. How can you add hundreds of new dwelling units without consideration 
for how that impacts our roadways. 
I would pick more than three of these items if I was allowed. I have many concerns that rank in my opinion 
just as important as the others. 
I’m tired of the amount of cars and the rising taxes. You are ruining Willistpn 
The cost of education continues to grow in VT.  We need to have a balance of housing growth which increases 
# of children in our schools and property tax.  I believe it’s important to offer quality education to our children 
and have great concerns that only the “rich” will be able to afford to own a house in Williston. 
A lot of the impacts associated with new development like road maintenance, water/sewer, schools, can be 
taken care of over time because theoretically there would be more taxpayers to pay for new services.  But 
some impacts of development like environmental, noise, and vehicle construction are much harder to 
mitigate. 
This survey is very limited to how u can respond by only being allowed to check 3 items per category. It seems 
like you really dont want to know the full extended of people's concerns 
Density of housing causes vehicle congestion. Having enough potable water for a growing population is very 
important. More people means more children and that leads to needing more school capacity which will lead 
to rise in property taxes.Affordability of life in the whole of VT is an issue. 

again, you didn't let us chose more than 3 options.   
We're chasing away our wildlife with congestion and noise  
See above. Too much development happening in one area. Too many people and cars in the same area. Views 
and open spaces are getting blocked/lost by the day.  



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Williston is too crowded with traffic now.  I can't imagine what it will be if all of the open spaces are filled with 
more homes.  Much traffic is passing through or going to the retail spaces at Taft Corners and there has been 
no effort made to build out roads to accommodate or remove this additional traffic from our town roads.  The 
expansion of 2A has helped a bit but is not enough.  Traffic through the village, pre-Covid, is horrendous 
during rush hour times.  More people means more noise.  The noise level is Williston has risen dramatically 
over what it was 31 years ago when I moved here.  The expansion and improvement of the playing fields 
behind WCS has increased weekend and evening noise significantly.  The adult ball games are a pain in the 
neck for where I live with the noise, smoking, peeing next to my garden when there's no port-a-potty and the 
almost constant tinging of aluminum bats drives me indoors.  Williston taxes were attractive when we moved 
here.  Now, we have lost a lot in our schools with the change in the tax structure.  The build out of the Taft 
Corners area has brought additional crime to Williston and the expense of a large police and fire presence.  All 
I mentioned is primarily carried by the Williston taxpayers.  We can't afford to take on more debt with an 
even larger school or an additional school building. 
We need to keep clustering residential development (in fact, make it even more tightly clustered and create / 
maintain diverse wildlife habitat and natural spaces). Some people think that having everyone sprawled out 
with 10 acre lots is ideal, but they don't realize the traffic and ecological impacts of "rural sprawl", OR they 
want to concentrate "those" people (whoever that might be) in Taft Corners and only let "people like us" out 
in the country. This model is not sustainable ecologically or culturally and it precludes affordability. 
We always need to be thinking about the impact growth and development has on our school system in order 
to continue to provide the quality of education that we deliver in Williston. Research supports class size 
having a significant impact on the quality of education that students will receive.  Mindfulness around the 
impact of growth and development on wildlife allows us to slowly and thoughtfully develop with as little 
disturbance as possible to the natural habitats. Vehicle congestion is already a becoming a huge problem. 
Trying to get through Maple Tree Place and across the interstate between 4:30 and 5:30 can take a significant 
amount of time.  
I want Williston RZD to remain as suburban as possible 
There's already long lines of cars when schools open and let out. There's already major delays due to traffic 
when workers leave offices to get kids. a 20 minute commute can easily become 40 during this rush hour 
traffic. 
more people means more cars and more congestion and more demands on public spaces such as school. We 
lose beautiful trees and open fields and instead see unsightly buildings, noisy traffic, and less peace.   
I'm mostly concerned with congestion on the roads in the area, and removal of open fields and views. 
Really only care about the environmental impacts. I put noise from construction because the overnight paving 
was annoying before, but it was short term, so in the long run I really don't care. 
Over the years we've already lost a variety of fireflys, butterflies, birds and bees. We need to retain habit that 
will support these important creatures. 
Without the Circ traffic is getting unbearable, for me, so the I avoid 2A at all costs. 
Wildlife need a place to thrive and to find food. 
Environmental impacts will always lead to expensive solutions in the future. Deal with them up front. Dealing 
with traffic congestion will lead to alternate modes of transportation. 
We need to support more walkability and sustainable communities. 
More neighborhoods equal more traffic and more speeding.  
I'm concerned Williston will get overdeveloped and the quality of life for both humans and animals will suffer 
due to noise, pollution, etc.  



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Impact on the school system and traffic is CRITICAL to any planned developments. The school system must 
take an active role in taking part in the decision-making, not only as voluntary consultative role, but more 
active stakeholder role. Increase development will affect the school system. The town can only handle so 
much development- else it cannot handle to the detriment of its residents and the future generation of 
Willistonians. 
We are being bilked by professional firefighters. We shouldn't even have them. They just got new ladder 
trucks at our expense and for what? All the fires?  They don't rank because they are useless and a giant waste 
of money. ALL of Long Island is volunteer fire fighters, explain why we pay them?  
As our forests and fields disappear , and our roads are overburdened. We are diminishing our quality of life 
.our stretched infrastructure represents danger for our essential service timely delivery. 
I have no concerns with any of those impacts. 
Living on Mountain View increased traffic is important to my family’s safety.  
I enjoy Williston’s beauty more than I do its development. I would be happy with no new development and 
without the increased population and traffic congestion further development will cause. 
The value of nature and wildlife is irreplaceable once lost 
Balance—same as before. 
Wildlife habitat to me is crucial; road/sidewalk maintenance is needed to minimize reliance on cars, and it's 
hard not to be thinking about noise with the expanded F35 activity this year. 
The schools are becoming more crowded. Next thing you know, we will need another one at the burden of 
the taxpayers, not the developers. 
It is already getting too busy here. It’s starting to look and feel like Massachusetts:( 
There are several areas in Taft Corners (on route 2 and 2A) that are not big enough to handle current traffic 
flow. It will only get worse once construction is complete. The current and planned infrastructure will not be 
able to support the increased traffic flow.   
The current road infrastructure can not handle potential future growth as proposed. The wildlife corridors will 
be fragmented and increase in services will raise taxes.   
slow down growth and development, it is way out of hand.  If you are going to keep on building those ugly 
neighborhoods hire some quality inspectors who are brave enough to stand up to those shoddy developers 
and keeping them honest. 
With our rate of growth the schools will not be able to handle the increase in student population and our 
roadways are already very congested. At the rate we are building we will need to rebuild all our roads to 
accommodate all the people traveling our roads which would only take away from our town and it’s more 
rural nature. 
Vehicle congestion is a huge concern as it is already a problem and the more dwellings that are built and the 
larger our town population grows the more this will become a problem.  Traffic at rush hour can be terrible.  I 
live on North Williston Road opposite the bike path and I have a hard time crossing the street with my two 
kids to be able to access the bike path because of the number of cars and the speed at which they travel.  I 
love that our town has great amenities and is centrally located while also still feeling rural.  I am concerned 
that the rate of development and the increase in residential dwellings will have an impact on that.  I would 
hate for our town to feel like suburbia with nothing more than a series of development after development. 
More streets means a larger work force. The impact fee should be larger.  
My primary concern is environmental and open space.  
The congestion of vehicles in a small town with poorly timed traffic lights and no left turn green arrows 
contributes to the traffic problems.  Traffic flow is part of the problem with so many people running lights 
also. 
Temporary noise from construction will pass. 



11. Explain your ranking of growth and development impacts here: 
Too much new construction is ruining the beauty and charcuterie of Williston 
Growth will happen anyway considering the amount of open land available, lets control it while regulating it. 
protect environment 
Na 
I am concern with preserving Vermont ambiance and Agriculture and Wildlife habitats..Noise, traffic, are all 
factors that detract and eliminate those qualities. 
Concerned density could destroy our quality of living 
Roads to developments should have multiple entrances for fire/medical. Sidewalks are good for foot traffic- 
only need one per road! Taxes pay for maintenance! No speed bumps.  

 

  



12. Do you have questions or comments about the RZD open space requirements?  
Where is the allowance for people to build a home when they have worked on caring for this town and it’s 
lands for over 30 years. Why can’t I get a building permit but those cheaply made homes can go in by the 
hundreds? 
Upping to a Percentage of an allotment of required open space is a great idea.  
Will water and sewer services ever extend into the green area? 
Where would additional educational facilities be located if the population continues to grow? 
allow the open space to be flexible with the development, maybe its truncated or non-contiguous, or 
otherwise misshapen - make sure people can develop their lands 
Yes - can houses have more space?  
Why do we need more development in the RZD?? Let's preserve what open space we have left.  
You explained what open space is and isn't, but I don't recall mention of "requirements." 
Make it less growth and what is done, more asthetically pleasing. 
I want no more development in Williston! 
I find Taft Corner offensive. Sadly, box stores are dying out being replaced by online shopping. Do any of you 
count the empty # of storefronts in Maple tree plaza? Do we need more? Really?  
Not sure how it is defined in depth. 
Williston is selling their soul for development and we feel sad that it looks like any other American city. We 
grew up in VT . We loved Williston but do not approve of all the ugly development  
I encourage you to plan for open space in a coordinated, deliberate manner. If you've already decided an area 
should be a place for new neighborhoods, let those neighborhoods efficiently use the land. If you're going to 
require open space, don't make it an arbitrary percentage regardless of the resources that are or aren't on 
the ground. Protect important resources regardless of where they are, and don't create additional 
unbuildable areas just because the percentage looks neat. Consider that open space, regardless of the 
amount required, can mean more than just unconnected fields, lawn areas or shrubby undergrowth. Open 
space could be a park, a playground, a ball field, etc.  
The RZD has been an in-between area (not urban and not rural), so it has taken on mostly a suburban 
character.  We are seeing a balance develop between open space with healthy options (like paths) vs. the 
lower carbon impact of dense land use (and efficiency of sewer and water services). 

I'm sure that I know just a very small bit of what goes into Planning and Zoning and hope to learn more. My 
hope is that having an open space requirement would set a precedent to developers that the culture of 
Williston is one that still wants to be a town and not a place to pack as many dwellings as possible. 

The requirements do not now require enough open space. 
of course.  I believe there should be open space requirements, and they should largely be attained through 
connectivity, requirements to build CONNECTING bike and pedestrian paths.  And Mtn View road should be 
widened with a shoulder AND a pedestrian path should be built to connect the West side of RZD with the East 
side. 
One size does not fit all. . . aggregating open space means clustering dwellings, and this may not be desirable 
or reasonable on some parcels.  Diversity in housing stock means addressing demand at both ends of the 
market and there is nothing wrong with this.  
good objective but allow some space for privacy between homes 
The proposal to set aside 50% of a development seems excessive and I worry that works against affordability. 



12. Do you have questions or comments about the RZD open space requirements?  
I haven't really seen a definition of "open space" or what those requirements are.  All of these questions 
seem to be directed around development, but not about the open space in particular.  Is open space, grassy 
areas with trees and flowers?  Is it just the absence of buildings and paving?  Some definition would be 
helpful. 
Yes--what are they currently?  Sounds like they are pretty minimal and not standardized from project to 
project.  The golf course development as it stands currently is ridiculously high on homes and dense 
development, while being low on true open space that is meaningful.  That type of dense development will 
cause a lot of storm water runoff, disruption of wildlife, etc that cannot be fully appreciated until we are 20 
years down the road and looking back to evaluate what happened.  We have to start anticipating what is in 
harmony with nature (not overcrowding housing--if you overcrowd ANY animal population you end up with 
higher levels of fighting, higher rates of disease, poorer quality of health overall) and build in a way that 
honors that.  We CAN and MUST begin to anticipate what really will work in 20-30 years and onward. 

I am not even clear if the requirements have been set - so I don't have specific questions.  From the letter I 
received, the Planning Commission has been asked to consider requiring a minimum amount of open space in 
new subdivisions - to my knowledge what that minimum amount would be has not been set.  I don't know of 
anything specific to react to. 
Just having the open space is nice, but how the open spaces are managed is a problem.  in Brennan Woods 
the common land (and adjoining private land!) has people riding dirt bikes... but the police won't do anything 
about it when we call them, they say it's a the neighborhoods job, but we don't have police/ enforcement 
arm!   
If like to see more open space or walking trails.  
I'm not sure I understand it. 
Yup, in dire need of revision.  Refer to previous comments.  
Why are we allowing additional development when our sewer system is already inadequate? 
I don't see any RZD open space requirements to comment upon. 
We need to keep as many open spaces as possible.  
Let's not overtax our water and wastewater capacity . Let's make buildings as attractive as possible .  
Does the open space requirement include roads, sidewalks, playgrounds, pools, etc? To me, these all seem to 
fall into "developed" areas. 
I am wondering why businesses like vets and Adam's Farm Market would not be allowed?   I understand why 
you would not want large stores in residential neighborhoods.  However these kinds of businesses seem low 
impact to me. 
Are there minimum requirements for the open space usage. ie. do walking trails have to be maintained or is it 
very flexible?   
Save all spaces 
I believe there should be SOME minimum; not sure the number but at least some number as a minimum. 

