SECTION 4 - ISSUE IDENTIFICATION


To develop a plan for community improvement, the community's attitude, values and thoughts must be reviewed and evaluated.  This can only be done by seeking and giving opportunity for public input, and listening to that input.  This, in effect, is accomplished by the formulation and make up of the Planning Commission which represents a cross section of the community.  To further gain public input and support, a community survey was conducted.  This survey was printed in the area shopper and received a good response from a wide cross section of area residents.  A summary of the results of the survey follows: 181.  Surveys were returned from area residents.  The city of Rushford residents accounted for 59 percent of the responses, while the city of Rushford Village accounted for 20 percent, and rural areas accounted for 21 percent of the response. 

The rural areas outside the city of Rushford and the city of Rushford Village returned 38 surveys, 21 percent of the total returned.  This represented 122 total persons.  The average age of those filling out the survey was 46 years.  The average distance from the city of Rushford was 11 miles.  When asked if they farmed, 83 percent of those responding said "yes". The average number of years at their present location was 17 years.  Only 16 percent of those responded as being retired.  When asked if they planned to retire in the Rushford area, 92 percent responded "yes".  The average daily commute for the rural area was 9 miles.

The city of Rushford Village represented 20 percent of the returned surveys.  The total number of residents represented by the survey response was 86.  The average age of the person filling out the survey was 57 years old.  Those not retired represented 26 percent.  When asked if those not retired planned on retiring in the Rushford area, 89 percent said "yes".  Those farming in the city of Rushford Village represented 25 percent.  The average age they had lived at the same location was 18 years. The average commute was 3 miles to work. 

The city of Rushford accounted for 59 percent of the surveys returned.  The number of people represented by the survey was 233.  The average age of the person filling out the survey was 56 years old.  Retirees represented 37 percent of those responding.  When the non-retired persons were asked if they would like to retire in Rushford, 93 percent said "yes".  The average number of years the city residents had lived at the same location was 28 years.

The overall results of the survey showed an average age of the person filling out the survey as 54.  Of those responding, 92 percent expressed that they would like to retire in the Rushford area.  The average number of years that they had lived at their present location was 24 years.

  The following public utilities and services ranked the best: ambulance service, fire department, electric service, snow removal and parks.  Ranking the lowest/poorest were library, airport services and recreational facilities.  When asked about population goal for the next 20 years, of those responding, 45 percent wanted a stand alone, controlled growth community of 1,600 to 2,000 population.  While 35 percent wanted an active, low key growth of 2,000 to 3,000 population of those responding, 50 percent felt that the Rushford area was a good place to live.  Also, the majority felt that it was a good place to work, had satisfactory local health services and a good school system. When asked if they felt the Creekside Park development was worth a small increase in taxes, 89 percent answered "yes".  When asked if a similar project would be appropriate for other recreational improvements such as a new community swimming pool, 81 percent responded "yes". A copy of the survey and a detailed summary of the results is attached as Appendix A.

Important insights into the citizens' attitudes toward the Rushford area were gained, likes and dislikes, strengths and weaknesses were received.  In a similar fashion, the Planning Commission went through an exercise which identified the major issues facing the community.  After compiling this list, the individual committee members ranked all issues individually.  The results of the individual ranking were tallied to identify the most important issues to the entire committee.  The issues with the highest score (  ) ranked the highest.  The results of this exercise and ranking process are as follows:

1.	Industrial and business development - Development of wider industrial/economic base -
	Industrial sites (54)

2.	City/village cooperation/consolidation (52)

3.	Tourism (28)

4.	Downtown planning (26)

4.	Recreation facilities, swimming pool relocation, another picnic shelter in North End Park (26)

5.	City Comprehensive Plan that can at last consider problems regarding the village (24)

6.	Clean and safe community (22)

7.	South Rushford sewer problems-Cedar Hill Park (the new South Rushford) sewer problems (21)

8.	Taxes (17)

9.	Residential development (16)

10.	Zoning ordinances obeyed (12)

10.	Rushford/Peterson/Houston school consolidation (12)

Preservation of what's good while converting our civic deficits (8)
Welcome to Rushford signs (5)
Pollution - Solid waste management (4)
Elderly home care (3)
Crime, drugs, AIDS
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