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November 2019

Greetings!

This is a DRAFT of the 2020 Plan of Conservation and Development (POCD) for
Ridgefield. This DRAFT is being shared with the community in advance of a
public information meeting to be held in January 2020.

This POCD, which is an update of Ridgefield’s 2010 Plan of Conservation and
Development, is based upon:

e Current conditions and trends affecting Ridgefield,

¢ Independent research and investigation,

e Input from local boards, commissions, and agencies,

e Surveys conducted as part of POCD update process,

e  Working meetings of the Planning and Zoning Commission, and

e The provisions of Section 8-23 of the Connecticut General Statutes.

Following the January public information meeting, it is envisioned that this
DRAFT will be further reviewed and refined by the Planning and Zoning Commis-
sion before moving towards adoption. It is anticipated that the POCD update
will be adopted by July 2020.

We look forward to your feedback.

Ricyefield Planning # Joning Commizaion

A glossary of some of the terms used is contained at the back of the POCD.
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Overview

This document is the 2020 Plan of Conservation and Development (POCD) for
Ridgefield, Connecticut. A POCD is a document which is intended to determine
a common vision for the future of a community and then determine strategies
that will help attain that vision.

The common vision for Ridgefield which emerged from this planning process
(and from prior planning processes) is intended to:
e Protect things important to the community (conservation strategies),
e Wisely manage our use of resources to help maintain and improve the
community for future generations (sustainability strategies),
e Guide uses and activities in ways that will provide things the community
wants or needs (development strategies), and
e Provide for things which will enhance the overall health and well-being
of the community and the quality of life of its residents (infrastructure
strategies).

The strategies, policies, and action steps in the POCD are intended to reflect an
overall consensus of what is considered desirable for Ridgefield and its residents
in the future.
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Ridgefield has a tradition of planning for the future physical development of the
community in order to recognize current needs and anticipate possible future
issues. Past plans have included:

e 2010 Plan of Conservation and Development,

e 1999 Plan of Conservation and Development,

e 1980 Plan of Development,

e 1975 Center Study,

e 1969 Plan of Development, and

e 1961 Plan of Development.

2010 POCD 1999 POCD 1980 POCD

1975 Center Study 1969 Plan 1960 Plan

s

It is important to note that a Plan of Conservation and Development is primarily
an advisory document. Prepared and adopted by the Planning and Zoning
Commission (as provided by Section 8-23 of the Connecticut General Statutes),
the POCD is intended to guide local boards and commissions and to provide a
framework for consistent decision-making with regard to conservation and
development activities in Ridgefield over the next decade or so.

Of course, implementation of the POCD will only occur with the diligent efforts
of the residents and officials of the Town of Ridgefield. The POCD will only be
effective if it is understood and supported by the community.
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Key POCD Element
Focus On Implementation

The concept of “implementation” is a key focus in this Plan of Conservation
and Development. After all, a plan that is not implemented has not reached
its potential in terms of having a positive influence on the future of the com-

mun

ity.

Several elements of this POCD have been specifically configured to promote
implementation:

1. Action Steps Specifically Called Out — As discussed on page 23, this

POCD identified policies (strategies anticipated to continue over
time) and action steps (specific tasks intended to implement the
POCD). By specifically calling out action steps in red text in a sepa-
rate table, the pro-active steps that should be taken to implement
the POCD are made evident and this will aid in implementation.

2. Leaders / Partners Identified — Each policy and action step in the

3.

POCD has a leader (and often one or more partners) identified.
These are the entities most responsible for implementation of that
policy or action step. Experience has shown that specifically identify-
ing the responsible entity has a dramatic effect on implementation.
A legend for the acronyms used to identify leaders and partners is on
the inside back cover.

Policies And Action Steps Prioritized And Ranked— Each policy and

action step in the POCD has a priority assigned. These priorities were
based on a survey of members of the Planning and Zoning Commis-
sion and Staff. Then, throughout this POCD, the policies and action
steps are presented in rank order so that the ones considered most
important are listed first. This will hopefully draw more attention to
the policies and action steps which will have the greatest interest and
impact.

2.

Continue To Protect Historic Resources

—— g Priority Listed and Ranked

A

I Evcousze deifertion and preseriaton of Ntars 7 SrEEROEE TEETEEL 2I7
Tow

Leaders / Partners Identified

e Action Steps Called Out
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Key POCD Element

POCD “Dashboard”

There are a couple of key threads which run through this POCD:
e The overall concept of sustainability,
e The results of several surveys which were conducted to get communi-
ty input and feedback, and
e Considerations related to the changing age demographics of
Ridgefield and what that may mean in the future.

In order to draw attention to these threads, the following icons are used in
“sidebars” in POCD chapters to highlight issues and/or considerations.

Sustainability — This icon is used to highlight the overall
concept of sustainability and how different strategies
in the POCD support the overall thread of becoming a
more sustainable community (see Chapter 4 also).

Survey Results - This icon is used to highlight the
results of surveys conducted as part of the planning
process. The results are located where they were
considered most relevant. An overview of the different
surveys conducted is contained in Chapter 3.

Changing Age Composition - This icon is used to high-
light strategies and/or considerations in the POCD
which result from the changing age composition of
Ridgefield. Background information regarding the
changing age composition is discussed in Chapter 2.
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Overview

This section of the POCD provides a general overview of conditions and trends
affecting Ridgefield at the time the POCD was being formulated.

History of Ridgefield

The landform of the area we now know as Ridgefield evolved over millions of
years as a result of massive climatic and geologic processes which created the
ridges, valleys, hills, and brooks that we recognize today. While there is no
written record, Native Americans are believed to have inhabited this area for
about the last 10,000 years.

European discovery and exploration of this part of North America began in the
early 1600s and eventually led to trade with Native Americans, establishment of
trading posts, and, after 1633, settlement along the Connecticut River (Weth-
ersfield, Windsor, etc.). Following the Pequot War of 1637, European settle-
ment began to extend along the shore and up major rivers.

In 1685, some intrepid settlers leapfrogged from coastal areas to settle in what
we now know as Danbury. Settlement continued to expand out and, in 1708,
land was “purchased” from the Ramapoo (a Native American tribe inhabiting
this area) in the area we now know as Ridgefield.

Thirty families from other areas were the first settlers of this area and Ridgefield
was incorporated as the 43rd municipality in Connecticut in 1709. Subsistence
farming was the mainstay of the community for many years and life was diffi-
cult. Over time, local mills helped create goods for people’s needs and local
residents bought and sold agricultural and other products at local stores.