Are there any minimum requirements for open space in the RZD?  I know there is in the agricultural area. 

Open space is good, that's Vermont. I don't want to see big city living in Vermont. 
It is very important to allow for wildlife corridors and protection of eco systems.  This benefits the health of 
all. 
This proposal is akin to spot zoning as it likely only affects a very small number of properties. There are plenty 
of other zoning regulations that already curtail zoning in the RZD - wetlands setbacks, wildlife corridors, etc.  



12. Do you have questions or comments about the RZD open space requirements?  
The open space should be in a block not strips here and there between buildings 
No questions but I fully support the revisions being considered to require 50% open space for new 
construction in the residential zoning district. 
It should Increase to 80% and the town should also ensure there are buffer zones behind the developments 
and animal habitat protection.  
Taff corner development is encroaching on rzd 
There should be a set percentage of space set aside to stay open. And that should be bigger then the 
percentage that is being build upon. 
I don't understand how all of the additional backyard developments have been allowed.  It's taking away the 
village feel that we had. 
I'm less concerned with open space per se and more about pattern and layout of neighborhoods, as well as 
the design/placement of houses. PLEASE no more garage-front cul-de-sacs!  
From my understanding, the open space requirement has nothing to do with number of units on a given plot, 
just that there must be open space.  This seems like a weaseley way of placing more high density housing in 
our mostly single family home community and just sprinkling small parks here and there. 

I think we are over emphasizing the need for open spaces in a residential neighborhood that is surrounded by 
agricultural areas. I feel like this makes housing less affordable and makes lot sizes smaller to compensate. I 
would prefer slightly larger lots - 1/2 acre to 3/4 acre goal and less open space. Rather than 1/4 acre - 1/3 
acre and more open space. 
Not right now 
 
The residential area shows no open space requirements. 
Is there an overall plan to connect the various neighborhoods by recreational / walking paths that both 
promote exercise and decrease travel times on foot to services? 
I think that the open space would benefit from further input. Definition needs to be inclusive of modern 
urban development. According to the US Environmental Protection Agency:  
 
Open space is any open piece of land that is undeveloped (has no buildings or other built structures) and is 
accessible to the public. Open space can include: 
Green space (land that is partly or completely covered with grass, trees, shrubs, or other vegetation). Green 
space includes parks, community gardens, and cemeteries. 
Schoolyards 
Playgrounds 
Public seating areas 
Public plazas 
Vacant lots 
Open space provides recreational areas for residents and helps to enhance the beauty and environmental 
quality of neighborhoods. But with this broad range of recreational sites comes an equally broad range of 
environmental issues. Just as in any other land uses, the way parks are managed can have good or bad 
environmental impacts, from pesticide runoff, siltation from overused hiking and logging trails, and 
destruction of habitat. 
Lack of community and public access to safe open and green space is a critical area of concern for urban 
residents in New England. 



12. Do you have questions or comments about the RZD open space requirements?  
If the majority of Willistonians want further development then at least we should maximize the open space 
that remains in and around that development so that Williston can maintain some small piece of its beauty. 

Only that they be adhered to as promised. “Scope Creep” has a tendency to happen. 
this will allow for responsible growth in Williston and retain wildlife corridors  
all open space if not owned by the town, should buy all open space.  this will be paid for by a 1 percent tax on 
any real estate sold, including commercial land  Just because there is open land, doesn't mean we have to fill 
it 
I agree with the 50% open space requirement and fully support it. 
No and I fully support the new proposed open space requirement.  I actually wish it went father to set 
standards for lot sizes per dwelling and the type of dwelling unit so developers do not shrink lot size or 
change the type of dwelling units they plan to build to meet the requirement for open space while still 
maintaining the number of units they hope to build. 
Yes, I may have read too quickly and do not remember the percentage of land that must be preserved as 
open space. Sometimes I feel like wetlands are the only way we get open space. That's not quite right. Open 
space should be preserved for all the benefits it provides. I was horrified when I saw how many trees were 
removed in the clearing of land for Northridge Development. Given the threats of global warming, we need to 
preserve existing forests as a source of carbon capture and require developers to plant more trees when 
there are few (e.g. Finney Crossing) 
protect the environment 
I think the required open space should be larger areas. 
Are there any minimums established for open spaces? 
There are no requirements to comment on, only definition.  

  



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
More green space, more environmental protections, more taxation on the developers and pavers of this once 
beautiful town.  
 
I have the photos of when Friendly’s was my great grandparents apple orchard.  
I worry that it will begin to look much like the growth center. When is enough, enough? When will Williston 
decide the community is full?  
Glad that it is limited to only the orange zone of Williston. Unfortunate it cannot be scaled back a little from 
Mountain View rd. If ever changes to start including parts of the ARZD, probably will be major concerns from 
neighbors in this zone. 
I think it is important to recognize that, despite the different zoning districts on the town map, what happens 
in one district inevitably affects the town as a whole. 
accès to the neighborhoods keeping traffic off 2A and Route 2 
Development is happening too quickly without checks and balances, and with people making decisions based 
on personal gain 
What is the time frame for build out in the RZD?  In other words when will the town be at capacity given the 
current growth rate? 
allow the maximum freedom to the developer such that their development can have character, eliminate 
bylaws forcing all developments to look and feel the same 
Why can’t sewer and water be expanded? 
I'd like us to plan, budget and prepare the infrastructure (especially roads) first before we continue to grow. 
As an example, Route 2A south of I-89 is now  nightmare and will only get worse with relocating the State 
Troopers and ParknGo. We tend to build first and deal with these issue later. Not a great method IMO. 

Loss of wildlife habitat and open space caused by large developments and over development of land. I believe 
Williston runs the risk of ending up looking like a small version of South Burlington, which to me is far too 
developed. 
Williston has lost its unique character that we found when we first moved here---I've heard several comments 
from friends in other towns that they don't want to become another Williston.  
I've never understood why Williston seems to feel a mandate to allow everyone to bring their development 
and ugliness here, and I wish we could just cool our jets for a period of time. 
We have too much growth. 
There has been to much development in Williston! 
My husband and I are saddened to say we will be moving out of Williston we do not like how the city is being 
developed. We are moving to St Albans for that "small VT town feel" that we love 
The growth should be focused on keeping the RZD suburban in nature. Many families and others who choose 
Williston as a place to live do so based on its suburban character as well as its good schools and proximity to 
conveniences. We should focus on keeping the RZD in line with these ideals and not allow it to become an 
extension of the growth center. 
Most of this land is already built out. Consider the challenges or differences in requirements for infill 
development vs. new large neighborhoods.  
If we knew how many residents we needed to add within the planning horizon, it would help.  I'm assuming 
continuation of last 20 years fo 60is units/year. 
We need gradual growth. 
My concern is that the pace of growth could put Williston in a place that is much less desirable to live in 
unless we first address the infrastructure issues that are lacking to accomodate the growth.  



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
 I feel that the community of our town is being lost with more development 
Traffic, unsafe road conditions for non-vehicular travel, underfunded and over-crowded schools 
Letting developers choose their own way to phase their build out is not a good idea.   
I am concerned about how much "mixed commercial and residential" development there is in Williston.  
There is already a lot of empty commercial space that is not being utilized - why build more?   
Growth needs to be slowed down.   
I’m glad to see this survey as it indicates a planning commission that is willing to listen. 
Yes--if there are new development in discussion, residents who are there should have AT LEAST as much 
influence in future development as the developers who are set to make a lot of money from their building.  As 
it stands right now, you take public comments, but it is obvious that it is a procedural thing, not a meaningful 
time of hearing comments.  People on committees are looking down, doodling, looking over paperwork, etc 
while the public is speaking, then they say to enter it into the record.  it's all just protocol.  Future building 
impacts people who already live here.  They need a significant seat at any table where developers and the 
almighty dollar have followed all the "rules" yet exploited the heart and soul of the communities that already 
existed and will be linked to these same places.  Please make future development in line with community 
input in those areas.  No one is saying don't build.  The question is simply how to do that so that it is 
respectful to those already here, honoring of the current needs for roads and infrastructure/sewer/water, as 
well as creating housing that invites good people of all walks of life to Williston, who will be positive, 
contributing members of our community?  It starts with respect for those who are here now.  Then bringing 
people to the table and LISTENING.  We are stronger when we work together.  Pitting the people who live 
here against big developers who want to make lots of money, first and foremost, ultimately loses the faith of 
the people.  We deserve to do what works. 
I am not in favor of mixing residential and commercial as was done in Maple Street Place - I certainly wouldn't 
want to live there, and having those units doesn't add much to the commercial space.   
Development needs to be slowed in the RZD.  Again, our town resources are currently struggling to keep up, 
and will not be adequate with all this growth.  What is the plan to increase school size? To build more parks? 
To build a community center? We need to increase/improve town resources rather before we continue to 
build residentially. 
It’s getting excessive and greedy. Not to mention poorly built and cheap construction. Keep it isolated to the 
Taft corners/industrial area. Taking over the fields is ruining the beauty of Williston.  
Make it manageable for the supporting town services (i.e. school, fire/police, etc.) - Please do not repeat what 
transpired at Tafts Corners. 
I think there should be continued emphasis on upholding the town plans for focusing residential development 
within the RZD. By concentrating growth in this area we will preserve the more rural areas and contain urban 
sprawl in those urban areas. I have reservations about also trying to impose new open space standards within 
the RZD, as I don't think it is in the town's long term interests. 
Other than what I have already made, no 
I'm skeptical about these plans. 
I think the traffic studies required before approval of new developments need new standards that fit 
Vermont. It seems like the amount of traffic allowed would be more suited for New Jersey. All the new 
developments like the current one of 140 units pass the traffic study because the limit is so high. Soon it will 
be bumper to bumper traffic and people will need to move away from Williston to quieter spaces. Again, this 
is why we live here, not because of strip malls and amenities, because we like the nature world.  
I am a proponant of development and I think it's vital for Williston.  I really like how the areas are 
distinguished and how you can drive just a few minutes and get a totally different feel.  



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
Yup, in dire need of revision.  Refer to previous comments.  
The current plan will lead a to very dense and crowded situation. I don't believe we have the infrastructure to 
support additional growth. 
Despite a significant amount of recent development, taxes continue to increase and there have been few, if 
any, additions to safety services personnel.  Also, I don't want high density development to encroach on my 
neighborhood. 
As the area becomes more congested, fewer people will choose to live here. There will be a decrease in 
property value. 
We need to slow the residential construction.  
See previous response . 
Very concerned about the propensity to build "carriage houses", townhouses, and apartments in semi-rural or 
suburban areas. These denser developments may be an efficient use of land, but they drastically increase the 
traffic, noise and air pollution, put added strain on utilities, and encourage children to play in the street if they 
don't have a traditional backyard or common play area. These types of homes offer little privacy to their 
owners, and often suffer from individuals who don't take "pride of ownership" in their unit. They may begin 
as well-kept owner-occupied dwellings, but eventually morph into rental properties with high turnover. The 
only practical use for these developments is over-55 communities, where older residents would benefit from 
lawn/snow maintenance, typically have no young children, are rarely noisy, often have just one car, and 
would appreciate having neighbors close by. Please don't let Williston go the way of South Burlington! 
This area is designated for growth and development and we should allow for that based on the zoning 
regulations for the RZD.  I believe we can have growth and development that fits the character of Vermont 
when properly regulated.  I believe the current Town Plan does that.  We need to encourage dense 
development in a defined portion of the Town for tax base and commercial services while allowing the 
remainder of the Town to maintain its rural character. 
We have non- stop growth. There are really no positive values to high growth rates. 
The previously mentioned concerns on the impact of traffic, schools, and wildlife. 
I would very much like to see a sidewalk/bike path connection from the village to Taft Corner so more safe 
pedestrian and bike options could be utilized, thus cutting down auto traffic and encouraging alternative 
transportation. 
There has been quite a lot of growth around Williston since I moved here 14.5 years ago.  Is there the 
continued need for such constant growth?  Do we need 7 banks and 5 pharmacies in the taft area?  Are we 
filling all of the houses that are currently available?  Is it possible to build smaller more affordable homes on 
decent sized lots to account for part of the need for cheaper housing or do the choices always have to be 
condos/duplexes/apartments for cheaper houses versus LARGE single family homes?  if the goal is to have 
affordable housing for everyone, why not build smaller (800-1200 sq. ft) homes on nice sized lots that young 
families could afford (starter homes). 
Another through cut between Mountain View and 117 is badly needed. North Williston Road cannot 
accommodate the current or future level of traffic. With each development the town loses some of its beauty 
and rural character which make it a desirable place to live. Any housing that is added should be affordable or 
mixed income.  
See other answers. As a resident of the historic district I am very concerned about the overall impact on our 
town "feel" as we continue to build giant cookie cutter neighborhoods that get closer and closer to our village 
center. Please consider overall aesthetic and quality of these buildings. Preserve our village, its green space, 
and its quaint feel. Many towns do not have this, and I worry that we will lose it.  



