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Survey summary 
 
The survey has been presented to both the Planning Commission and the Board by 
Gretchen Barr.  The summary presented here is based on her work and presentation 
information.  It is intended as an aid to the Master Planning process.  Total response 
statistics were evaluated to draw summarization conclusions.  For detailed information on 
any particular part of the survey, please refer to the presentation information and/or the raw 
data. 
 
Character 
 
The majority of those responding to the survey question “Reasons to live in Bridgewater” 
listed “Rural Environment/Natural Living” and “Close to Family/Friends” as reason for being 
in Bridgewater.  Across all demographics, one of these reasons was the most often selected. 
 
The majority of those responding to the survey question “Most important reason to live in 
Bridgewater” listed “Rural Environment/Natural Living” by a wide margin across all 
demographics (61% to 71%). 
 
The highest “Priority of Township Goals” was “Maintain Rural Character”. 
 
A substantial majority of the residents of Bridgewater have clearly indicated that protecting 
the Rural Environment/Natural Living conditions of our community must be one of the 
primary goals of the Master Plan. 
 
Growth Rate 
 
Overall there appears to be consensus that development is between a little to fast and about 
right. 
 
Residential Development Type 
 
There appears to be mixed reviews in the area of single family home development style and 
lot size.  There is a clear displeasure shown towards suburb style ½ acre lot development. 
 
The actual development style preference is less clear.  For the purposes of comparison, 
neutral is taken for neither for or against. 
 
Single driveway on 2 acre lots along public roads splits about 53% opposed to 47% in favor. 
 
Private road on 1 acre with preserved open space is split about 38% opposed to 62% in 
favor. 
 
Single driveway on 5 acre lots along public roads splits about 40% opposed to 60% in favor. 
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Lot Size 
 
Lot size preferences can be split about evenly into the following categories:  <2 acre; 2 acre; 
5 acre; >5 acre. 
 
Residential Development Summary 
 
The survey results show that lot size alone is not a determining factor in residential 
development. 
 
 A 5 acre lot on a private drive is a preferred development method.  
 
The combination of smaller lot size (~1 acre) with open space preservation is a preferred 
development method.  
 
While the statistics show 2 and 5 acre lot sizes are most favorable, the slight disfavor shown 
to 2 acre lots on private drives is anomalous.  At best, the split is within the margin of error 
for the survey yielding a basically even split between those in favor and those opposed to 2 
acre lots.  Closer examination of this may be warranted. 
 
Property Rights 
 
There is a balance between “Property Owners should be able to do what they want” and 
“Communities need land controls which manage land”.  The balance tips in favor of some 
Community controls but is close enough to the middle that the operative word is some. 
 
Protection thru taxation 
 
There is a clear indication that there is support for some taxation to support protection and 
preservation in the community.  The amount the residents are willing to allocate towards 
protection/reservation appears to be approximately $120/year.  It is unclear from the survey 
or the survey questions whether that amount is per person or per property. 
 
Comparison to previous years 
 
Minor changes are noted in the detailed presentation between the 2005 year and previous 
surveys.  Resident’s responses to the survey show a consistent attitude toward planning. 
 

 