Population grew as new families moved to this area and as new generations
were born. By 1774, the census indicated that 1,708 people lived in Ridgefield.
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BATTLE OF RIDGEFIELD

Ridgefield was the site of a pivotal Revolutionary War battle which had major
political and military ramifications.

In 1777, British forces returning from a raid on Danbury were attacked by Amer-
ican forces as they made their way back to the coast. Several skirmishes pre-
ceded a showdown near Ridgefield Center where the British suffered extensive
casualties. As a result of this defeat, it has been proffered that:
e the British refrained from venturing so far inland for the remainder of
the Revolutionary War, and
e colonists were emboldened to join the Revolutionary War and partici-
pate on the American side.

Ridgefield lost population in the mid-1800s as people moved to other areas to
take advantage of economic opportunities resulting from the industrial revolu-
tion. However, with the arrival of the railroad in 1856 and establishment of the
Ridgefield branch line in 1870, Ridgefield became a popular summer resort area.
Dozens of impressive estates were established in Ridgefield in the late 1800s
and summer social events became the talk of the town. As part of this trend,
Ridgefield became a haven for artists such as Frederic Remington (painter and
sculptor), Eugene O’Neill (playwright), J. Alden Weir (painter), Cass Gilbert
(architect), and Geraldine Farrar (opera singer).

Large estates were also established in Ridgefield by financiers (such as Seth
Pierrepont) and other business leaders from New York City. Many of these
estate owners allowed their land to revert from farmland back to woods, thus
re-establishing and preserving the more rustic character of Ridgefield.

Since World War Il, Ridgefield has been affected by suburban growth due to its
attractiveness, location in the New York metropolitan area, and available land.
Ridgefield’s population quadrupled between 1950 and 1970 to become a com-
munity of over 18,000 people. During a period in the 1960s, Ridgefield was
adding a new school each year to accommodate population increases.

In recent years, growth in Ridgefield has moderated. As of the year 2018,
Ridgefield was a community of about 25,000 people and the overall develop-
ment pattern of the community was well established.




Ridgefield’s Population

1790
1800
1810
1820
1830
1840
1850
1860
1870
1880
1890
1900
1910
1920
1930
1940
1950
1960
1970
1980
1990
2000
2010
2020
2030
2040

1,947
2,025
2,103
2,301
2,305
2,474
2,237
2,213
1,919
2,028
2,235
2,626
3,118
2,707
3,580
3,900
4,356
8,165
18,188
20,120
20,919
23,643
24,638
23,167
21,304
22,187
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Changing Demographics

US Census data for 1870 to 2010.
Projections by the Connecticut State Data
Center based on a cohort survival model.

While Ridgefield’s population has been growing steadily for the last 70 years or
so, developable land is less available and the age composition of the community
is changing. As a result, Ridgefield’s population may remain stable or decrease
slightly in the future. Whether Ridgefield’s population is increasing or decreas-
ing may not be known until after the 2020 Census is completed and reported.

1790 - 2010 Population (with projections to 2040)
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20,000

15,000
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5,000

1790 1840 1890 1940 1990 2040

US Census / DT State Data Center

Ridgefield Residents Ridgefield Residents
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There are three key reasons why Ridgefield’s population may not increase in the
future the way it has in the past:

400

350
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Less housing construction,

Fewer births, and

Lower net in-migration (and even net out-migration for some age
groups).
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Connecticut Department of Public Health

Components of Population Change (1960 — 2010)

1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s

The Census indicates population
changed this much in this decade

+10,023 +1,932 +799 +2,724 +995

If this much “natural change”

+1,484 +896 +1,033 +1,899 +1,095

occurred
Births 2,296 1,897 2,146 3,077 2,452
Deaths (812) (1,110) (1,113) (1,178) (1,357)

The rest of the change was people
moving in (or out) of Ridgefield

+8,539  +1,036 (234) +825 (100)

US Census, Connecticut Health Department reports, Planimetrics



Dashboard

Throughout the POCD, this
icon is used to highlight
issues and strategies which
relate to the changing age
composition of Ridgefield.

1970 Age Pyramid

80 to 84 years
70 to 74 years
60 to 64 years
50 to 54 years
40 to 44 years
30 to 34 years

20 to 24 years

10to 14 years
Under 5 years

- 1,000 2,000

2000 Age Pyramid

80 to 84 years
7010 74 years
60 to 64 years
50to 54 years
40 to 44 years
301to 34 years

20to 24 years

10to 14 years
Under 5 years

- 1,000 2,000
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Changing Age Composition

While the overall number of people may not change much, the changing age
composition of Ridgefield is anticipated to be the most significant demographic
consideration. The age composition of Ridgefield is being primarily affected by
natural aging. The large demographic group referred to as the “baby boomers”
(people born between 1945 and 1965 or so) is now entering the older age
groups and this is the dominant factor in Ridgefield’s demographic trajectory.

The following age composition charts show the number of people in each 5-year
age group (by the width of the bar) from 1960 to 2010 with projections to 2040.
People considered part of the “baby boom” (people born between about 1945
and 1965) are shown in orange. The black outlines show the age composition in
the prior Census so that changes can be seen more readily. Colored areas to the
right of the black line indicate more people in those age cohorts compared to
the prior Census. White areas to the left of the black line indicate fewer people
in those age cohorts compared to the prior Census.

1980 Age Pyramid 19590 Age Pyramid
80 to 84 years 80 to 84 years
70to 74 years 70to 74 years
60 to 64 years 60 to 64 years
50 to 54 years 50 to 54 years
40 to 44 years 40 to 44 years

30 to 34 years 30 to 34 years

20to 24 years 20 to 24 years

10to 14 years 10 to 14 years

Under 5 years Under 5 years

3,000 - 1000 2,000 3,000 - 1,000 2,000 3,000

2010 Age Pyramid 2020 Age Pyramid
80 to 84 years 80 to 84 years

70 to 74 years 70 to 74 years

60 to 64 years 60 to 64 years

50 to 54 years 50 to 54 years

40 to 44 years 40 to 44 years

30 to 34 years 30to 34 years

20 to 24 years 20to 24 years

10 to 14 years 10 to 14 years

_'_—I

3,000 - 1,000 2,000 3,000 - 1,000 2,000 3,000

Under 5 years Under 5 years

If past trends continue, Ridgefield’s population is expected to trend older and
the number of older residents may be a significant factor.
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Migration Patterns By Age Group

This natural aging of the population is also affected by age-specific migration

rates.