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
There is way too much development already happening or in the planning process...which is taking almost all 
open/green space-the main reason we moved to this area 8 years ago! 
Yes,  
The architectural design that the board approves must be better controlled. Most of Finney Crossing is ugly as 
sin. 
It seems like all recent development is focused on packing in as many units on one piece of land.  I understand 
the economics of that from a builder's perspective.  I would like to see the town do something to encourage 
developments with minimum lot sizes.  Let's spread the houses out. 
Continued aggressive growth in the current RZD will turn it into the residential equivalent of Taft Corners, 
which is not positive. There is plenty of land in Williston outside the sewer service area that could be 
potentially developed that would have a less negative impact on the large portion of the town’s population 
that currently lives in the RZD or Taft Corners areas. 
Continued aggressive growth in the current RZD will turn it into the residential equivalent of Taft Corners, 
which is not positive. There is plenty of land in Williston outside the sewer service area that could be 
potentially developed that would have a less negative impact on the large portion of the town’s population 
that currently lives in the RZD or Taft Corners areas. 
Apartment buildings are popping up all over, it's crazy. Losing space, views and we don't have the roads to 
handle all these vehicles. 
Needs to be done thoughtfully, thanks for doing the survey 
As said previously, I believe development in the residential zone should be reduced, both by reducing density 
and requiring open space. This is a fair compromise between existing residents, the town and developers. 
Growth should be focused where it makes the most sense, and that is the growth center.  We should not be 
building sprawling neighborhoods, it is extremely inefficient.  
I think it is important that we have an RZD close to the growth center so that people can walk or bike to eat or 
run an errand. 
Our rate of growth in the RDZ is a huge concern and has wide reaching impacts on many of the towns 
services, schools and roadways. Something needs to be done to slow the growth to a more manageable rate. 
Yes it doesn’t feel like the RZD open space is actually protecting anyone or any animals as currently employed  
I'm really hopeful that Williston will prioritize keeping open space in the RZD, when I look around Williston 
now, I just do not see that much land that would be better off developed.  I really hope we will try to maintain 
much of the open land we have left in the RZD. 
Again staff corners and the new dev off mt view rd that will dump out on already congested mt view rd 
number of units must be limited, distance between buildings 50 feet or more 
see questions above. Congestion, noise, pollution etc etc 
I believe growth and development are important but it must have a balance on the development choices. A 
community needs other establishments other than condos. 
See above  
Growth in Williston, specifically the RZD, needs to be slowed and more open space provided.  The mega 
developments make it look like New Jersey. 
I support well-designed, tightly clustered, diverse neighborhoods (i.e. varied housing types/sizes) but I also 
think we need to be careful about where these go. That huge space off Mt. View and Old Stage is iconic and 
important for wildlife, the views, agricultural continuity, etc. so I would love to see it purchased by the Town 
and/or have a conservation easement put in place. 
We should not have high density housing such as apartments. This is not the proper area to build such 
structures. There is no major city close for those people to access and it negatively affects our school system.  



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
I am concerned about Williston growth and overcrowding in general. This needs to be managed carefully and I 
appreciate this survey for Williston citizen input.  
Seems like a good idea, but generally speaking adding regulation makes it harder for home development and 
will probably make homes more expensive. 
I live on North Williston Rd. We managed to turn down a developer who wanted to build too much right next 
to Lefebvre Lane years ago. We can do that again if needed. We do need to save as many of our open spaces 
as possible. We do not need to be another South Burlington with very little open land left. 
Finney Crossing has almost destroyed the character of Willison.  No More!!! 
I do not like so much development. 
I'm concerned about the long term consequences of over development.  
Uncontrolled growth without the necessary increase in infrastructure will have negative impact on the way of 
living of Williston. The bustling yet tame nature of Williston makes it unique compared neighboring South 
Burlington and Essex. LET'S KEEP IT THAT WAY! 
Traffic is crazy and taxes are going up thanks to all of this development. Nice job ruining the town. 
Existing farms, such as Windswept, need to be allowed to remain and operate with out added financial 
burdens and pressure to close.  
I think Williston zoning is very well planned 
We are seeing an increase in complaints about wildlife encounters as more habitats are destroyed and more 
people move into these former animal dwelling areas. It also brings more people who do not appreciate 
Vermont’s beauty as it is and who are unused to living among our native wildlife. 
We must consider non vehicular movement of people. Bike lanes in addition to rec paths are critical for safe 
biking. 
Push for more street trees 
I ask the committee to take a long-term view on this whole effort, because short-term decisions look great 
now, but can lead to unintended consequences in the medium-to-long term. Urban sprawl seems like a 
laughable concern here in Vermont, but as we grow, so does the urban expansion.  
There is way too much growth and not enough open space!   
It’s already over done. All the new buildings are blocking the views and are ugly and square.   
There will not be proper infrastructure to  support the increased traffic flow.  Traffic will terrible in this area.   
there needs to be a limit on how much of the land can be developed on one parcel. We do not want to 
become another New Jersey 
put a freeze to all growth and development for the next year  with covid, and all the bad that is going on 
around the US, nobody know what the outcome as far as businesses and how many will be lost, jobs and how 
many will be lost.  take a breath of fresh air and smell the dandelions 
Our growth in the RZD needs to be slowed down for a number of reasons. We are growing at an incredibly 
fast rate and do not have the checks and balances and policy’s in place to regulate and control the growth in a 
way that keeps the character of our town. 
I would like to see growth in the RZD slowed down and a strict limit set on the number of dwellings that are 
allowed to be built. 
Without a larger map and street names this makes little sense to me.  
Yes, I am concerned about traffic .Mountain View Road is already a crowded road with commuter traffic from 
Jericho, Underhill and other nearby towns 
Ridiculous amount of new building 
no - gotta happen. 



13. Do you have any comments about the impacts of growth and development on 
the RZD?  
protect the environment 
I worry about safety of roadways, emergency services and habitat 
I think the residential growth in my area is too dense, I live just inside the RZD. Especially concerning is vehicle 
traffic and the speed of the vehicles. Especially since speed limits seem NOT to be enforced. 
Too much density and impact on fire, police, water and sewer, environment and quality of life. 
These growth centers have been on the books for years. Anybody who moves here is... 

 

  



