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Introduction 
In Spring of 2019, the Windham Conservation Commission invited the Community Wildlife Program to lead a 
Community Values Mapping event for the Town of Windham, Vermont. 

In this activity, participants were asked to think about two simple questions:   

What places in Middlebury do you love? 

What do you value about these places? 

Values were mapped at an event on May 28, 2019.   

At the event, participants were divided 
into small groups, and each group was 
given a map.  One at a time, a group 
member used a marker to outline a 
location that he/she values.  Once an 
outline was drawn, the participant stated 
what they loved about the place.  For 
example, possibilities could include 
wildlife, views, working forests, farmland, 
economic resources, cultural/social 
resources, historic sites, places for 
recreation, hunting/fishing, or many other 
options.  The 1-2 word description was 
documented in the key next to the map.  
Any subsequent use of that color marker 
was used to indicate a location valued for 
the same reason.   

The next participant chose either to use the same color to mark a place with a similar value or to choose a new 
color to outline a place with a different value. 

Some places were valued for more than one reason.  In these cases, places were outlined several times, each 
time with a different color as indicated in the legend. 

Groups identified their own categories.  For example, one group could have used a single category for 
“recreation,” including hiking, walking, biking, hunting, fishing, motor sports, etc.  Another group could have 
separated these activities into separate categories, or lumped them into a few smaller groups.  Each group 
made these decisions independently.  When digitizing data, I honored these categories whenever possible, but 
when compiling results, some similar categories were clumped together to facilitate the comparison of one 
mapped value to another.   

 

Maps and Results 
Results from all events—including eight individual maps—were compiled to create the maps below.  Digital 
data is also available to the town.   
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Notes on the Digitizing Process 

From the beginning, I noted that one 
group defined “recreation” by noting that 
their use of this category included golf, 
skiing, showshoing, and snowmobiling.  A 
separate group used two similar 
categories: “recreation” and “winter 
sports.”  Because the golf course was 
easily separated out of the first group’s 
mapping, I similarly separated 
“recreation” and “winter recreation” to 
make it more equivalent when digitizing 
data. 

I left all other values as written. 

The full list of values listed was therefore: 

• Recreation 
• Protected Lands 
• Trails 
• Scenic Areas 
• History 
• Natural Resources 
• Farms 
• Viewpoints 
• Wildlife 
• Class A Stream 
• Community 
• Foliage 
• Fishing 
• Paddling 
• Ridgeline 
• Winter Sports 

Grouped Values 

Before combining all community values into a single analysis, I’ve combined some categories to avoid 
duplication of the same values.  While these categories could be interpreted to be slightly different, they 
seem like similar enough values that maintaining individual categories could cause a duplication of some 
data when counting the number of different values present in a single area. However, you can see how 
these different categories were mapped below, and these categories were preserved in the original 
data.  The original data can be used or analyzed as desired. 

Grouped values included: 
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Scenery 

• Scenic Areas 
• Viewpoints 
• Foliage 

 
It may be helpful to the 
town to distinguish 
between viewpoints 
(places from where a view 
can be seen), viewsheds 
(the entire land area that 
can be seen from a 
viewpoint), and scenic 
areas (which also include 
places in which the visually 
pleasing character is in the 
immediate foreground, 
such as a road passing 
through a tunnel of trees 
or a pathway along a 
pretty brook).  For this 
exercise, these categories 
were not distinguished by 
all groups, so I’ve lumped 
them together for the 
analysis.  I’ve included 
foliage in this category for 
similar reasons, but again, 
the town may indeed want to better understand where the prime places are for fall foliage 
viewing in a separate analysis. 
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One group used arrows to depict views from 
different parts of town.  Because these 
arrows represent the viewpoint while also 
giving some indication of the viewshed, I’ve 
preserved them separately.  However, the 
full viewshed is not captured and likely 
includes distant mountains and valleys. The 
arrows themselves are not included in the 
overlay maps.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Combined together, the new “Scenery” category 
looks like this.  These were the data used for the 
overlay map.  
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Recreation 

• Recreation 
• Paddling 
• Winter Sports 
• Trails 
• Fishing 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While Paddling, Winter Sports, Fishing, and Trails 
represent distinct types of recreation, I have a 
hunch that the team using the phrase 
“Recreation” may have included some or all of 
these sub-categories. To avoid duplication when 
counting different values, I’ve combined them 
together here.  Please note, however, that there 
may be many different types of recreation 
included in this category.  By noting how the 
colors mix below, you can see where some 
locations attract a wider variety of those 
recreational activities mapped, but additional 
surveys or analysis could better show distribution 
of the full suite of recreation offered in Windham. 
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High Quality & Protected Lands & Waters 