The following graphics, which show the number of people moving in

(green) or moving out (red) in each 5-year age group during that decade illus-
trates that the following patterns have been occurring in Ridgefield over the

Ridgefield tends to attract young families aged 30 to 50 who bring

Ridgefield tends to lose young adults (ages 15 to 30) who may go off to

past 50 years or so:
[ ]
school age children with them (green bars).
[ ]
college or to find their place in the world (red bars).
[ ]

older).

Ridgefield tends to lose empty nesters and older residents (ages 50 and

E & B

Nomber of Pacple
E]

1970s - Estimated Migration by Age Cohort

Number of Pacple

1400
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it 500) 11 500)
1980s - Estimated Migration by Age Cohort 2000s - Estimated Migration by Age Cohort
1400 1400
900 200

400

(o0}

{00}

(1.100)
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moving out
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Planimetrics based on data from US Census and Connecticut Department of Public Health
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Implications Of A Changing Age Mix

This changing age composition may result in a changing demand for municipal
services and housing types. The following table shows how the age composition
(and corresponding service needs / desires) may change in the future. Green
numbers indicate an increasing population and red numbers indicate a decreas-

Age Composition ing population.
In the future, there may be: Actual Actual  Projected
Age Range Potential Needs / Wants 1970 2000 2030
e Fewer school age - - 3
children in Ridgefield Infants e  Services for infants / school children 1,703 1,950 1,049
(O to 4) e  Child care / Pre-school programs
e A larger number of School Age e School facilities
. 6,392 5,565 4,328
older residents who (5to 19) e  Recreation programs and facilities

may seek housing alter-

natives or who may Yzoou:g;dults . Ren_ta;ldhou.smg_/ Starter homes 3,034 2,441 2,394
choose to age in place (20 to 34) e  Social destinations
Middle Age e  Family programs
5,003 8,670 5,509
(35 to 54) e  Starter homes / trade-up homes
Active Adults . Smaller.homes / Second hom.e.s. 991 2,462 2,831
(55 to 64) e  Recreation programs and facilities
Mature Adults e Low ma|ntenance hom.es 629 1,451 2,922
(65 to 75) e Housing styles and options / travel
Senior Adults e  Assisted housing / elderly housing 240 1,104 2,741

(75 plus) e  Elderly programs / tax relief

This age composition is very different than in prior years. In 1970, people aged
0 to 19 were the largest age group in Ridgefield and people aged 55+ were the
smallest. From about 2015 on, people aged 55+ will be the largest age group.

Number of Ridgefield Residents in Key Age Groups

Median Age 27.0 33.2 37.1 39.2 43.4 46.7 44.9 45.6

US Census, Planimetrics
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Housing In Ridgefield

Housing Units

According to the US Census, Ridgefield had about 9,420

housing units in 2010. Housing growth has slowed from 1960 2,991
an average of about 235 units/year in the 1960s to 1970 5,341
about 55 units/year or less after the year 2000. 1950 6,949
Ridgefield housing stock consists primarily of single- 44, 7,999

family detached homes (about 80% of all housing units)
as opposed to other types of housing (townhouse,
apartment, etc.).

2000 8,877
2010 9,420

US Census

Average household size has been decreasing over time  Average Household Size

in Ridgefield due to an aging population, longer length 1960 3.32
of residency, etc. This means that the same number of 1970 3.60
housing units contain fewer people and/or that more 1959 2.97
units are needed to house the same number of people. 1990 5 80

2000 2.78

The median sales price of housing in Ridgefield is higher

than the State average. 2010 2.77

US Census

About 276 housing units in Ridgefield (2.9% of the housing stock) meet the
statutory definition of “affordable housing” as follows:

e 179 governmentally-assisted units,

e 5rental units with households receiving tenant rental assistance,

e 28 units with government-subsidized mortgages (CHFA, USDA), and

e 64 units with deed restricted rental rates or sales prices.

As provided in Section 8-30g of the Connecticut General Statutes, communities
where less than 10 percent of the housing stock meets the above criteria are
potentially vulnerable to the “affordable housing appeals procedure” where a
qualifying affordable housing development does not need to comply with all of
the zoning regulations. Between 2014 and 2018, Ridgefield was exempt from
this procedure since it had added enough units to qualify for a moratorium.

Percent Single Family Median Sales Price (2016) Percent Affordable Housing

Weston 99% New Canaan $1,373,100 State 11.3%
Redding 87% Westport $1,087,700 Danbury 10.9%
Westport 86% Weston $857,700 Wilton 4.0% ‘
Wilton 84% Wilton $812,100 Westport 3.6%
Ridgefield 80% | [Ridgefield $673,900 | Ridgefield 29% |
New Canaan 73% Redding $603,300 New Canaan 2.7%
State 41% Danbury $286,400 Redding 0.3%
Danbury 43% State $269,300 Weston 0.1%

CERC, 2018 CERC, 2018 CT Department of Housing, 2018
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Age Composition

Decreasing household size
can be an indication of an
aging population since
households tend to get
smaller over time as children
move on. This can be
especially true in communi-
ties like Ridgefield where
residents desire to live here
for long periods.

In the future, older residents
may seek alternative types of
housing for financial or
lifestyle reasons.
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Economic Conditions in Ridgefield

A local economy is important in terms of providing for: Jobs In Ridgefield
e Jobs and income for people, 1960 1,597
e Arange of goods / services to be available, and 1970 3,456
e Taxrevenue to support local services. 1980 5,540
1990 7,290
According to the Connecticut Department of Labor, 2000 8,940
there were 10,797 jobs (annual average) located in 2010 9 880
Ridgefield in 2017. The number of jobs in Ridgefield has ’
2017 10,797

grown significantly since 1960.

CT Labor Dept.

While there are a number of jobs in Ridgefield, the community is not totally self-
sufficient in this regard and Ridgefield still relies on the region for jobs.
Ridgefield residents tend to commute south for work while people who work in
Ridgefield tend to come from communities to the north and east.

Median household income (half the households earn more and half the house-
holds earn less) is one way to gauge the size or strength of the local economy.
Although not as high as some nearby communities, Ridgefield’s median income
is much higher than the State median.

The value of taxable property in a municipality is important because it supports
municipal budgets and services provided within the community. The percent of
the real estate tax base that is comprised of businesses is an important consid-
eration to many people since business uses typically provide revenue but do not
demand as much in services. This revenue is then available to provide services
that primarily benefit residents of the community. The total value of the tax
base is on the next page.