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
The trees, the birds, the bear, the dirt, and that I can’t always see my neighbors home.  
I do not live in RZD. I like the quiet, space from others, ability to see and hear nature from my own yard.  
Neighbors are interactive/supportive but also far enough away to maintain privacy.  
It is a safe and small street/neighborhood, surrounded by at least a small amount of open space and wildlife 
habitat. 
well maintained  
It’s safe, it’s quiet, and it’s not a thoroughfare to connect to other neighborhoods. 
Proximity to wildlife.  Minimal light pollution. Both solitude and proximity to good neighbors. Lack of traffic 
congestion south of the Interstate. 
sidewalks, location 
We have a large common in the muffle of the neighborhood  
We have open land, houses are condensed still private, we’re on a private road with sidewalks. We abut 
wetlands and conserved land, so view out back is beautiful. 
open space, beautiful views, diverse house types 
the location 
Having town water and sewer and close to town. 
I see fox, birds, deer, and other wildlife right outside my windows 
It is a small, older neighborhood, our home abuts Allen Brook.  It is quiet, contained, and offers glimpses of 
wild life.   
large lots, established trees 
We live in a rural part of Williston---love the openness, the wildlife and the privacy. 
open space--we don't really live in a neighborhood. 
We have a lovely 6-acre lot near the Winooski watershed which can feel quite private and rural when the F-35 
bombers aren't flying. 
I live in the green zone - and like NOT living in a neighborhood, but appreciate the strong connections to the 
neighbors we do have 
Our neighborhood is well developed with lots of open space and landscaping and natural forest development. 
It's quiet. 
Where we live each house has a minimum of a 3 acre lot  
adjacent to woods, walking/biking path 
Layout, services, neighbors 
Dead end street. Pleasant appearance 
our neighbors 
The quiet, the ease of walking through it. 
I like the fact that there is space between homes and sidewalks throughout the neighborhood which allow for 
safe activity. The open spaces provide for pleasant views and animal habitat. The nature paths are a 
wonderful addition for family walks in the woods.  
Close to transportation and some services, small lot sizes. 
Streetscape of the village.  Connected community (library, school, rec path, etc).  The fact that most children 
in the RZD can walk or bike to school (could use more parent support towards DOING this). 
Privacy 
I like that we have a lot of open space but people are still good neighbors to each other. 
I like that it's quiet and we have space. 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
access to the village and recreation 
Feels like a community. Great areas to walk and easy access to Williston shopping and Rec areas.  
convenience to shopping; friendly people 
Access to existing Mud Pond trails and quiet agricultural nature of the surroundings.  
I’m not in a neighborhood. 
Open fields and distant neighbors 
neighbors, fresh air, quiet 
Neighbors 
privacy 
Availability of woods trails and water features (Allen Brook and other creeks) 
Quiet 
Location.  Love the older village center - the library, town hall, the community.   
We are not on top of each other, we have open common space behind, only traffic is those who live in the 
development, quiet, and well maintained dwellings. 
I live in Southridge and I live the proximity to the bike path, library, and schools. Plus, there is plenty of green 
space which makes me thankful to be a resident. 
It is rural. We have land and our neighbors are not right on top of us.  
The density. 
quiet but close to amenities 
Limited number of units and large open space 
It is quiet and "pastoral"; *feels* remote but isn't far away.  It is close to services/shopping/dining. 
We absolutely love Wildflower Circle.  It's a small community, linked to nature, bike path, close to library and 
walking throughout the village.  The quality of life is high, our home was well built, and we see wildlife 
regularly right out our back door.  It is special to have a neighborhood like this that is close to everything 
needed as well as vast natural opportunities.  I want that to be our neighbors, yet to be built, homes and 
neighborhoods, too.  We don't need to build high end homes for this quality of life.  We need to build homes 
that are based on respect for those who will live there, build solid, and invite people to be outdoors in their 
home space.  If we build with respect, we will invite people who are respectful.   
It feels somewhat private and removed although we are right next to Tafts Corners. 
It has woods around it, there are walking trails that are easy to get to, there is natural beauty and my unit is 
far enough away from 2A that the noise level isn't too obnoxious.   
It is a dead-end. No through traffic. 
I love that my neighborhood is an easy walk to stores, bike path, schools, etc.  
The forest, trails, outside space, space between houses, yard space, friendly faces  
I like that it is beautiful, and I can see the mountains, and I can get on I-89 without going through Williston. 
side walks, common land, proximity to taft corners, pool 
Friendly small community atmosphere  
Houses are far apart a. Mostly wooded.  
how safe it is for my young kids, how close it is to everything (taft's corner) without feeling or hearing it 
I can walk/bike.  
Relatively quiet, lots of trees and natural wildlife habitat, town water & sewer and easy access to bike path 
and nature trails. 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
I like my neighbors and the proximity to burlington, stores, and to easily be able to get to the more rural 
locations for recreation 
My neighborhood is an older one, has some open space and is very quiet with easy access to everything I 
need. 
I live in Bittersweet Village. We are a condo association that has green space. We are neighbors that know 
each other. We've gotten to know each other more during the pandemic because many of us walk thru the 
neighborhood on a daily basis. Low traffic. Quiet. We look out for our neighbors. We keep up our lawns and 
common grounds. Individual owners take pride in planting flowers around their condos. We have wildlife that 
visit.  Deer, turkeys, chipmunks, etc. Typically people stay in this neighborhood for a long time. Low turnover. 
No traffic 
Lots of families, walk-able to growth area.   
No persnickety neighbors.  We are proud NIMBYs & NIMFYs.  As a result, we take great pride in sustainable 
environmental best practices to preserve and maintain not only our properties, but the common land & 
beyond.  We plunked down over $250K for stormwater retention upgrades, and we embrace dandelions.  In 
fact, some of us chow down on the tender early spring greens & make hooch out of the blooms.  As far as I 
know, none of us use any Chem Lawn services. 
I like that my neighborhood is small and that I know most of my neighbors. I like that I feel safe in my 
neighborhood, and that we have a good lot size so that we aren't on top of our neighbors.  We have mature 
trees. 
views, green spaces and trees, quiet and clean 
The quietness. The sparse housing density. The sense of community. 
That I am bordered by wild lands and not a housing development. 
I love that I know/like my neighbors and that I can walk right from my backyard to the trails on the Mud Pond 
Conservation land. And I love that I see fox, deer, rabbits, frogs, turtles, and all kinds of birds in my yard!  
small, one circle, no drive through traffic 
Quiet, easy access to stores , Healthcare  
Layout, lot sizes, views, location, location, location (proximity to Adams Farm Stand and other farms, bike 
path and community park, access to I 89, shops, restaurants, hospital, etc.) 
I like that it is located in the RZD allowing for easy access to commercial businesses and services.  I like the 
open feel of my neighborhood, yet it is filled with many neighbors.  It provides a good social opportunities for 
myself and my kids. 
Landscaping, curb appeal, existing sidewalks and bike paths (could be more) 
It is not over crowded with houses. 
It's nice 
We very much like having homes near us that are, for the most part, on larger plots of land. We also have 
access to local trails and at the moment, it looks like the land around us does not have plans for development. 
We'd like to keep it that way. 
Quiet. 
Peaceful, not a lot of drama 
I LOVE the feeling of openness as I approach my neighborhood with the mountain vistas and open fields, yet 
the easy access to services so nearby.  I never get tired of that breathtaking view from my house’s 36 
windows!  I also LOVE our recent bridge/path connection from our neighborhood to the Town’s nature trails, 
the Walkability to the library, schools and Town Hall. 
That it's quiet, has more natural open land and is convenient for access to commuting outside of Williston. 
There is a lot of green space here.  I am just off 2A, so getting around by car is easy. 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
space and great neighbors! 
Its rural and historic character, open space, access to outdoor recreation, and wonderful community (which 
we are slowly losing due to the issues with N Williston Rd).  
Walkability. Family-friendly. Aesthetic. We have 4 kids, and can walk out our door and to the bike path within 
minutes. We feel safe. Kids can walk to school. The library, police, and town hall are down the street. We love 
the historic aesthetic of our area and the quaintness of the village. We would not live here without those 
things.  
Street design, layout of homes allowing for some privacy, great sidewalks, accessible to both schools 
I love how safe it is. I love my immediate neighbors and how friendly most people are. I also love to be able to 
run and walk dogs safely (despite the speeding traffic).  
Quiet, dead end low traffic 
I like that I am close to amenities and to Burlington for work purposes.  
I live in the Commons condominium complex. I has a lot of green space (which we maintain at our own cost), 
and very little traffic other than those folks that live here. The dwellings are nicely designed (New England-y) 
and nicely spaced. 
How quiet it is. And the lack of traffic. The open space. 
Proximity to services and 89 for commuting. 
open space, trails.  
That I have protected open space behind my lot. 
Connectivity, open space, variety 
I'm not in this district 
It's quiet, but near to everything 
Rural aspects and open space 
I love that it feels rural, diverse and historical 
We do have quite a bit of space that allows for wildlife. Bobcats to deer, hummingbirds to herons and wild 
turkeys, all kinds of song birds.  Small mammals. 
It's private yes easily accessible to park, town offices, Taft Corners 
Sidewalks, accessibility to other neighborhoods, proximity to town recreation 
I absolutely love my neighborhood. Across the street is the field and Windswept farm. We have lots of 
neighbors, but we have close to the recreation path and lots of open space by Adams farm and close the 
Catamount center. 
It is small enough to know my neighbors and many are long term residents.   
It has a lot of open forested land next to it for walking. 
It's a dead end, not a cut through.  I love the variety of houses, it's quiet, peaceful and close to everything 
It has small town charm 
How quiet it is right where I am at. I love the community forest at Catamount.  
That there are two protected land buffers on either side and across the street so my neighborhood won’t be 
South ridge and end up with a development in the middle of it . I like the new bridge and path the VCC built  
The walkability to the town park, library, bike path, the size of housing lots (village)  
I really enjoy my neighborhood's private feel, as well as close access to bike paths and great places to run.  My 
neighbors are also very kind, and the neighborhood is pretty quiet. 
No one can develop near it and on bike path 
fat apart 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
I like the location where I am. Outside of this neighborhood is still a little of the wide openness of VT that I 
love so much left 
It is safe, peaceful, and close to supermarket and pharmacy. 
I love that my neighborhood is connected to a stand of protected forest with paths and wildlife. I couldn't 
have survived the suburbs without it. 
Designated Common land prevents construction in certain areas and preserves some open spaces. Houses 
aren’t too close together.  
Forest areas for wild life 
Its small size and the ability to walk into the village. 
I love being an 'infill' spot in the Village (house built in 1996 on a subdivided rear lot) and I feel like we could 
do more along those lines to 'densify' the village. Only then would we be able to support more commercial 
services such as the often-mentioned cafe/bakery or brewpub. 
Don't live in a neighborhood 
Single family homes that are aesthetically pleasing with nature preserves such as those in Brennan Woods 
Walkability, green space, mixed population. 
the trees and wildflowers, the fact that I can hear coyotes in the evening and beautiful wildlife sightings 
 We have lovely views of Mt Mansfield and Camel’s Hump. Traffic on Oak Hill rd is unacceptable- too fast and 
too noisy. We are not even able to safely walk on the road. 
That it is safe and quiet. Not crowded.  Close to everything. Not a lot of traffic.   
it's quiet, little through traffic, safe 
I like that the homes are different shapes, sizes, with some older and some newer. I like having the rec path, 
sidewalks, school, playground, bike ramps, iceskating, volleyball, fields for soccer and baseball, and the nature 
trail, with plenty of trees and wild animals around. 
Just about everything! 
It’s quiet and open. 
It's smaller 
Open space.  Quiet.  Good views.   
Trees, grass, places to walk and bike, pool, convenient location 
Open space 
quiet, residential connectivity (sidewalk and bike paths), open space 
walkability to some services, open space/common land, views, quiet (with some notable exceptions) 
Coyote Run is relatively small. It feels like a neighborhood and is aesthetically appealing.  I love the bike path.  
Quiet family neighborhood that is not over developed.  
Quiet, plenty of trees and open space for walking, easy access to town/shopping 
Nature, quiet, trails, rural feel, quality of life, and friendly people 
Close to services 
I like the larger lot sizes. I really dislike neighborhood with postage size lots where you spit and almost hit the 
house next door. Should be 1/2 acre min. 
Quiet and safe yet very close to shopping center and central to schools with great pedestrian paths to get 
there 
Size  
It is still rural and mostly in tact ,with wonderful close neighbors! 
I don’t live in a neighborhood. 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
There is large amounts of open space behind our home and access to forest walks. 
Safety quiet and not congested.  
I like that there's less traffic than in other areas.  
I like that my neighborhood is older and therefore has mature trees and is surrounded by forest with ample 
wildlife habitat. 
Nature. There was a lot more wildlife when we first moved in which I miss. 
Its not a thru street so it’s very quiet from car traffic and safe for my kids to play in. I also love the woods we 
back up to. 
Quiet, friendly, established community. 
Still has a rural nature 
The open space behind us that is being overused.  Obviously Williston needs more open space! 
I like being close to the WCS park. 
It is quiet and single family homes.  
That it is on the other side of town and away from the RZD 
small development with open spaces 
the rural character  
very quiet, lots of nature, no crime, excellent police and fire department 
Great location, quiet and feels very rural while being close to amenities  
It has a small town and rural feel while being close to everything. 
It’s a circle, which lite traffic.  
Properties with many acres and open space, agricultural.  
The large green space in the center of all the houses, plus open green space attached to our neighborhood 
now used for a community garden and recreation space.  
proximity to park, school, library 
The views and many trees for privacy and good air. 

The bike path. The trails that residents have developed. The proximity to amenities at Tafts Corners, the berm 
and buffer of pine trees that the developer installed as a visual and noise screen next to the proposed CIRC 
R.O.W. The riparian buffers along the streams that cross our neighborhood. These are magical places for kids. 
They are somewhat wild and very natural.  
Quaintness of the village 
Cul-de-sac, convenience and privacy 
Not overcrowded 
quiet  
close to catamount and bike path 
Walkable  
relatively quite 
My land and my open space, since it is agriculture and we keep the big field open, we provide the wildlife 
habit and views of the mountains for our neighborhood and the Williston community. 
Despite being in a condo, there is plenty of privacy (woods) on the back of unit. 
Outside Sewer Service Resident: Natural and non-cookie cutter. Please keep Outside Sewer Service area like 
this 
that we are off in a smaller section that is quiet and the kids can play without worrying about cars 



14. What do you LIKE about your neighborhood?  
I am not in a neighborhood. But I believe there are social benefits from living in a nice neighborhood.  

 

  



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
That if I want to bike to town, oak hill rd STILL doesn’t have a bike lane.  
The traffic of commuters passing through our neighborhood 
Nothing, good neighbors and most of respect for natural area.  
The increasing traffic (at too fast a speed) along Mountain View Road and lack of connectivity to 
bike/pedestrian paths.  The planned developments along Mountain View (at the Catamount Golf Course and 
the day care/single family homes/townhouses to be built between Brennan Woods Drive and Katie Lane). 
only one access to main roads 
It’s next to Coyote Run and the future north ridge development, where people drive too quickly through 
Southridge to get to their own neighborhood  
Increasing noise pollution from F-35s and the Interstate. Concern about reliable well water. Lack of access to 
public transport. 
People speed through to avoid taft corners. the gigantic apartment building on Knight Lane 
Noise from i89 and new developments being built along North Williston rd 
Highway noise, F-35 flight path. 
Busy road, speeding cars, congestion at stop signs because there is only one route to get to the highway  
nothing :) 
Difficult to get out of in the morning, at noon and at 5pm 
Trying to live with one car with so little transportation options 
Trying to turn left or right onto Route 2A - just getting onto Route 2A is often times a challenge especially at 
rush hour which no longer is twice a day. 
high speed of traffic on N Williston Rd as well as volume of traffic 
The incredible disruptive noise of the F 35s flying directly over our house.  
F-35s. Very disappointed that town officials have been MIA on this issue. We are exploring selling our home 
because of them. 
Understand we live in a growth area of VT, but the continued addition of homes in our area has definitely 
altered wildlife habitat and lessened the rural feel with previously open fields now occupied by homes 
Nothing 
It's to close to other neighborhoods. 
nothing 
Homogeneity 
taxes are too high!  
The speeding cars 
It’s proximity to Finney Crossing. 
No sidewalks, only one access point.  
Traffic.    Need to have a vehicle to live here. 
I can see another house now. 
The commercial buildings that do not fit in with the surrounding residential area.  The ever increasing noise 
from speeding and revving cars on Williston Road, it sounds like a race track in front of my house now!!! 
Nothing 
The f35's flying over it 
Fighter jet noise, commercial airline traffic, air pollution / burning, speeders on East Hill RD going 70mph + 
through family neighborhood. 
I currently live across from the compost place. The truck traffic to the dump is awful. 



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
Traffic close to I89 
constant threat of development and increasing taxes 
Gun club noise, enormous increase in traffic/speeds as people seek alternative to main arteries.  
act 250 restrictions to clear land, no town water 
All the idiots running our stop sign 
While it's nice to have the convenience of some big box stores, I don't like to see empty, unused commercial 
space while even more commercial space is being built.   
Getting out onto Route 2A; no light and people do not adhere to NOT blocking intersection to let you out. 
Development that is aesthetically challenged and focused on vehicles. It’s impossible to walk to Taft Corners 
without crossing a major thoroughfare. 
Wish that town sewer and water was available.  
Nothing ... yet anyway! 
Town staff have be inconsistent in enforcing zoning regs and building codes.  
Nothing 
The speed and carelessness of drivers who use our road as a throughway/speedway to other areas and pitch 
their trash out the window as they go.  This is not the neighborhood's fault; fault lies squarely with the [insert 
your ugly word here] drivers, but their speed is pretty bad down here. 
lack of diversity in homes.  they are all big homes.   
We are adjacent to the Allen Brook, but there is no apparent concern for how our neighborhood impacts the 
brook in the choices we make on lawn care, water drainage, etc. 
Nothing - and I would hate to see that change! 
trying to turn left on route 2 during morning or evening rush hour is almost impossible. 
I dislike the constant construction in the neighborhoods near my home,  I dislike the i reses traffic through my 
neighborhood.  
How fast people drive down our road (East hill road) , not having much social time with the neighborhood  
2A is loud, but I knew that when we moved here so I can't really complain about that one! 
nothing 
Increase in traffic 
Cars speeding. Wish we had a sidewalk and that it connected to the bike path.  
I wish we had more kids and access to a pool 
Fighter jets noise; too many apartment buildings in Finney Crossing / Tafts Corner area.  
Trying to access onto North Williston Road --  congestion at times and the speed of cars.  I like the safety 
enhancements made in the last couple of years, but was sad to see some of them taken off the table. 
Noise. From the airplanes, especially the fighter jets. Also there is increasing noise from commercial activities. 
These are often low frequency noises that are not regulated or monitored. There is increasing evidence that 
these have long term health implications 
That ECO car wash was allowed to be built so close to it. 
Access to it from 2A - at some times of the day it's impossible to get out. 
Trying to make a left hand turn onto Williston Road is dangerous. But your still allowing 140 more homes to 
be built, so roughly add two more cars for each home and that is 280 more cars driving around Williston in 
the next 7 years.  
The arrogant attitude of everyone who lives in a neighborhood that used to be a farm, yet thinks that all new 
neighborhoods are bad.  Totally hypocritical, NIMBY attitudes! 
? The F-35 noise. 



