
REPORT ON RESULTS OF RURAL VERMONT’S 2018 POLICY PRIORITIES SURVEY  

 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

In October 2018, Rural Vermont conducted an online survey asking the Rural Vermont constituency (including 

some outreach through allied organizations) to help Rural Vermont prioritize the issues it should address during 

the next two-years. The results of the 2018 Policy Priorities Survey were quite clear: Rural Vermont’s 

constituency overwhelmingly supports Rural Vermont working on ALL the issues that were identified in the 

survey - and quite a few others as well. For each of the seven identified issues, support for Rural Vermont 

working on that issue ranged from a low of 89.9% for improving the On-Farm Slaughter law to a high of 95.3% 

for banning Pesticides that have been proven to be dangerous. However, when we asked people to prioritize 

these seven issues a more nuanced picture emerged with banning dangerous Pesticides ranking first, advocating 

for long-term Water Quality Funding and representing the interests of farmers in the Health Care debate tied for 

second, and improving the On-Farm Slaughter law ranking third.  

 

Looking at the data from the Survey for each of the top three issues, we learned that on the issue of Pesticides 

people overwhelmingly support (95.3%) Rural Vermont working in coalition with other groups on this issue; that 

people are most concerned about the use of pesticides in agriculture/food production; and that people support 

limiting the use of pesticides to those who have been trained and licensed. On the issue of Water Quality 

Funding respondents overwhelmingly support (92%) a “polluter pays” model for long-term funding and are just 

about evenly split on support for the “per parcel fee” model. On the issue of Health Care there is very strong 

support (88.2%) for “universal access to health care paid for through a government-run program.” 

 

The other significant result from the Policy Priorities Survey is that there is a significant number of people who 

indicated that they are interested in working with Rural Vermont on these issues: 53 people indicated they 

would work with Rural Vermont on Health Care; 51 indicated they would work on Pesticides and also on Water 

Quality Funding and 45 indicated they would work with RV on improving the On-Farm Slaughter law. In addition, 

almost 100 people provided their contact information which gives RV a good base of activists to draw from.  

 

DEMOGRAPHICS: 

- 236 total responses 

- 39% identify as farmers 

- Based on the 100+ people who identified their location, responses were received from all parts of VT. 

 

RANKING OF POLICY PRIORITIES:  

NOTE: This ranking was determined by combining the number of people who picked each issue as either their 1st, 

2nd or 3rd priority. 

o #1 = Pesticides: 50 people ranked it their highest priority and another 103 ranked it as either 2nd 

or 3rd; 95.3% support banning pesticides that have scientifically supported, detrimental impacts 

on human or ecological health; 76.1% support banning the use of all pesticides by anyone who is 

not professionally trained and certified;146 people ranked pesticide use in agricultural food 

production as their highest concern 

o #2 = Healthcare: 57 people ranked it their highest priority and another 81 ranked it either 2nd or 

3rd; 88.2% of the 229 respondents support a universal access government run program 

o #2 = Water Quality: 40 people ranked it their highest priority and another 98 ranked it either 2nd 

or 3rd; of the 225 respondents, 92% support a “polluter pays” model for long-term funding 

o #3 = On-Farm Slaughter: 53 people ranked it their highest priority and another 68 ranked it 2nd 

or 3rd; and of the 228 respondents, 205 want RV to work to extend and improve the law  

o The rest of the ranking was 4th= Poultry Foraging; 5th = Hemp; 6th = Cannabis 

 



ENGAGEMENT: 

- Number of people who said they were willing to work with Rural Vermont on issues: (140 total 

responses) 

Health Care = 53; Pesticides = 51  Water Quality Funding = 51; On-Farm Slaughter = 45 

 

- 139 people provided some combination of contact information and 86.7% said email is the best way to 

reach them 

 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: 

 

- 78 people provided additional comments in response to the Survey question: “Is there anything else 

you’d like to tell us?” 

- 17 were generally positive comments about Rural Vermont and its work 

- 6 comments were critical of the survey itself 

- 4 comments were substantively critical of Rural Vermont’s work. Staff is planning to reach out to the 

folks who made critical comments if they provided contact info. 

- The balance of the comments run the gamut from giving RV further advice on its priorities to making 

suggestions and offering opinions on both the issues in the Survey and a host of others 

 

 