Jobs In The Community Median HH Income Percent Business Tax Base
Danbury 44,131 Weston $218,152 Danbury 25.3%
Westport 15,212 Wilton $179,844 Wilton 13.7%
Wilton 12,978 New Canaan $176,601 Westport 11.8%
Ridgefield 10,710 ‘ Westport $166,307 ‘Ridgefield 10.9%
New Canaan 6,698 ‘Ridgefield $145,014 ‘ Redding 7.5%
Weston 1,236 Redding $129,643 New Canaan 4.7%
Redding 1,818 State $71,755 Weston 1.0%

CERC, 2018 Danbury 567,430 CERC, 2018

CERC, 2018

14
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Fiscal Overview

Key fiscal indicators which reflect the circumstances affecting Ridgefield and
surrounding communities are presented below.

Equalized net grand list (ENGL) is a way to compare the overall tax base between
municipalities. ENGL is the full market value of all taxable property in a munici-
pality estimated by the Connecticut Office of Policy and Management.

Per Capita Equalized Equalized Per Capita
Net Grand List Mill Rate Tax Levy
New Canaan $610,328 Redding 19.85 Westport $6,566
Westport $596,365 Danbury 19.50 Weston $6,520
Wilton $352,127 Weston 18.74 New Canaan $6,433
Weston $347,981 Wilton 17.60 Wilton $6,199
Ridgefield $287,781 |  Ridgefield 168 |  Redding $4,960
Redding $249,848 Westport 11.01 ‘Ridgefield $4,844
Danbury $118,509 New Canaan 10.54 Danbury $2,311
CERC, 2018 CERC, 2018 CERC, 2018
Education Share of Per Cent
Municipal Budget Intergovernmental Revenue Per Capita Debt
Weston 76% Danbury 18% New Canaan $5,936
Redding 73% Weston 9% Wilton $4,510
Wilton 69% Wilton 9% Weston $3,826
Ridgefield 67% ‘ ‘Ridgefield 9% ‘ Westport $3,626
New Canaan 63% New Canaan 8% ‘Ridgefield $3,176
Westport 59% Redding 7% Redding $2,134
Danbury 57% Westport 2% Danbury $1,767
CERC, 2018 CERC, 2018 CERC, 2018

15
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Zoning In Ridgefield

According to digital mapping, over 95 percent of Ridgefield is zoned for residen-
tial development. Approximately 5 percent of the community is zoned for
business development.

Percent of
Acres Acres Total Area
Residential
Low Density Residential 20,901 93.5%
R-AAA — About 0.3 units per acre 5,887
R-AA — About 0.5 units per acre 13,533
R-A — About 1.0 units per acre 1,481
Higher Density Residential 422 1.9%
R-20 — About 2.0 units per acre 160
R-10 / R-7.5 — About 4.0+ units per acre 56
MFDD / CAH / CCF / ARHD / MSDD / HOD - 206
Business 1,020 4.6%
CBD 42
B-1— Business 84
B-2 — Business 260
B-3 — General Urban 27
NB - Neighborhood Business 7
CDD- Corporate Development 599
Total 22,342 100%

Planimetrics and based on Assessor database. Totals may not add due to rounding

Business, 5%

O Lower Density Residential
O Higher Density Residential

B Business

Lower Density
Residential, 94%

16



Ridgefield, CT

Conceptual Zoning
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Overview

As part of the process of preparing the POCD, several exercises were conducted
to help understand community issues, concerns and priorities:

1.

An initial telephone survey of 100 randomly selected residents to get a
sense of issues of concern to the community (November 2018),

An initial on-line survey about issues of concern to the community
which received 438 responses (December 2018),

A series of “listening sessions” where local boards and commissions
(and the general public were asked to provide comments and feedback
on the strategies in the 2010 POCD and a series of briefing booklets pre-
pared on different topics as part of the POCD process (February to June
2019),

A follow-up telephone survey of 300 randomly selected residents to bet-
ter understand community preferences and support for different policy
options (July 2019), and

A survey among members of the Planning and Zoning Commission to
prioritize POCD strategies for implementation (July 2019).

The results of those exercises are summarized in this chapter and throughout
the other chapters of the POCD.

Character Traffic
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Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Initial Community Issues & Concerns

In order to learn about issues important to Ridgefield residents, two surveys
were conducted in November - December 2018 in the early stages of preparing
this POCD:
e Atelephone survey of 100 randomly selected households in order to get
a general sense of issues and concerns (November 2018), and
e An on-line survey made available after the telephone survey was com-
pleted (December 2018).

Overall Quality of Life Is Considered Good / Very Good

In both surveys, at least 98 percent of respondents felt the quality of life was
good or very good.

Most Participants Attracted Here Due To Character And Amenities

On average, about one-third of survey participants were attracted to Ridgefield
because of community ambience (character, reputation, appearance) and an-
other third or so moved here primarily because of amenities / services (educa-
tion system, recreational facilities, etc.). The remainder ended up in Ridgefield
because it was close to work, housing characteristics, they grew up here or for
another reason.

When asked what they like most about Ridgefield today, people in both surveys
indicated that character /ambience and amenities / services were still the at-
tributes they liked the most.

Participants Concerned About Taxes And Traffic

When asked what they like least about Ridgefield today, the responses included
the following:

e Taxes / cost of living (27%)

e Traffic / transportation issues (19%)

e Nothing (16%)

e Overall growth (10%)

e Other responses (16%) including noise, ruralness of community, incon-
venient location, lack of diversity, rude or unfriendly people, bad atti-
tudes, crime, politicians, storms/trees falling, difficulties in winter sea-
son, lack of public sewer system, lack of job opportunities, lack variety
of restaurants.
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Initial On-Line Survey

From the following list, what
topic do you feel should be
the highest priority in the
POCD.

Preserving Open 154
Space

Invigorating 143
Downtown

Protecting Natural 137
Resources

Promoting Busi-

115
ness Development
Addressing
Vehicular Trans- 96
portation
Enhancing Com- 91
munity Character
Sustainability / 7
Resiliency
Improving Comm. 53
Facilities / Services
Address Residen- 57
tial Development
Addressing Utility

. 39
Services

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Most Important POCD Topic / Most Important Issue

From a list pre-determined options, participants in the on-line survey indicated
that the following topics should be given the most emphasis in the POCD:

o Preserving Open Space

e Invigorating Downtown

e Protecting Natural Resources

With no list to guide them, participants in the telephone survey indicated that
the following three issues should be given the most emphasis in the POCD:

e Managing / Controlling Development including managing / controlling
development, over-development, land use/conservation, subsidized
housing, more affordable housing, economic growth, more employment
opportunities for locals, maintain downtown area / Main Street, declin-
ing population, business turnover

e Managing Taxes and Spending

e Addressing Traffic / Congestion

When asked what they felt was the greatest challenge or need facing Ridgefield
today, participants in the telephone survey indicated the following:
e Managing Taxes / Cost
e Retaining Character
e Managing Development including affordable housing, more senior ser-
vices / senior housing, economic growth, attract / retain businesses,
more employment opportunities, viability of local businesses, expansion
on Route 7

If Could Make One Thing Happen

When asked about the one thing they wished they could make happen, the
responses to the telephone survey were characterized as follows:
e Retaining Character (18%)
e Managing Traffic / Transportation (17%)
Managing Development (16%)
Nothing (17%)
e Taxes / Cost of Living (12%)
e Other (20%)

The Planning and Zoning Commission carefully considered this input as part of
preparing this POCD update.