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
Traffic, noise, knowing that the sewer system dumps raw sewage into the lake. 
the inability over the last 3 years to walk along willistion road on the sidewalk  without being blown off the 
roadway by the tail wind of the constant flow of dump trucks. Also the new feeling of houses shaking due to 
the vibration of the new cut through for construction equipment and trailers due to the up tick in 
construction.   
I dislike that it can be difficult to turn left out of my neighborhood due to the amount of traffic on RT. 2A.  
Also, why hasn't our neighborhood been repaved when others, that don't need it have been? 
increased traffic due to retail expansion, views clouded with new construction in Finney Crossing 
The trump supporter up the road. 
Butternut road being used as a cut-through from oak hill & 2a 
No sidewalks. 
I dislike the frequency and intensity of the noise coming from planes overhead, particularly now that the F-
35s have shown up.  
wish it had a pool and playground 
concern about apartment house development around us, with noise and traffic increase. 
Airport noise (from F35s, helicopters, some commercial jets); traffic using Old Stage Road as a short-cut and 
speeding. 
Roads could use some traffic calming concepts 
Traffic 
The noise and traffic on North Williston Road. 
F-35 noise 
No town water/sewer, No internet choice 
Saturated population, lot of cars 
Nothing! 
The significant increased traffic, Air National Guard proximity with jet noise, and local business noise 
Unfortunately it is not at all walk-able.   
nothing 
Dangerous and highly congested traffic on N Williston Rd 
We live on Rt 2. That is noisy. I also dislike the cookie cutter developments that are appearing everywhere.  
Fast drivers, particularly from neighborhood built off ours.  
Too much recent development, too many homes going up, too much traffic 
F-35 noise 
I don’t enjoy living in a complex that has minimal outdoor space, the noise from the roads and planes, the 
traffic in the center of town, the area not being conducive to pedestrians or cyclists, and the housing expense.  
The noise from Rt. 2 and the F-35s. 
Occasional fast drivers 
HOA, homes are too similar, not enough variety in architectural style. Stop having HOAs. They are inequitable 
and useless. If you don't want cars on blocks, make it a town ordinance. Provide a town fitness facility and 
pool funded by businesses here with minimal fees for local residents to use. Then there is no need for 
neighborhood maintenance of pools and recreational areas and the community becomes stronger. Having 
lived in Essex previously, I miss this part of community in Williston. 
no shoulder or sidewalk on East Hill Rd, no path for walking 
We live on North Williston Road and there is a lot of road noise, with the volume of traffic increasing. 



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
not in this district 
I'm afraid we're going to lose everything to busy development. 
Road being used as a cut through between Oak Hill and 2a. 
Being so close to suburban sprawl.  
Closest road is very busy, it is a commuting link. 
noise at the 4 way stop! 
HOA 
Cars speeding down Old Stage Road, which will only get worse with more development. Those new apartment 
buildings in Finney Crossing are one of the ugliest buildings I have ever seen. They must have been designed 
by the same company that did the Redstone Lofts at UVM which are hideous.  
Being surrounded by larger developments with many more transient residents.   
I can't think of anything. 
2a is awful, too many cars, driving WAY too fast. But that's it! 
The fact that at certain times of day I am unable to safely cross the road to check my mail or take my kids on a 
bike ride because we have to cross the road to access the bike path and the amount of traffic makes it 
dangerous to do so.  
That the open spaces nearby are getting filled and I wonder how nice it will actually be to drive through 
Williston if everything continues at this growth pace. And the TAXES.  
Several of the neighbors behind us are encroaching on the riparian zone and each year take more and more of 
it for their yard and there’s no oversight or way to stop them. Someone should fly a drone over Old Stage 
Estates and see what they are doing.  Bike path traffic into our neighborhood isn’t ideal either - they ride in 
the middle of the road.  
The speed (35 mph) at which the traffic moved through the Village and the danger at crosswalk (at Federated 
Church) - North Williston Road  
I dislike increased congestion that I've experienced over the last few years, as well as the F-35 noise that is 
incredibly loud. 
Congestion on my view rd 
The uniformity of the houses. I makes me want to paint my front door turquoise and my windowsills purple.! 
There is not a lot to do besides shopping. No variety on restaurants, and no public pool. 
No connectivity to sidewalks or paths 
Traffic speeding/cutting through it 
Getting from neighborhood to highway gets more congested every year. No more apartments/condos please. 
And no more big stores. Traffic is bad especially during the holidays.  
Nothing 
The sidewalks.  They connect to nothing so either pave Maple Road or just remove them.  I'd prefer them to 
be removed since no one uses them anyway.  They are not maintained and are tripping hazards and unusable 
during the winter.  Parents drop kids off at the end of our road, Village Grove.  I understand why because the 
traffic situation at WCS is horrible at times.  It adds more traffic to our already narrow street and the 
school/town should address their traffic issue... or have kids walk. 
The ridiculous amount and speed of traffic on Oak Hill Rd. and complete lack of provision for runners, 
pedestrians, and cyclists.  
I also hate the late afternoon back-up on Rt. 2 and N. Williston / Oak Hill Rd. We need to revisit the 
roundabout idea (but go about it differently) to mitigate traffic there. 
It’s close to Finney Crossing. 



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
Not totally connected to Williston bike path system. 
At 5,000 people per day, the neighborhood was ok, but with expansion expansion expansion, The 7,000 
people who pass everyday has become too much.  
Increased traffic noice from Mountain View Road a  beautiful road that is now heavily traversed even before 
all of this further development. I cringe at the thought of majestic fields being transformed into pavement 
and housing developments. 
This area does not feel like a neighborhood due to traffic volume and speed. Neighbors do not know each 
other. 
People that don't live in my neighborhood want to control what it looks like. 
The F35 noise.  It has gotten a lot better recently though. 
houses are too close 
Cars often drive too fast on North Williston Road. 
We're 1/4 mile from sewer & water. We could practically run a hose to the new water tower on Mtn View but 
still have a well. 
To much traffic on East Hill Road 
I don't have a dislike 
Heavy traffic. 
Too many people, constant construction, loss of open space and natural areas, elimination of mountain views  
Cost 
noise from F-35 
no easy pedestrian access to other side of Route 2 (commercial area), incomplete walking path connections 
between neighborhoods, potentially under aged operators of motorized vehicles on town roads, the F35s, 
HOA 
There is no pool and we can’t use the southridge pool even though you need to drive through that 
neighborhood to get to ours.  
Nothing.  It is great.  
Nothing. 
Cut through speeders 
Home owners associations rules making everything look the same 
we have no real curbs and no sidewalks. some streets have ditches for stormwater. 
My neighbor doesn’t take care of her house or yard 
Speeders from surrounding streets and Northridge construction and soon to be golf course construction and 
added traffic with no acceptance from planning that this will affect our neighborhood  
Not much 
N/A 
Speeding traffic on Mountain View Road 
More attention on bike lanes for safety.  
We see a police presence here maybe once or twice a month. There's no monitoring of speeding.  
Its proximity to Finney Crossing and the new development next to Shaw’s. 
F 35 noise! It is totally unacceptable! 
Turning left on 2A 
No tree's on the greenbelt 
An awful lot of NIMBY going on. 



15. What do you DISLIKE about your neighborhood?  
We pay for but don't receive road services where we live (shared private road) 
I don't like the fact that we are being wrapped around by other neighborhoods.   
highway noise 
I have to drive through the box stores to get to it.  
 Nothing 
increased development/traffic 
dumbest idea of having a compost regulation say there are 10,000 homes in Williston, 5000 residents go the 
compost pile every week, that is roughly 2500 gallons of fuel to make this round, nice carbon footprint  Then 
you get charged for it, in which the company makes a small fortune  Williston should have negotiated for 
profits, at the minimum  carbon footprint is still there, and will get worse 
The traffic and constant street noise all hours of the day and night and all the new construction which lacks 
any form of tasteful design.  
The road traffic and noise as a result of the traffic. 
The new catamount development will be using our street to access the neighborhood  
Nothing except the F-35 noise.  
The close proximity with the now very noisy airport 
There’s no safe way to walk/bike to stores/restaurants  
lack of enforcement of speeding vehicles 
Traffic from 6-8:30 AM, and 3:30 to 6:00 PM 

We are abutting newer neighborhoods that don't have as much open space. I worry that each new 
neighborhood will have less open space.  
The fact that several new neighborhoods are being packed in to open spaces. We may move out of town after 
30 years. 
One neighbor  does not maintain property to the status of $500K homes, no association ordinances to enforce 
nothing  
can hear highway/busy roads 
Traffic  
the future growth 
I think the residential growth in my area is too dense, I live just inside the RZD. Especially concerning is vehicle 
traffic and the speed of the vehicles. Especially since speed limits seem NOT to be enforced. 
Units could use some exterior updating. 
that the town is possibly going to let a new development go right through our lawn 
I would not like an association telling me what to do with my property.  

 

  



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
Well built, tastefully designed mini-communities that support VT mentality of caring for the earth and our 
neighbors.  
Larger lots, less homes. Allowable land for homesteading.  
Single level ranch style homes with construction aesthetics in tune to VT. Would be good to have mixed 
income availability that is actually affordable to low income, especially with the $15 hr min wage coming. The 
ranch style is conducive for aging population and allows for visibility over to mountain ranges and surrounding 
natural areas. Less of eyesore and with a moderate amount of different designs can be less cookie cutter.  

Minimal and small-scale. 
single family ranch style homes sq footage around 1500 - 1800  
Dog parks, protected forest, mountain biking trails, NOT ANOTHER FINNEY CROSSING  
Minimal 
smart growth with good traffic flow, parking and sidewalks. thoughtful placement of buildings 
Less 
Condensed housing with fewer buildings allowed (Creek’s Edge is an okay example of density to open space), 
buildings not on the main road when possible (think Chatham Woods). 
community center, local owned business  
variation 
Ranch homes with at least 2-3 acres each so houses are spread out and trees to give privacy 

Slower development. Do we really think we can fill the commercial space? Has Maple Tree Place ever come 
close to 100% consistent capacity? 
Not much 
Limited number of dwellings.  No apartments, tall buildings, no dense pack, homes should not be on top of 
each other, no views blocked, open space retained. 
smaller developments of more affordable housing that is landscaped and designed to fit into its surroundings 
and also includes open land as well. 
None or a minimum of one or two acre lots with open space preserved. 
As little as possible.  
More sidewalks and bike lanes would be terrific; it's unsafe to walk or bike in most areas. 
I realize a dream, as developers want to build their formula as it's less expensive - but I would love to see a 
housing development where the homes are not an exact replica of the same homes that are built all over 
Chittenden County. There is no sense of place, no uniqueness - we have created a homogenized housing 
commodity and are becoming anywhere USA. 

Again, less density, more natural open spaces with landscaped designes. 
NONE! 
We moved to Williston for the open spaces- the fields on N Williston, Mountain View, etc. It now seems the 
committee wants them all full of houses. Unacceptable. 
Quit and upscale design 
Diverse in architecture and population 
Mixed use. 
leave it the way it is we have enough development take a pause for a few years  
Not large developments, nothing that encourages more traffic.  



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
Small scale residential development such as single family homes and some town homes in well laid out 
aesthetically pleasing developments. The developments should limit their visual impact  so that they do not 
bombard pedestrians or drivers as they pass by.  
Efficient, compact, walkable. Innovative and diverse with some affordability. More Pleasant Acres and less 
Southridge. More mixed housing types within a neighborhood.  
Clustered housing including mix of affordable (for all incomes).  1/2 Acre lots in a typical suburban layout are 
problematic--too much impervious surface and too much GHG expense to live that way.  Shared walls (as in 
condos), compact development, and multi-family housing should be increased in my view.  Open areas and 
connecting recreational paths/trails are great.  New construction should be Net-Zero.  In-fill (ADUs, carriage-
house apartments, etc) are a way to keep the current character and still increase density gradually. 

I want it to never change, but I recognize the need for more housing in Williston.  I'd like to see mixed 
economic owner occupied neighborhoods. 
I'd like to see more single-family developments that aren't huge mansions, but more affordable, and allow 
people to own and use their own land. 
School expansions for the growth of our town along with our own high school as we continue to grow.  Maybe 
outside of the RZD, but a recreation center (soccer, hockey rink, basketball, etc) instead of relying on other 
towns. 
The development should look be pleasing to the eye and it should not be allowed to cram in as many homes 
as possible!!!  more open space requirements!!!  Acre lot requirements per home. 

Greater connectivity via bike paths or sidewalks.  
affordable housing- nice small starter homes for young folks in the $300,000 range 
Shared use recreational trail systems (hiking, walking, dog walking, mountain biking, skiing etc.) 