• Protected lands 
• Ridgeline 
• Class A Streams 
 
While these are all different entities, I 
think participants may have had similar 
ideas in mind when these were mapped.  
Where “Ridgelines” were mapped, it was 
alongside a comment that said that 
“Ridgelines should be protected.”  This 
leads me to think that this protection 
status was in mind during the mapping.  
My assumption is also that the “Class A” 
status of the stream came up because of 
the protective status of these waters.  
However, it may be that the participant 
values Class A streams instead because 
they symbolize that the water is in prime 
ecological condition.  It seems to me that 
this category represents high-quality 
forests and waterways worthy of 
protection, and valued for their protection 

as well.  I encourage the town to think more 
carefully about how to pull apart the various 
stories and values encapsulated in this 
category! 
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Ungrouped Values 
The following values were not grouped beyond the original categories mapped.  These include: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
History 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Natural Resources 
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Farms 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Wildlife 
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Community  

 
 
 
Overlapping Values Map 
This means that the final list of values, including the grouped values, looks like this: 

• Recreation 
• High Quality and Protected Lands & Waters 
• Scenery 
• History 
• Natural Resources 
• Farms 
• Wildlife 
• Community 
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Because the view arrows are not adequately represented above, I’ve added them here.  However, keep 
in mind that “Scenery” is a category included in the map above.  Simply adding locations in which view 
arrows are present would double-count views in some locations. 
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Additional Map Comparisons 

The values mapped through this exercise can be helpful to a community in a variety of ways.  
Sometimes, it is beneficial to see how some values compare to other maps.  Below are a few samples of 
such comparisons. 
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Protected Lands 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conservation Values with Vermont 
Conservation Design 
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Agricultural Values and Agricultural Soils 
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Notes 

When participating in this activity, participants were given a page on which to write notes.  These notes 
should be considered alongside the maps to complete the picture of what participants were trying to 
indicate about values in Middlebury.  For this report, the notes have been separated out into groups for 
easier interpretation. 

 

Intangibles (and Un-mappables): 

Some notes indicated values that are not easily mapped.  These include: 

• The Forest District is a zoning district valued for protection. 
• Quietness 
• Darkness and beauty of the night sky 
• Night forest air 
• Roaming wildlife all species 
• Beauty—viewshed, the whole town, autumn colors 
• Quiet, dark sky 
• Bird songs  

In some cases, mapping of these features was attempted, but the value may extend beyond the 
features mapped. 

 

The Meeting House had such a long list of these “unmappable” values that I’ll include them in their own 
list: 

• The Meeting House is a chance for residents to get together.   
• Many community events and plans for more.  
• Usage of building 
• Building is historic 
• Historical significance 

 

Clarifications 

Some notes indicate clarifications of what the participant is trying to indicate with the maps.   
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• The values marked “Community” by the Blue Team include the meeting house, Valley Bible 
Church, and Windham Elementary School. 

• The places marked “Foliage” or “Scenic” include: 
o Wheeler 

Brook 
o Cobb Brook 
o Turkey 

Brook Falls 
• The group that 

marked 
“Ridgelines” also 
labeled it with the 
word “protect.” 

• One group called 
out Beaver Pond & 
Burpee Pond for the 
following values.  

o Wildlife 
o Fishing 
o Canoeing 
o Kayaking 
o Paddle board 

• “Winter Sports” listed these categories: 
o Cross-country skiing 
o Ice skating 
o Snowmobiling 
o Ice fishing 
o Snowshoeing 

 

Also relevant to the digitizing process: 

• It’s very difficult to capture views through this type of map.  Where participants indicated a 
valued viewpoint with an arrow or series of arrows, I mapped the originating point of the arrow 
as a “viewpoint.” However, a much more comprehensive viewshed analysis would be required 
to truly understand what locations can be seen from the indicated viewpoints.  In some cases, 
these views relate to the foreground in close proximity.  In other cases, the views themselves 
may be of land and water long distances from the viewpoint. 
 

• In analyzing these data, it is important to keep in mind that some polygons may have been 
placed incorrectly simply because a participant wasn’t fully comfortable with maps.  These maps 
should be used as guidance only. 
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• Digiting followed lines drawn by 
participants wherever possible.  
However, if it was clear that a line was 
supposed to follow a road or specific 
feature, I made sure to also include 
the feature in the polygon, even if 
parts of it fell outside the casual circle 
drawn around it by the participant. 
 
• When digitizing data, it can 
sometimes be difficult to follow the 
exact lines that a participant drew due 
to scale and the clunkiness of the 
dititization process.  Given these 
difficulties, I tried to remain true to 
the lines of the participants! 

 

 

 