20



Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Briefing Booklets / Listening Sessions

In late 2018 and early 2019, briefing booklets were prepared on different POCD
themes and then listening sessions were held where local boards and commis-
sions were invited to participate and provide input and feedback on potential

POCD strategies. The booklets and the dates of the listening sessions were:

e Conditions & Trends

e Community Issues and Concerns

e Conservation Strategies — March 5, 2019
e Development Strategies — April 2, 2019
e Infrastructure Strategies — May 7, 2019
e Public Listening Sessions — June 18, 2019

All the briefing booklets were available on-line and were placed on file in the
Planning and Zoning Department at the Town Hall Annex.

The input and feedback from these listening sessions was reviewed and dis-
cussed by the Planning and Zoning Commission at a meeting on July 2, 2019 and

incorporated into this POCD, where considered applicable.

Conditions & Trends

Community Issues

Conservation Strategies

Sustainability Strategies

Development Strategies

Infrastructure Strategies

21




Telephone Survey

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Community Preferences Survey

In July 2019, the Planning and Zoning Commission requested that Great Blue
Research of Glastonbury, CT undertake a random sample telephone survey of
300 randomly selected Ridgefield residents to obtain input and feedback on

The specific results of the
community preferences
survey (a telephone survey
of 300 residents) are report-
ed throughout this POCD.

In addition, the full results
were placed on file in the
Planning and Zoning De-
partment at the Town Hall
Annex.

POCD strategies being considered.

Some general findings from this survey are presented below.

Overall Quality of Life Is Considered Good / Very Good

Over 98 percent of respondents felt the quality of life in Ridgefield was good

(24%) or very good (74%).

If Could Make One Thing Happen

When asked about the one thing they wished they could change in Ridgefield,

the responses to the telephone survey were characterized as follows:

Theme Specifics
Managing Traffic / Less traffic, parking, improve road conditions, 20%
Transportation sidewalks, bike paths, improve public transporta-
tion, road expansion, train service
Managing Control development, proper zoning, more busi- 20%
Development nesses, control population, upgrade downtown
Nothing Nothing/no improvements needed 12%
Don’t know/refused Don’t know/refused 12%
Taxes / Property taxes, affordable cost of living, lower 10%
Cost of Living rental costs, balanced budget, frugality
Enhancing Character More diverse, more open-minded people, sense of 6%
community, community involvement, preserving
open spaces, noise ordinance, maintain small
town feel
Services / amenities Improve  school  system/education,  activi- 5%
ties/recreational facilities, maintain school facili-
ties, help emergency services, more restau-
rant/leisure time locations
Other 14%
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Commiission Priorities Survey

After considering the strategies in the briefing booklets and other input received
from the listening sessions, the Planning and Zoning Commission undertook an
exercise to prioritize the strategies, policies, and action steps.

In the POCD:

e Strategies are statements or phrases providing an overall direction for
Ridgefield to make the community a better place (strategies show up as
numbered headings at the end of each chapter).

e Policies are statements in black text suggesting ways that Ridgefield
should evaluate proposed activities or initiatives to accomplish POCD
strategies (note that policies may never be considered “implemented”
since they are intended to be on-going).

e Action steps are specific tasks in red text which can be taken to imple-
ment POCD strategies and which can be considered implemented when
complete.

Participants were given a certain number of dots with different point values (on
a four-point scale) and tasked with allocating these dots to strategies, policies,
and action steps from the briefing booklets to reflect their sense of importance /
priority. The highest score would be a 4.00 (if every participant gave it a 4-point
rating) and the lowest score would be a 1.00 (if every participant gave it a 1-
point rating).

A comprehensive listing and ranking of all strategies, policies, and action steps is
contained in the implementation chapter of the POCD.

STRATEGY 3. Improve The Pedestrian Experience

Leader /
. . A. POLICIES (St ies antici d to continue over time) Partners
Policies ——— . . —
1. Maintain sidewalks and pedestrian pathways, enhance them with trees, lighting, and PO
(black text) site furnishings, and eliminate physical barriers

2. Improve mobility and accessibility for mobility impaired people.

B. ACTION STEPS (Specific tasks intended to implement the POCD)
Action Steps 1. Install kiosks/ w

wfinding signage at strategic locations to infarm visitors of business

locations 3 wn Center sidewalks and pathways
(red text)
2. Increase and enhance pedestrian crosswalks (such as installing “bump-outs to shortg DOT
the pedestrian crossing distance and realign the pedestrian crosswalk on Main Stree Town

align with Big Shop Lane).

3. Convert alleyways off Main Street to exclusively pedestrian uses and add lighting and Town
amenities to enrich the pedestrian experience.
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presented alongside each
policy and action step in the
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Telephone Survey Results

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Overview

| want Ridgefield to be a
more sustainable communi-
ty in terms of energy
efficiency and water conser-
vation.

Strongly agree 26%
Agree 52%
Don’t Know 9%
Disagree 11%

Strongly disagree 1%

Two of the themes central to this POCD are:

e Sustainability (the philosophy of encouraging activities that allow pre-
sent generations to meet their needs without compromising the ability
of future generations to meet their needs), and

e Resiliency (the community’s ability to withstand, respond to, and readily
recover from sudden change or adversity as well as the community’s
ability to adapt to long-term change).

In the past decade or so, there has been growing recognition of the importance
of these topics and it is appropriate for Ridgefield’s POCD to embrace them. In
addition to this chapter and theme of the POCD, the icon in the sidebar will be
used throughout the POCD to identify strategies, policies and/or action steps
related to the concepts of sustainability and resilience.

These topics are linked since, as some have observed, mankind’s inability to act
sustainably has contributed to mankind’s need to adapt to climate change and
other impactful events and trends.