Affordable housing for working class families. More options in the $200K/$250K range. 
Much slower growth rate  
<2% growth per year; i.e., a smart-growth ordinance;  What is the rush?  Why does the RZD have to be 
developed at the pace it is?  Cant we slow it down a bit?! 
Diverse 
moderately priced, appealing homes.  Retail is dead. 
None 
I would like to see a slow-down in both residential and commercial development.  Enough is enough, too 
much is too much. 
Not another Finney Crossing!  Reasonably priced single family homes or townhouses with ample space 
between units. 
Architecturally innovated with a focus on health and wellness (and access). 
LIMITED! 
It needs to be slowed down.  This is not Boston.  We don’t need more of these large apartment complexes.   
Not sure 
Growth that looks like ours on Fieldstone Drive 
A nice biergarten (beer garden) in the Bavarian style would be awesome! :)  Other than that, I really like it just 
as it is (and, yes, I am one of those resistant-to-change folks). 



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
Look at the development size of what is already here.  Keep new development in line with what is here 
(maybe smaller homes, greater affordability, etc but not stacked up like in Tafts Corners) in character, and be 
sure to get more payment from developers for road improvements that need to be undertaken with 
increased growth.  That higher tax should not be born by Williston residents when we knew it was directly 
due to new development that overstressed infrastructure that was already at it's max.  The building in that 
area has a lot of space between homes, a lot of open space built in.  Keep future development in that same 
character--open space and space between homes.   

Mixed housing with emphasis on affordability --- VT desperately needs to enlarge the inventory of affordable 
homes. 
I would like to see well planned residential spaces that are attractively designed - and would not like to see 
them overcrowded.  Presumably that is where the open space consideration comes into play - not sure what 
specifically is under consideration but if the point is to keep areas open and uncrowded I would be supportive.  
From my perspective, the development at Finney Crossing (in general, as I know there are multiple 
developments/neighborhoods in that area) is unappealing in MANY ways.  Surrounded by commercial space, 
with no coherent design, the neighborhoods are isolated from most of the natural beauty in Williston.  

affordable (houses under $400k) 
I wold like to see development be highly restricted for the next few years or stopped permitting new 
developments altogether until the town can come up with a plan to improve community resources.  

Coldasacs with unique houses that aren’t on top of eachother. Also some developments with tiny houses to 
save space, an affordable community pool would be nice  
If residential development is to occur, smaller developements (max 2 stories), with lots of tree screening. 
Truthfully, I think approval for more development projects should be put on hold until the impact of current 
development can be fully realized. We don't lose anything by being cautious, but as soon as buildings go up 
they are here to stay - whether or not the impact is positive. 

what we are getting seems ok 
No more housing. Williston is turning into a suburb. We’re this close to being the New Jersey (armpit) of 
Vermont.  
I can't wait for Northridge!  Finally non-Snyder homes! 
I like the neighborhoods off of Zephyr Road to the north; the Indian Brook area; I would welcome businesses 
like a horse farm, a wall climbing center, an art studio (a la Davis Studio), a music and dance conservatory, 
Paquette Full of Posies or Adams Farms. Box stores / restaurants / strip malls : we’re good, no more.  
Smaller sized developments (50-70 houses/development), additional bike paths / trails linking them to 
adjoining neighborhoods, some of the land reserved for nature. 
Well planned residential communities. Open space should not be given a priority in this zone. 

Individual homes and not multi unit buildings. 
You might want to consider the responses from those who enjoy their neighborhoods. Do focus groups to 
understand what's important for a thriving neighborhood in order to use those principles in your planning. 
What makes a great neighborhood vs one that promotes transient neighborhoods where people are 
unconnected and don't care? What promotes good neighbors? How do we live in a neighborhood that has 
wildlife? What's important there? How do we care for the beauty of this place?  

None. Slow it down.  



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
Sparse.  Smaller, more modest homes with energy-efficient construction. 
Single family and small multi family neighborhoods with smaller houses that are energy efficient.  The 
permitting process is so throughout and williston has such comprehensive bylaws they needs to start 
requiring houses to be built to better standards.   
Updated to a pre & post COVID-19 era.  There will be a plethora of vacated buildings new & old in the next 
few years. . .  
zero until the sewer situation is resolved. 
a temporary freeze on  building and the over crowding of housing units in a small space- ie creeks edge & 
finney crossing.  All houses appear to be the same design and on top of each other also the soviet area 
apartment complexes that are void of any character.    
Normal sized houses.  We have enough neighborhoods with ridiculously large homes. 
well-constructed, environmentally conscious with plenty of green space and respect for Vermont's natural 
beauty 
affordable housing for low income community members. Thoughtful open space as so people can have some 
relationship to nature without having to drive to it. Emphasis on pedestrian traffic and public transportation 
systems to reduce the area's carbon footprint and decongest the neighborhood traffic 

Businesses and sidewalk connectivity. 
Affordable housing located right on a useful transit route that could take owners/renters to the obvious 
locations they might be employed. 
none.  
low Impact, small businesses  
As little as possible! Would prefer traditional family homes on lots up to 1/2 acre with accommodations for 
increased traffic (lights, rotary, etc.) 
The continued blend of industrial, commercial, and residential.  We could use more industrial and commercial 
businesses that provide jobs across all sectors from laborers to professionals.  

Complete the Circumferential Highway to channel and divert traffic away from residential areas, reduce 
through traffic in all residential areas, e.g. by not paving and not maintaining roads beyond where they 
provide access to homes. 
Well built, energy efficient houses. Neighborhoods that are not congested. Open spaces. Paths for pedestrian 
and bicycle traffic. 
A neighborhood of single family and/or 2 family homes  encouraging families to wonder, network and feel 
connected to their local community. Home ownership with the reasonable responsibility to maintain your 
property both land and building. It instills pride, responsibility, respect and inclusion in the community. 

We should have a complete moratorium on growth. What good exactly comes out of nonstop development? 
What good is it? 
Small, affordable, single family homes with at least an acre or more of land. 
Better layout of streets. More grid style streets. More right and left turn lanes to keep traffic moving. More 
lanes on major roads (2 and 2A) 
More sidewalks, bike paths, trails 
Small neighborhoods and the additional construction of a pathway from the village to Taft Corner. 

Increased parks and recreation 



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
I would like to see more green space and wildlife protection, and affordable housing,  along with the other 
issues,  included in the planning process.   
See above. 
As little as possible on Mountain View.  Any developments should output to Williston Road or 2A.  

Preservation and restoration of existic historic homes and businesses. If more development is required, single 
family homes that are of good quality and good aesthetic, with large yards and trees and green space.  

Something with more open space than Finney crossing  
Very little....less homes per new development and more open space.  
Preserve as much forest and habitat as possible 
I would like to see more/better pathways for pedestrians and cyclists, and more affordable renting/housing 
options. 
As long as it's attractive and has open space, it'll likely be OK.  
A community of small affordable single family homes with small yards but common space. I feel this would 
attract more investment for lower income families and if they own they care more about the properties. 

Variety of densities to support affordable housing 
I would need more information about what is planned to adequately answer. 
Lot sizes of at least 1/2 acre.  Spread the houses out. 
Less density and more open space than the proposed Catamount Golf Course transaction. And a potential 
expansion of the sewer service district area to support development outside of the current RZD. 

Less density and more open space than the proposed Catamount Golf Course transaction. And a potential 
expansion of the sewer service district area to support development outside of the current RZD. 

I would like to see business were jobs are created. I know this contradicts some previous answer. but jobs will 
dictate growth 
Dense development with pedestrian and public transportation access to stores, schools and public areas. 

Minimal 
Development that allows a variety of income levels to enjoy housing while preserving as much wild space as 
possible. 
None 
Dense single family units or duplex style. Focus on smaller square footage (1000-1500). Something that would 
fit in between the subsidized housing and block apartments of Finney and the $500K-$750K houses of 
Brennan Woods, Southridge, Ledgewood. 
Very compact neighborhoods that are very mindful of existing homeowners. The recent development has 
clear cur forests and abutted new development along existing property owners, I feel this is extremely 
inconsiderate. High efficiency homes, that are densely packed, will preserve the most open space. The homes 
should fit the character of Williston. I would honestly like to see the remaining open space along Mountain 
View and Old Stage to be conserved in perpetuity to preserve some of the original history and character of 
Williston, and the space could also be used creatively and enjoyed by residents and  visitors. 

LESS!!! 



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
Affordable housing 
More community space.  Large park like behind WCS but add a town pool! 
More conscientious and thoughtfully designed buildings that fit more with a historic town and the charm that 
we are trying to maintain. 
If more development goes in....will it actually make williston more affordable. Living in VT is very hard on 
many struggling families. That is what I would like to see happen. Less people making big bucks...more people 
getting the help they need. If we are building things. Let's make it affordable. I do worry that excess building 
will up our taxes and our road congestion and many other services will be greatly impacted. 

No more development is what I’d like to see. Actual taxes being paid by developers and appropriate 
landscaping and biodiversity is what Id like to see.  
If there has to be development in the RZD I would really like it to be nature paths/trails, bike paths, or 
perhaps single family homes. 
Affordable housing, one floor duplexes 
very little, single family with variety of styles 
I really would not like to see any. It is busy and congested as is.  
More nightlife options as well as family entertainment center. 
I'd love to see the development stop now 
None but if there is to be building, a limit to the number of homes should be considered.  300 home 
developments may be needed but do nothing for the overall environment and community in the RZD.  

Mentioned above: European-style tightly clustered, varied, architecturally interesting housing with diverse 
dwelling sizes/types. No "garage-front" cul-de-sacs! Something like Lefebvre Lane but with a few 
duplexes/triplexes mixed in, lots of trees and paths, and strong shared spaces (play space, gardens, etc.).  

Single family homes only.  I would like to see more variation of housing sizes and styles, but I do not want high 
density housing. 
Mixed housing with emphasis on affordable housing. 
Neighborhoods with 1/2-3/4acre lots. no public pools, no public soccer fields. no reserved hiking space. This is 
RZD surrounded by AG 
actually none. Lets focus on rebuilding schools that are already crowded 
More density if possible.  
Recreation 
minimal to zero.  Williston has already grown too large for my taste. 
Small and medium sized houses that don't need to "match". 
Sustainable growth that balances affordable housing with open space. 
None. 
Open space for animals and humans.  Control the traffic. 
Limited 
Responsible, if the term smart growth is used by the developer then it probably isn't. 
Fewer HOA planned neighborhoods and more that utilize common town facilities to better community 
cohesion.  
Small, less buildings! In the 10 years I’ve lived here, I’m appalled at all of the buildings that have gone up. I left 
New Jersey only to come here and see williston build up. I’m not comparing VT to NJ bc VT is still way less 
congested but at this rate, it’s going to get pretty close! 



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
The only development I'd like to see is better wifi/cell phone service, especially with most working from home 
and remote schooling.  
Pause any future developments. If there are to be developments, then it should be of existing infrastructures 
already in place. 
Development that helps decrease our taxes, period 
Fewer houses but clustered with open space for wildlife  
No more developments  
Low impact neighborhoods with amenities like trails, gardens,pools, open space . Preservation of the large 
blocks left as much as possible, as traffic is already congested, and these best agricultural lands of our town 
are being lost. 
Church St. Burlington moved to Williston! 
Affordable housing  
Honestly, none. Maintain what we have and update as needed.  
None 
A return of mixed use in every area of williston. Small country stores and other services that people can walk 
and bike to vs. getting in their car for everything. 
Responsible, deliberately planned, well-considered, not driven by developers. 
Modestly sized and priced homes laid out into thoughtful communities. 
There is enough development, stop! 
none. 
None 
affordable housing 
one with open space provided and  a mix of housing with a responsible density plan 
smaller developments and if shoddy contractors are not filing stricter guidelines, they get banned from 
Williston  better housing design, with some class and more open space, no housing so close you can pass 
items thru the window into the other house  no residential housing near the interstate, two story zoned 
housing only  A good example for the land against the freeway would be the new State Police Barracks  Land 
would be cheaper, easier access especially if they build a new exit which is being talked about 

Development that is much more controlled and regulated. It seems developers have very free reign to build 
and do what they want with little oversight or requirements. It’s time our town imposed stricter guidelines on 
these developers to both control growth and also how new construction is being designed.  
Single Family Homes on larger parcels of land or developments with single family homes with large parcels of 
land and open spaces. 
Tasteful, well-thought out and built with energy-efficient, quality materials.  
More walking paths.  Wider roads with dedicated biking and running space. 
Multi-use streets 
Smaller houses, affordable. 
Development that does not destroy existing forest. We need to protect our forests as much as our wetlands.  

Keep new development away from the village and ONLY at Taft corners  
NONE!  It is perfect the way it is.  Traffic has grown, noise has grown.  Stop developing in Williston! 

Space between between buildings and outdoor accessability. 



16. What kind of development would you like to see in the RZD?  
more open space/parks/leave trees 
Mixed 
less density 
Less dense on the outside edges of the RZD zone, building the density as your go towards the center towards 
tafts corners. 
Primarily single family residences.  
none 
I prefer single family homes or duplex homes with some lawn. Size of home does not matter. I do not like 
cookie cutter homes.  

 

  



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
How is the sewer system getting updated to accommodate for the downtown developments and how are 
those updates getting paid for by the people who are making money on the developments? 
 
How are we ensuring that there is enough outdoor areas to assist in the physical and mental health of our 
residents, especially the children, knowing there will be more pandemics like COVID? 
 
What can we do to reduce the environmental impact of all the buildings and paving? What are we doing to 
prevent storm water surges? How are we implementing green areas to help with air pollution and water 
retention?  
 
Is there any plans for putting parking underground so that we reduce the visual assault of all the 
developments and box malls? 
Within the legal constraints imposed on it by the US and Vermont Constitutions and Vermont state law, 
Williston does have the ability to shape the "where" and "how" of new growth somewhat, just not the "if."  
 
First what is the US vs VT’s constitutional laws/involvement? Second if there is a large enough voice of 
Williston residents in opposition to the ‘where’ ‘how’ and the ‘if’, can any type of changes be created to 
refute US and VT involvement? 
Thank you for organizing this public input process! 
Not an easy survey to take (not explained well) could be me ?? 
How do you plan to curtail the rapid growth currently happening to prevent our educational systems from 
being stressed? At this rate there will not be enough space in the schools and we don’t want our children to 
have to learn in modular temporary classrooms while we wait years for a new school to be built 
It feels like the town is strict on some developers and overly lax on others.  It felt like the decision to put an 
apartment building behind Chelsea Commons had no fore thought for the impact residents of Chelsea 
Commons. It was very disheartening to attend the planning meeting. 
remove growth management because its very challenging to only get allocation once per year, its very subject 
to opinion and its not black and white. other towns allow black and white approvals, this is competitive, 
opinionated and time consuming. to miss out on growth management allocation means a whole nother year 
to try again. also, big projects are under construction for years because they aren't allowed to just build - if 
they could just build then it would look pretty for years, not like a contractor's backyard 
Will more ranches with land and water and sewer service be added to new developments? 
What is the end goal? And at what point are we there? Just because there is space, does not mean we have to 
develop. Ideally, it would be great to see new local businesses with Vermont-based products and/or services 
in the Village. I would support a town policy that helps attract these entrepreneurs and gain a foothold in the 
village. I'm thinking restaurants, brewpubs, and other types of businesses that bring town people together in 
a social environment. Taft corners is for visitors to Williston. Let's build something for us. 
Since the Tafts Corner part of town was allowed to be developed the town has lost its identity----it's time for 
the town to just say no more development at least for the next 10 years.  
Just because we feel development pressure doesn't mean we must give in to it; if we must I favor 
concentrating it in a growth center as you seem to be attempting to do. Good luck and thanks to all for your 
service and for seeking out our input! 
*Staff note: retook the development preference portion* I could not understand how the % grid allocation 
questions worked having to fill out every row.  So you can discard my answers.  Was trying to indicate a small 
percentage of growth in rural area (10%), the next higher percentage in suburban area (20-30%) and the most 
in the urban zone.   



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
Stop all growth.  The town is becoming a traffic nightmare and way too much ground is being covered with 
buildings, tar and cement! Stop all growth!  Everything that's built covers the ground.  No more!  Stop making 
more storm water run off! 
I would like to congratulate you on Finney Crossing. It is a wonderful example of smart, compact, walkable 
development that has efficiently used the land. It is enviable at the state-wide scale. Please continue to keep 
efficiency and neighborhood creation in mind as you move forward. Consider smart proposals as new 
"neighborhoods" rather than "developments" and consider "homes" rather than "units".  
The development pattern choices are great, but... don't show clustered development of the type I imagine 
being possible in both the RZD and the Growth Center--high density clusters, shared facilities, and some open 
space and paths around, especially in the RZD.   
I wish we has rural or suburban planner rather than urban planners.   
Sorry, I'm not sure I understood how to fill out the percentage increments for town planning. So, hopefully I 
did it right, but it was confusing. 
Focus on infrastructure (water/sewer/emergency services/telecommunications) as well as recreation centers 
for our local residents that could also attract others. 
Strong need for affordable.  Have too many in the $500,000+ price range, causing lack of diversity. 
What steps are being taken to take advantage of long distance multi-use recreational trail connectivity across 
Williston's existing trail systems - and in concert with the trail systems of neighboring towns?    
Too much without planning for traffic 
Please slow it down.  Make these projects more rare, and better-thought out.  The alternative is a stricter and 
enforceable open space requirement for community access and alternative transportation requirements. 
as raised above 
where can I read more about this? 
Nothing in addition to what I've already said.   
Wow!  Rather disappointed with this survey.  Because you send a survey, you feel like, "Yes, they're interested 
in what I think." I didn't feel that way after completing this. Basically saying there's a lot of development 
planned, where do you want it? Instead of hearing what I think a lot of people are saying, "We don't want the 
development!"  But of course we know that's not possible because the Town Plan was developed not for the 
benefit of residents but for the benefit of developers. They have the power and influence. Let's face it, 
millions of dollars are to be made by the developers, architects, construction companies, etc. The public has 
very little say.  Is it worth our time to come to public meetings when decisions are felt like they are pre-
determined?  The horse is out of the barn.  But aren't Finney Crossing and Cottonwood Crossing (of what is 
built) developments beautiful?  We should be so proud! 
We have enough multi-unit buildings.  This is Williston not Boston.  CVU is already crowded yet those huge 
housing units are still being built.  Has anyone thought about the school impact?  Many local stores have 
reported a huge increase in shoplifting since multi units built.....did anyone think about that and the 
possibility of needing more police to deal with these people?     
I think the open space requirement is fine but it should be more nuanced. Some open space is more valuable 
than others, picking where to put suburban development on a particular parcel is key. Open space can can be 
used to offset habitat fragmentation or improve water quality but in many cases its not used that way. For 
example, a lot of suburban development features long roads cutting across open space to service houses 
tucked up against that back lot line of a particular parcel. A more ecological approach would be a shorter 
access road with the development closer to the main road, leaving the back of the parcel free for habitat etc.  
I wanted to participate in the survey as requested but didn't understand a lot about what was being asked.  
Did my best, but clearly growth/planning is not something I am familiar with and since the growth area is so 



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
large and it was hard to identify specific places within that large area, I had a hard time thinking specifically 
about it. 

Why were the 2/19/19 changes made to the Development Bylaws including: 
 
-replaces allocation expiration provisions with “slow build” 
-replaces 10-year fixed allocation schedule with 10-year “rolling” allocation window. 
-exempts dwelling units that will be affordable at 80% Area Median Income entirely from allocation 
requirements. 
-allows for projects scoring 70 or more points in the growth management process to proceed without 
allocation and in excess of the 80 unit per year “cap” on new residential growth 
 
It was before I lived here specifically (though have worked in Williston and been in the area for over 4 years). 
It seems like it just allows developers to push through more units by doing the math and finding where their 
project is most financially successful - not actually reflecting what is most beneficial for the town. 
the aspiration of having a "walking friendly" town should be continued.  with added residents and added 
traffic walking and biking paths should be at the top of the list to allow movement of people around town.   
Please stop.  
Thank you for asking for my input 
I think the limitation of the number of new units permitted to be built each year should be raised.  By keeping 
this number low, the larger developments (which are typically the most scrutinized and professionally built) 
take longer to build. This has a number of negative side effects, including:1) more disruption from 
construction to existing residents, 2) increased development costs, which are then passed along to home 
buyers.  The increased duration of construction and increased  development costs have no benefit to the 
existing residents or new home buyers. 
Why was that monstrosity of ECO car wash allowed to build where it is on 2A? It stands out like a sore thumb 
compared to how everything else is built in town. 
It would be helpful to me to understand why we have to do all this development in such an escalated way. 
What's the purpose? What's the pressure? Have we planned for development or is this a political process?  
How do we protect Williston from further sprawl? How are you addressing the road/traffic problems that 
have not been addressed to keep up with the developments to date? What about water and sewer issues? As 
well as police, fire department, etc.? 
Anyone with affiliations in construction or new development should NOT be allowed to sit on the DRB. That is 
a conflict of interest even if that person sits out on certain votes. They still have influence. Please remove any 
DRB members who are connected anyway to new developments. It would also help if we just elect a brand 
new DRB board every 2 yrs to prevent what has already happened.  
I think we need more affordable housing and more energy-efficient construction. I think Williston should have 
more modest, small, affordable dwelling units, and that all new construction should be built to high energy-
efficiency standards. 



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
Overall I really like how the Town is growing.  I think the permit process needs to be more concise with less 
public comment.   The PZ staff is responsible enough to stop irresponsible development and it needs to be 
accepted that people are always going to have NIMBY attitudes and feel that they should have control over 
land they don't own.  I wish the Town had stricture efficiency standards for all new construction. Public Works 
needs to completely change their attitude.  We are fortunate that Williston is a thriving, growing Town.  PW 
needs to accept this and grow their department with the Town instead of hoping they can stay at the status 
quo and watch Williston grow without adding any additional work for themselves.  Instead they should pride 
themselves on growing with the Town and they should expand their services.  I think the Town should also 
work the VTC to establish more of a campus in Williston and have more students living here.  
Again, revision is desperately needed to consider post COVID-19 framework.  
Please stop development and work to fix the sewer system.  Don't crowd every building right up against the 
road, look at the models in the south such as the use of frontage roads where space is utilized to deal with 
traffic and future expansion.   The current design/development philosophy (specifically along route 2 and 2s) 
is horrendous. 
Sadly, a previous obligation will keep me from being able to attend but i grestly appreciate the opportunity to 
stream the recorded meeting. 
We need to promote development within our current Industrial, Growth Center, and RZ.  This development 
needs to occur in a responsible manner and the regulations and current practices allow for that. I am fine with 
Williston's current growth pattern and plans.  I am in favor of bringing more businesses to Town to support 
taxes and provide employment for our residents.  I am also okay with the current housing trend of 60 units 
per year. 
Through traffic and traffic in general is a growing concern. Are there plans to revive the Circ, to funnel traffic 
away from Route 2A? 
Thanks for sending out this survey and for considering our opinions. 
We as a town should stop the breakneck development. No tangible good comes of it...unless of course you 
are a realtor, banker, retail owner, lawyer or builder. How many folks on the planning commission profit in 
any way, shape or form from rampant growth? I know average citizens do not. 
It is perplexing to me that a town is always expected to grow. This does not seem like a sustainable model. A 
point in time must be reached where new development is no longer an option, ie reaching certain capacities 
in designated zones, reaching certain population count, number of students in schools, etc. The criteria can be 
diverse. Regardless, a limit should be placed. At such a time, revitalization of existing areas/lots could be 
considered. 
This certainly was a thought provoking experience!  Very educational for sure. 
Not at this time 
I would like to know what the priorities will be in the development process, going forward.  i trust you will 
make this process public. 
How can we slow it down and be more thoughtful about it? 
Thank you for creating this survey and listening to our voices! 
I think we need to halt the awful developments like Finney Crossing, it is crowded and looks like urban sprawl. 
I don't think I have a good understanding of predictable growth. And the times of homeowners that would be 
buying in each location.  And what 100 units looks like. Examples help. What does 50 units or 10 look like in 
each development zone. Growth that improve a sense of community while retaining a small town feel and 
natural beauty that encourages tourism  should be encouraged. 
When considering development, we should consider diversity and equity as desirable and cannot ignore 
environmental impacts. We can be a more desirable place to live with these in mind.  



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
I understand the town is trying to provide "affordable housing" which encourages developers to jam a bunch 
of units on a parcel of land.  We have an affordable housing crisis in VT due to many factors.  At the same 
time, we don't need to force Williston to be the solution for that.  The demand for large single family homes is 
real.  Please reduce the burdens on builders to build these single family homes on large plots.  This will allow 
development to move at the market rate and without overly straining our school and utility systems.  We live 
in Vermont, which is rural, open, and beautiful.  I don't understand the idea behind the growth center and 
think it should be abandoned.  People aren't living in VT to be in an "urban" setting.  
Thanks for asking and considering keeping space open in areas where that is possible. 
I appreciate the commission asking for input.  It seems a little too late but hoping somethings can change.   
Thank you for allowing the public's feedback! 
I would like to see the overall residential growth slowed down and stricter guidelines put on new commercial 
builds to require them to be better designed and with more appropriate materials used that are more fitting 
for a small historic town. 
Yes. Why do we need to developing open land? When is it enough? Why do our taxes keep going on when we 
have so much new housing and buildings? Yes. I do not understand why are taxes continue to rise given the 
plethura of new residents and businesses in town. Does Walmart and Old Navy and all those stores  NOT pay 
property taxes? Do we give waivers to every developer? It's frustrating to have them continue to rise AND 
continue to build and develop. Also why do you allow developers to develop within a development like in 
South Ridge and what is the preference for Snyder and Blackrock? They seem to get the most developments.  
Williston has turned staff corners into a mess 
All growth seems to result in higher taxes, Why doesn't all the development, residential and business, result in 
a larger grand list and reduced tax rate 
Why do we need to grow at all? Quality of life is so connected to having a quiet green environment. The town 
will end up being bigger but so much less pleasant to live in. 
I won't be able to attend the meeting. Please keep Williston's growth to a minimum and prioritize open 
spaces. 
Will input that is not pro-growth truly be considered?  Will the town consider any actions to improve traffic 
issues? 
Why do we get to put answers down about number of units to build but no answers on how we would like to 
see things like a Circ implemented to get those new Williston Residents, in addition to neighboring towns, 
into, out-of and around our town? 
The charm and rural nature of the town is being destroyed. So disappointing.  
Slow Down! 
Consider the traffic that these new houses will generate.  Keep space open. 
We need to revisit the definition of "Open space" and what it does and does not; and its almost inseparable 
relationship to "growth density". We also need to revisit how we define "affordable housing" and must have 
the school system play a bigger role in growth and development decision making of the town.  
Less doing friends favors and more doing what's right.  The Catamount guy retires on taxpayers backs while 
he continues to live and run his same business. The only difference? A giant check because he's a 
friend....same as the hotel, friend bs 
We are already overbuilt with designs of buildings truly ugly and shoddily built. 
I support the growth that is happening in Williston. 
Please stop building! 
We need more single family dwellings on bigger lots.  