Sustainability SustainableCT Certificate
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Become More Sustainable

In addition to the traditional environmental stewardship concept of “sustainabil-
ity”, the term has grown to include:

e Economic sustainability,

e Resource management,

e Social and cultural sustainability, and

e Avariety of related concepts.

An organization called SustainableCT has identified a range of activities which
communities can engage in to demonstrate sustainability. The organizational
framework used by SustainableCT includes the following:

Reduce dependence on fossil fuels, underground metals and minerals,
Reduce activities that negatively impact nature,

Meet human needs fairly and efficiently,

Reduce dependence on chemicals and unnatural substances, and
Promote activities that have multiple benefits to the community.

uewWwN e

SustainableCT maintains a “master action list” which communities can use to
guide and document sustainability efforts. As of 2019, over half the communi-
ties in Connecticut were participating in this voluntary program and completing
(and documenting) activities on the master action list to demonstrate their
progress in this regard. Communities receive certification for completing actions
listed on the master action list (which is updated over time).

Ridgefield has been participating in the SustainableCT program (through RACE,
the Ridgefield Action Committee on the Environment) and received a Bronze
level certification in 2018. RACE is working on ways to get the Silver certification
and potentially higher certifications in the future.

The following pages summarize the SustainableCT “Sustainability Concepts In
Action” as of 2019. In addition, the Sustainability icon in the sidebar highlights
the location of specific SustainableCT concepts.

Dashboard

SustainableCT Master Action List

Some of the actions on the following pages have been edited to fit into the
space provided. A complete and up-to-date description of the SustainableCT
themes and action steps can be found at:

https://sustainablect.org/
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Throughout the POCD, this
icon is used to highlight
strategies and considerations
related to making Ridgefield
a more sustainable commu-
nity in the future.

In general, the sustainability
chapter of the Ridgefield
POCD includes many of the
concepts in the Sustaina-
bleCT action framework
including, but not limited to:
e  Energy (generation,
source, use, conserva-
tion and energy effi-
ciency),
e Water (use, conserva-
tion, and re-use of pro-
cessed water),

e Waste (reduction,
recycling, composting,
and re-use),

. Re-use of sites and
materials,

e Life-cycle costing,

e Reduction in the use of
hazardous materials,

e Air quality (such as
vegetation that absorb
carbon dioxide and air
pollutants), and

e  Education about
sustainability concepts.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action

1. Land Use Actions

A. Reduce dependence on fossil fuels, underground metals, and minerals by pro-

moting:

1. Compact development that minimizes the need to drive.

2. A mix of integrated community uses — housing, shops, workplaces, schools,
parks, civic facilities — within walking or bicycling distance.

3. Human-scaled development that is pedestrian-friendly.

4. Public transit-oriented development.

5. Home-based occupations and work that reduce the need to commute.

6. Local food production and agriculture that reduce the need for long-range

shipping.

B. Reduce activities that encroach upon nature:

1.

Guide development to existing developed areas and minimize development in
outlying, undeveloped areas.

Maintain a well-defined "edge" around each community that is permanently
protected from development.

Remediate and redevelop brownfield sites and other developed lands that
suffer from environmental or other constraints.

Promote regional and local designs that respect the regional ecosystems, bio-
tic corridors and natural functions which adequately support and protect
people and native plants/wildlife.

Create financial and regulatory incentives to infill development; and eliminate
of disincentives.

C. Meet human needs fairly and efficiently by:

1.

2.
3.
4

Identify the communities impacted by environmental burdens and pollution.
Evaluate which communities are disproportionally impacted.

Engage in outreach/conversation with those communities.

Co-design, with input or in collaboration, with those communities, a plan to
eliminate such burdens and pollution.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
2. Transportation Actions

A. Reduce dependence on fossil fuels:

1.

Reduce vehicle trips and miles traveled through compact, infill, and mixed-use
development.

Increase access to, and use of, alternatives to the drive-alone automobile, in-
cluding walking, bicycling, public transportation, and in the case of communi-
ties without adequate population densities to support conventional public
transit, strategic implementation steps toward generally broadening mobility
options for municipal residents.

Calculate the municipality’s transit propensity score (a measure of how likely
the use of public transportation is), especially as it compares to the current
regional and state scores.

Develop and use vehicles powered by renewable fuel sources.

Design local streets that encourage pedestrian and bicycle use and discourage
high-speed traffic.

Design streets that support/enhance access between neighborhoods and to
neighborhood-based commercial developments.

B. Meet human needs fairly and efficiently, by:

1.

Providing access to affordable, efficient transportation alternatives for multi-
ple populations, especially low-income households, elders, and others that
cannot or do not own cars (for current and future residents).
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action

3. Housing / Building Actions

A. Reduce dependence on fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, and minerals:

1.

2.
3.
4

Design and develop solar-oriented housing & buildings.

Use regenerative heating and cooling energy alternatives.

Provide housing near places of employment.

Select building materials with low "embodied energy," which require less en-
ergy-intensive production methods and long-distance transport.

B. Reduce dependence on chemicals and unnatural substances:

1.
2.

Use chemical-free and toxin-free building materials.

Use eco-friendly, non-toxic cleaners in municipal buildings and encourage res-
idents and business owners to use such cleansers.

Reduce waste, recycle building waste materials, and promote recycling by res-
idents.

Create a community standard for landscape design that minimizes the use of
pesticides and herbicides and promotes native/naturalized landscapes.

C. Reduce activities that negatively impact nature:

1.
2.

Reuse existing buildings and sites for development.

Develop compact and clustered residential areas with reduced minimum lot
sizes.

Adopt water conservation measures, to minimize environmentally destructive
side effects of developing new water sources.

Manage stormwater responsibly by reusing and restoring the quality of on-
site runoff (for example, constructed marsh or wetlands systems).

Reduce or eliminate impervious paving materials.

Use recycled building materials, thus helping to minimize the mining of virgin
materials.

Use "cradle-to-cradle" (life cycle) analysis when choosing materials and con-
struction techniques.

Recycle building construction waste materials and use appropriate decon-
struction techniques.

D. Meet human needs fairly and efficiently, by providing for:

1.

£

Communities and housing developments that are socially cohesive, in order to
reduce isolation, foster community spirit, and enhance resource sharing (for
example, cohousing).

Housing within the same community that residents in many levels of income
can afford.

Diverse occupancy in terms of age, social, and cultural groups.

Housing located near employment centers.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
4. Economic Development Actions

A. Encourage businesses that reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted
underground metals, and minerals; for example, businesses that:

1.
2.

Reduce employee and product transport vehicle trips.

Use regenerative energy alternatives to replace fossil fuels, or reduce de-
pendence on fossil fuels.

Do not use or reduce the use of cadmium, lead, and other potentially toxic
metals and minerals that can accumulate in the biosphere.

Are locally-based or home-based, reducing or eliminating the need to com-
mute.

B. Encourage businesses that reduce dependence upon chemicals and unnatural
substances; for example, enterprises that:

1.
2.
3.

Actively seek ways to minimize the use of toxic manufactured substances.
Meet or exceed clean air standards.

Minimize or reduce use of chemicals and employ proper disposal and recy-
cling mechanisms for these.

Use agricultural methods that reduce or minimize use of pesticides, herbi-
cides, and manufactured fertilizers.

Use byproducts of other processes or whose wastes can be used as the raw
materials for other industrial processes.

C. Encourage businesses that reduce activities that negatively impact nature; for
example, enterprises that:

1.

Use recycled or by-products of other businesses, minimizing the use of virgin
raw materials.

Prevent activities that emit waste or pollutants into the environment.

Use agricultural approaches that build up rather than deplete topsoil, and
conserve or minimize water use.

Maintain natural terrain, drainage, and vegetation, minimizing disruption of
natural systems.

Re-use processed water.

D. Encourage businesses that meet human needs fairly and efficiently; for example,
enterprises that:

1.

Fulfill local employment and consumer needs without degrading the environ-
ment.

Promote financial and social equity in the workplace.

Create vibrant community-based economies with employment opportunities
that allow people economic self-determination and environmental health.
Encourage local agriculture, providing a nearby source of fresh, healthy food
for urban and rural populations (for example, farmers’ markets, community
supported agriculture (CSA), independent health-food stores).
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
5. Open Space/Recreation Actions

A.

Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, minerals:

1.
2.

Provide recreational facilities within walking and bicycling distance.

Use local materials and native plants in facility design to reduce transport dis-
tances and reduce maintenance.

Maintain landscapes and parks with minimal fossil-fuel-powered equipment.

Reduce dependence upon chemicals and synthetic substances:

1.

Use alternatives to chemical pesticides and herbicides in park and facility
maintenance (for example, integrated pest management, planting natives that
require fewer inputs).

Activities that reduce negative impacts upon nature:

S en s 80N =

EOCE

10.

Fund open space acquisition.

Preserve wilderness areas.

Create urban gardens and community gardens.

Preserve wildlife habitats and biological diversity in area ecosystems.
Establish on-site composting of organic waste.

Restore damaged natural systems through regenerative design approaches.
Create systems of green spaces and biotic corridors within and among com-
munities.

Develop responsible alternatives to solid waste landfills.

Use regionally native plants for landscaping.

Encourage landscape and park maintenance that reduces the use of mowers,
edgers, and leaf blowers.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
6. Infrastructure Actions

A.

Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, minerals,

by promoting:

1. Facilities that employ renewable energy sources, or reduce fossil fuel use for
operations and transport needs.

Reduce dependence upon chemicals and synthetic substances, by promoting:

1. Treatment facilities that remove or destroy pathogens without creating chem-
ically-contaminated by-products.

2. Design approaches and regulatory systems that focus on pollution prevention,
re-use and recycling.

Reduce activities that negatively impact nature:

1. Promote innovative treatment for sewage and effluent to meet or exceed
federal drinking water standards while minimizing or eliminating the use of
chemicals (for example, greenhouse sewage treatment facilities).

2. Recognize the "cradle-to-grave" and “cradle-to-cradle” costs of waste genera-
tion and disposal.

3. Promote composting and gray-water reuse systems, and remove regulatory
barriers to those systems.

Meet human needs fairly and efficiently, by:

1. Cleaning, conserving, and reusing wastewater at the site, neighborhood or
community level, reducing the need for large, expensive collection systems
and regional processing facilities.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
7. Growth Management Actions

A. Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, minerals,
by promoting:
1. Development near existing transport systems; minimizing need for new road
and highway construction.

B. Reduce activities that negatively impact nature, by promoting:
1. Appropriate development and population growth policies linked to carrying
capacity of natural systems and community facilities.
2. Development patterns that respect natural systems such as watersheds and
wildlife corridors.

C. Meet human needs fairly and efficiently, by promoting:
1. Understanding current demographics and projected demographics for the
community.
2. Planning and promoting growth management policies that recognize the val-
ues of a diverse local population and economy.

SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
8. Floodplain Management Actions

A. Promote activities that provide protection for the community from flooding and
other damages:
1. Guide development away from floodplains.
2. Guide development away from barrier beaches.
3. Preserve or restore wetland areas along rivers for natural flood control.

SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
9. Watershed Planning / Management Actions

A. Reduce activities that negatively impact nature:
1. Preserve and enhance water quality.
2. Reduce water use.
3. Recharge groundwater basins.
4. Use flood control and stormwater techniques that enhance and restore natu-
ral habitats.
5. Prevent wetlands destruction; restore degraded wetlands.
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SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
10. Resource Conservation Actions

A.

Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, and

minerals:

1. Minimize energy use.

2. Encourage the development and local siting of renewable energy generation.

3. Discourage the use of products that utilize packaging derived from non-
renewable, non-degradable resources.

4. Promote recycling, especially of waste materials derived from non-renewable,
non-degradable resources.

5. Develop community gardens that reduce the need for long-range transport of
food and associated consumption of fossil fuels.

Promote activities that have multiple benefits to the community:
1. Preserve and plant trees and other vegetation that absorb carbon dioxide and
air pollutants.

SustainableCT - Sustainability Concepts In Action
11. Planning Processes / Education Actions

A.

Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels, extracted underground metals, and

minerals; for example, by:

1. Encouraging and enabling residents to use transport other than diesel- and
gasoline-powered vehicles.

Reduce dependence upon chemicals and unnatural substances; for example, by:
1. Educating citizens and public servants about both short- and long-term risks
associated with the use and disposal of hazardous materials.

Reduce activities that negatively impact nature; for example, through:
1. Educational efforts to reduce levels of consumption and waste generation at
the household and community levels.

Meet human needs fairly and efficiently by:

1. Integrally involving local residents in setting the vision for and developing
plans for the community and region.

2. Establish avenues for meaningful participation in decision-making for all resi-

dents and in particular for historically disadvantaged people.

Provide for equitable educational opportunities for all members of society.

4. Promote retraining of those workers displaced in the short-term by a shift of
industries and businesses to a more sustainable economy.

£

33




Telephone Survey Results

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Be Resilient

Ridgefield should do more to
prepare for emergency
events such as storms.