22. Do you have questions or comments about growth or development town-wide?  
We need to take a responsible approach to growth/development in Williston. We have seen the ill effects 
from our neighboring communities who grew too fast and too densely. We should preserve what is left of our 
rural character in town so it is still a desirable community to live in. The town should listen to its residents 
who have lived here for many years and watched the changes in their community. The last part of the survey 
was a bit too complex with out knowledge of how the planning process works in town. I am afraid that many 
folks got to that point and gave up as I almost did. I do not feel my answers were truly how I feel as I was not 
exactly sure how to answer. I hope you put out the survey again before the deadline to get more reply's on 
FPF or in the Observer.  
stop building conglomerate multi-housing units,  limit units no more than two stories tall  If land is a problem,  
than less units need to be built  Do we want to be like Burlington or South Burlington with all of their 
problems  We need to be different, not be a follower  
I am glad this change is being considered and I hope it is the start of more regulation on building. 
I would like to see new development that is more thoughtfully designed and aesthetically pleasing.  I think the 
policy makers in this town need to do something to control growth in a conservative way that doesn't 
overwhelm the town services, roadways and schools and that keeps the rural nature of our town intact. 
Do not allow for rural areas to be downgraded to urban. Limit growth. Keep open spaces and places for 
walking.  
please provide green left turn arrows for driving at Taft's corners.   
Who are the developers? Are they reputable for doing a good job? Are there any conflicts of interest between 
developers and people on the boards? 
Thank you for encouraging participation! 
Would like land owners in rural parts be able to sell land in 10 acre or greater lots. Also, rules for extended 
family housing are too strict. Should allow for a second home on a property for extended family. 
Do we really need to build more housing/businesss in Williston?  Our economy needs to recover and then just 
have a steady state for a few years to see if we can handle the new growth that has happened in the past few 
years. 
We've grown so much over the past 10-20 years, I really feel like a breather is in order. 
I found the last questions very difficult to understand and misleading, if the area is non development why was 
there no option to support that? 
August 18th is my birthday and I won't be able to attend meeting. Would like minutes of meeting to know 
what transpired. 
Why can't this meeting wait until after covid! 

 

  



23. Do you have any other questions or comments for the Planning Commission to 
consider at their virtual meeting on August 18?  
Can we have a separate police/fire department paid for by the businesses and developers of Suburbia 
williston? 
 
Can we ban future parking lots and require new buildings provide underground parking areas? 
Probably has been asked but can there be changes made to the size of the RZD areas? ie reducing areas, 
increasing ARZD and rural?  
I attended a meeting a year or two ago about eliminating the 80 building permits method of planning 
development. I’m not sure if a decision was made to change that process. I think it’s a good process. It sets 
expectations and parameters for what is allowed and when. Doing away with some form of “metering” 
system could allow development like what we’re seeing in South Burlington. I don’t live there, I don’t know 
their town plan, but development looks to be out of control. “Leave no empty lot undeveloped” could be their 
motto. I wouldn’t want to see Williston become like SB. 
The quality of life certainly has been negatively impacted by all the growth that Williston experienced since 
we move here in the 1980s. I would encourage the Planning Commission to work with the Selectboard in 
determining thoughtful development taking into prime consideration the impact on traffic, general 
congestion, noise and maintaining what's left of the historical town.  
Stop all growth! Stop covering the ground with buildings and tar!  Stop. 
Quite honestly, I find the whole process insulting. We went to a few meetings early on, and were struck by 
the fact that the outcome was already determined. It was just a guise to let the public think it had an opinion 
that mattered. Insulting. We moved to Williston for the open spaces, now it seems the goal is to fill them all 
with houses. The golf course...really?! The infrastructure (roads) can barely handle traffic now, depending on 
the time of day. As stated before, how long before the newly-bonded school is inefficient? You are not 
building these big houses for retirees! And then the fire department / safety services will need to expand... All 
this expansion costs big money in the long run. My money tree died... Yours? One thing about the 
committee... it never met a big development it didn't love!! When and where does it end? It seems the entire 
process is catered to the developer. I find it difficult to believe the majority of residents support this 
unrestricted rapid growth. But then again, they keep re-electing the same people.... And finally, it appears to 
this lay person that the committee is in the pocket of Snyder, Omega, etc. It is, for me, an easy jump to back 
room deals an payoffs. Sad.  
I move to Williston (in fact VT) because it like live in a quieter and safe place.  I don’t have to get stressed with 
driving around.  I work for silicon valley only reason for me to move here is Williston it is close to airport and 
not busy. 
Williston is past the time to start considering affordability. It would benefit from diversity in families and 
incomes. I want someday for my children to graduate college and return here to live- in town- in a home they 
can actually afford. This must be prioritized. Related to the topic at hand, it cannot be achieved on one acre 
suburban lots with single family (non estate) homes selling for $500.000+ or golf course cookie cutter 
duplexes. We can and must do better.  
Thank you for doing this!  It provokes thought well! 
Thanks for all the work you do and reaching out to the public for input! 



23. Do you have any other questions or comments for the Planning Commission to 
consider at their virtual meeting on August 18?  
I firmly believe the town and its citizens would greatly benefit from expansive recreational trail connectivity 
and a breaking down of existing isolated/separated uses in favor of multi-use shared trail systems.  Walkers, 
dog walkers, snowmobiles, mountain bikes, fat bikes etc. can co-exist responsibly to everyone's mutual 
advantage.  The town should facilitate this more expansive tolerant view and move away from small, isolated, 
limited opportunities that are currently presented for each individual group.  The town should work with 
VAST, Fellowship of the Wheel, VMBA, etc and neighboring towns to achieve large scale long distance 
recreational trail connectivity and planning over the next 5-10 years.  Williston could be a recreational hot 
spot going forward that attracts new families, businesses, and investment.  Let's make it happen!    
Listen to what the citizens of Williston have to say.  Many are tired of the rapid growth while facing high 
taxes.    
Who will stand up to greedy and shortsighted developers trying to maximize their profits in the RZD without 
regard for the town's needs and its residents?  Who will bring the needs of schools, families and safe outdoor 
recreation, and transportation to planning and permitting decisions?  We can not rely on developers to make 
these decisions for us! 
Slow down! Think carefully about the future goals of the Town of Williston and quality of life for its citizens 
and workers, children and schools, and retirees.  Have a good mix of diversity and affordability. Be careful 
about over development and its strain on public services, utilities, fire and police departments. In planning 
commercial development, think about potential for good jobs.  Fill up empty commercial space before 
building too much more.   Protect natural resources.  
Stop building these multi-unit eyesores.    
How can you incorporate current residents around development into meaningful discussion with Select Board 
members regarding new development so that it reflects current trends in that area?  Yes, now you have public 
comment time, but realistically it is meaningless.  The developers have more impact in meetings of DRB than 
any citizens appear to have.  That is backwards. 
It would have been hugely helpful to see street names or current development names labeled on slides of the 
maps.  As mentioned earlier, even on the interactive map I couldn't find a parcel labeled as the area I live in.  
As more and more "open space/ common land" exists in town there needs to be more thought on how it's 
managed collectively for the town's good.  there are many unofficial trails on these neighborhood town lands 
and having those trails more official may benefit everyone in the town... and allow new connections between 
parts of the town via these natural areas, instead of always thinking we need paved bike paths.   
Why is this growth needed? Does anyone who lives here actually want it? 
Despite pressure to expand development in Williston, we would like to retain much of the open land in 
Williston.  Any growth should consider congestion, impact on Town services, and the growth should be 
controlled and managed slowly and carefully. 
Are you considering changing allowable units to be granted now that we are going into a recession and/or 
depression? Is there a clause that allows the Town of Williston to change agreed upon developments when 
something major occurs, as in the corona virus, quarantine and job loss? If not, can we add one?  
1). Current (commercial/not residential) vacancy rate?  Recent uptick since March 2020? 
 2). Expected commercial vacancy rate 2021?  
3). Future plans for additional transmission lines & any plans to have lines buried? 4). Current plan for 
expected growth to schools?  Regardless of the type of residential dwelling (apartment or house), more units 
= more students.  
5). Growth potential for current infrastructure to reach capacity without requiring major increase in property 
taxes? 
 6). New Development Impact Fees pay for costs of providing increase in public services? 



23. Do you have any other questions or comments for the Planning Commission to 
consider at their virtual meeting on August 18?  
I realize that the people on the planning commission are pro-development in nature but it would be nice to 
take a big step back and question if additional development is really necessary and if there are benefits.  A 
large portion of the population doesn't feel that additional development is necessary but they don't have a 
voice in the current system.   
When will the gap in the pedestrian and bike path along 2A between intersection Industrial/Mountain View 
and Tafts Corner be closed? 
Can planning commission members confirm they do not in ANY way profit off growth, construction or higher 
town population? 
I hope they will take this survey's results into consideration, when establishing priorities.  I also hope they will 
take a holistic view/perspective when developing the new plan/process. 
Please keep north and east Williston open and rural! 
Please slow the development in our village center 
Slow, stop and exercise restraint for the sake of tax dollars. 
What are we doing to address the additional traffic in the Taft corners area from Finney crossing and 
cottonwood crossing? 
I would like to see more regulations for the architecture of new builds.  They should have more architectural 
integrity and more suited for a historic town.  All the new building especially commercial building is ugly and 
lacks any architectural integrity or significance. 
Yes. Why do we allow developers on the DRB? They are destroying our town and why does Snyder keep 
winning contracts here when they do a horrible job with landscaping? Why don’t you protect us from bad 
developers? Yes, why do you allow developers on the DRB? Seems they should not be allowed regardless if 
they recluse themselves. It's a direct conflict of interest. They're putting a hotel in the POST OFFICE PARKING 
LOT. It's absurd and unsightly. 
This was not a very well designed survey in the ability to truly respond and was extremely confusing to answer 
questions 
How will any proposed development benefit the town and the state? We need open land 
This survey was too complicated for the average citizen, but I hope you get the gist of my opinion! 
���� 
Change is inevitable but it doesn't have to be ugly.  Right now, what has been put up at Tafts Corners is not 
attractive...not Finney Crossing, not the big box stores.   The build out of the backyard neighborhoods makes 
the village look congested and uninviting.  I would like to see some more focus put into attracting small 
businesses for the community to enjoy such as Richmond has done with a bakery, a couple of small locally 
owned restaurants.  Williston has become a big box, chain store centered destination which I am very sorry 
about.  I supported building at Taft Corners but never expected it to look like New Jersey or anywhere, USA.  
It's pretty sad that there are times when I will drive south to Exit 11 to head north on I89 just to avoid the 
congestion around Tafts Corners and Exit 12. 
If I have not made this clear by now, I am opposed to any more high density housing such as Finney Crossing.  
It is not what I moved out to Williston for, and I expect the planning commission to uphold the interests of the 
current residents of this town. 
How do we plan to deal with the traffic? 
It would be wonderful to have a dog park in Williston 
Can we limit chain stores/restaurants at least? No more Dominos, Pizza Huts, Chile’s, etc. if we have to build, 
let’s stay local and don’t make the rent so high that businesses cannot thrive. Again, I left NJ and don’t need 
more chains going in to the town. And banks...I cannot believe another bank is going up. Tarts corners is just 
becoming overwhelmed.  



23. Do you have any other questions or comments for the Planning Commission to 
consider at their virtual meeting on August 18?  
I support the growth that is happening in Williston. 
I think a Zoom meeting should be planned to explain how the board works like the on that was planned for 
March 17 2020. You may get more people attending than an in person meeting. At this point during the 
pandemic it seems the only way it could happen.   
Thank the Planning Commission, its a huge job and responsibility for Willistons future 
I fully support the open space requirement that is being considered. 
Thank you for your service 
How many units are being requested now? Anticipated in the next 3 years? How are our schools set for 
increases ? Are our police forces, fire and water resources ready for these increases in need? 
Why are we filling in beautiful open land with view obstructive and crowded development? 
No development is the ideal but that is not possible so do your best to keep development within appropriate 
boundaries and be confidentthat you are doing the best your can. 
Bike friendly  

 