Strongly agree 23%
Agree 36%
Don’t Know 11%
Disagree 28%
Strongly disagree 3%

For the POCD, resiliency relates to being able to absorb and/or recover from
impactful events in an efficient and timely way.

In years past, the concept of resiliency included emergency response, storm
preparation, and similar activities. Now, resiliency has grown to include the
concept of “hazard mitigation” (identification, avoidance, mitigation, response)
related to known hazards such as intense storms, flooding, and similar events.

In the future, the concept of resiliency will also need to include adaptation to
climate change. There is increasing evidence that climate change (such as
warming temperatures and) is occurring and affecting Ridgefield and other
communities. This includes an increase in the occurrence of more frequent and
intense storms which overwhelm the infrastructure (such as storm drainage
systems) installed in many parts of the community.

The elements of being a resilient community include:

Avoidance- e |dentification / avoidance / risk reduction
Related

Mitigation- e Evaluating probability / risk scenarios

Related e  Evaluating approaches (protection / adaptation)

e Balancing of cost / benefit

e Hardening infrastructure (e.g. burying utilities)

e Requiring resilient buildings in coastal areas

e  Promoting grid independence / interconnected community

Response- .
Related .

Pre-event education / training
Pre-event response plans

A Hazard Mitigation Plan prepared for Ridgefield in 2015 identifies the major
hazards (flooding, hurricanes and tropical storms, summer storms and torna-
does, winter storms, earthquakes, dam failure, wildfires) and strategies to
reduce or eliminate risk to human life and property.

Severe Winter Storms

Intense Rainfall Events
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SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGIES

1.

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Increase Overall Sustainability

Legend for Leaders / Partners

on inside back cover

Leader /
A. POLICIES (Strategies anticipated to continue over time) Priority Partners
1. Continue to encourage consideration of overall issues of sustainability in municipal 2.85 RACE
decision making. '
2. Continue efforts to create transit-oriented and pedestrian friendly areas to reduce 2.77 PZC
motor vehicle emissions and energy utilization. '
3. Encourage residents and businesses to include sustainability considerations in their 2.46 RACE
decision making. '
4. Continue to educate the community about sustainability concepts. 2.38 RACE
5. Continue to participate in programs and activities of SustainableCT (an independent 2.38 RACE
organization which helps Connecticut municipalities make progress towards imple- '
menting sustainability initiatives).
6. Continue to seek ways to accomplish reductions of CO, emissions and reduction of the RACE

atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gasses.

2.23

Overall Sustainability Energy Sustainability
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2.
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Become More Energy-Sustainable

Leader /
A. POLICIES (Strategies anticipated to continue over time) Priority | Partners
1. Encourage and support efforts to: 3.23 RACE
a. Reduce energy use and become more energy efficient, '
b. Include life-cycle costing in municipal decision-making,
c. Reduce reliance on fossil fuels, and
d. Address other energy sustainability issues.
2. Continue the transition to LED streetlights with an eye towards balancing energy 2.54 Town
efficiency with human and environmental impacts, quality of life, and public safety. ' PW
3. Encourage residents and businesses to conserve energy, become more energy effi- 2.46 RACE
cient, and reduce reliance on fossil fuels. '
Leader /
B. ACTION STEPS (Specific tasks intended to implement the POCD) Priority Partners
1. Review the Zoning Regulations and other municipal programs relative to energy sus- PZC

tainability issues including:

a. Promoting “greener” buildings / vehicles,

b. Providing for alternative approaches (fuel cell, micro-grids, etc.),

c. Streamlining permitting for small solar installations, wind generators, etc., and
d. Providing for electric car charging stations.

2.69

Water Sustainability Waste Sustainability
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3.
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Become More Water Sustainable

Leader /
A. POLICIES (Strategies anticipated to continue over time) Priority | Partners
1. Continue efforts to conserve water / reduce water use by municipal agencies. 2.23 Town
2. Encourage residents and businesses to conserve water / reduce water use. 1.77 AWC
' HD
4. Become More Waste Sustainable
Leader /
A. POLICIES (Strategies anticipated to continue over time) Priority | Partners
1. Seek to reduce the use of plastic bags and other single use products and containers. 2.77 cC
' TS
2. Seekto increase recycling / composting. 2 15 cC
' TS
3. Seek to reduce the overall waste stream (including food waste). 2.15 cC
' TS
5. Become More Resilient
Leader /
A. POLICIES (Strategies anticipated to continue over time) Priority | Partners
1. Maintain and improve approaches for preparing for and responding to impactful 2 54 CPD
events including: ' ESD
a. Emergency shelter capacity / supplies FD
b. Redundant energy supply PD
c. “Off-grid” generation (including generators and fuel cells) PW
d. Mobile cellular antennae / charging stations
2. Continue efforts to identify, avoid, reduce, mitigate, and recover from impactful 2 15 Town
events. '
Leader /
B. ACTION STEPS (Specific tasks intended to implement the POCD) Priority | Partners
1. Implement the Hazard Mitigation Plan, as amended. 2.23 Town
2. Update the Hazard Mitigation Plan on a regular basis in order to address risks and Town

obtain funding.

1.62
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Telephone Survey Results

Revised Draft For Community Review — November 2019

Overview

Ridgefield is doing a good
job protecting historic
resources, scenic resources,
and other things that
contribute to community
character.

Community character is important to Ridgefield residents. Over the years,
residents have indicated that community character attracted them to Ridgefield
and a contributed to their quality of life today. For the POCD, the concept of
“community character” includes attributes that contribute to a positive percep-
tion and distinctive impression of Ridgefield. This includes “physical” character-
istics as well as “social/cultural” characteristics.

Maintain And Enhance Overall Character

Strongly agree 22%
Agree 54%
Don’t Know 8%
Disagree 11%

Strongly disagree 5%

Overall, about 76 percent of participants in the telephone survey felt that
Ridgefield does a good job protecting historic resources (and other character
elements). Efforts to maintain and enhance things that have a positive correla-
tion to people’s perception of community character will continue.

Natural Resources / Water features / wetland areas / landform / hillsides
Open Space / e Open spaces / greenway trails / connections
Scenic Resources e  Scenic views / scenic areas / scenic roads

e Significant trees / street trees / tree canopies

Place-making / e Identifiable places with a “sense of place”
Streetscape / e Building design that reinforces “sense of place”
Building Design e Strong gateways / Intuitive way-finding

e Pedestrian-friendliness
e Appropriate landscaping / lighting / noise / signs

Destinations e Unique public and institutional facilities / places
e Unique restaurants / retailers / services
e Unique festivals / events
e  Attractive community facilities / services

