East Whins Poll: Final Report
The Survey
This questionnaire was designed to get the views of future residents of East Whins cluster, on the issues of: aspirations and values, the residents group, household requirements and aspects of collective ownership. The self-administered web-based questionnaire with multiple choice and comment options was sent out to a combined mailing list of prospective buyers and people interested in the Full Spectrum Initiative (49 in total). This report is based on 23 responses received by the time the poll was closed.
Results
Aspirations and values
Co-housing is a central value for many - 72.8% (16) state that the co-housing aspect is important to them. People would like to live in The Park, and have a sense of close community. They want the East Whins cluster to be part of the larger FF community rather than a separate entity. The need for clear boundaries between private and shared space and time was highlighted by many. Group activities are important, but formal rotas, meetings and time consuming decision making were a concern. The fact that the houses are of a high eco-standard is important to all respondents.
Residents Group
The need for a residents group is acknowledged, yet the challenge of putting in place an effective system is highlighted with widely differing strategies as to how to go about it: from it growing organically once the cluster is complete. Other people advocate that structures need to be formal, with appointed jobs and responsibilities and regular organised meetings to coordinate it all. At this point in time the majority wants Duneland to make the actual decisions after consultation with the residents group. The use of an email list is clearly the most popular communication structure, with an option for other vehicles to evolve.
Household Requirements
Disabled facilities - presently only one household will require these but others are aware that the need may arise in future.
Cars - 17 cars are listed for 21 households. Other strategies such as car pool or sharing are frequently mentioned.
Bikes:  21 responders want to store 50 bikes communally.
Waste management: A large majority expresses preference for collective recycling facilities rather than individual bins located in the central area near the boiler house, well out of sight from the homes. Almost everyone wants a communal compost bin/heap in the communal garden, or a number of big bins, similar to the Centinis.
Collective Ownership
Common Land
For the extent of the common land within the cluster there are a wide range of responses - ranging from “only as much as on plans for planning application” to “all of it”. Many respondents are unsure. Ideas about the management are equally diverse from collective “cleaning days” to hired firms. Also the question of who should pay for it was unclear with answers as far ranging as “nobody” to “the residents” to “the whole community”. 
There was a bit more cohesion regarding the question of rules for the private, semi-public and public spaces. With some being unsure, but a significant number wanting rules such as fences to be kept to a minimum, and if at all made of natural materials, light not to be obstructed, and provision for privacy in the garden areas.
Common Room
The Common Room inspired many different ideas for usage - both for individuals and for groups, for the cluster as well as for rent to other groups/organisations in the community. The need for a kitchen that meets industrial standards for communal meals as well as food preservation was clearly stated. Leisure uses of the space for informal games, gatherings, TV etc. with comfortable seating as well as flexibility of the space with seating and tables that can be stored were explored. The Great Room in Cluny was mentioned as a model.
Common Guest Room
Respondents were split almost evenly over the question of the need for a communal guest room. Many were unsure how it would work, some were concerned that the cost might be prohibitive.
Additional Flexi-unit
There was again no clear support for an additional flexi-unit to be owned by the cluster. Although many different uses for such a space were listed, however some felt that if the set up of the Common Room was flexible enough it would not be needed.
Laundry, Bike shed, Boiler house
15 out of 19 responders envision themselves using the communal laundry, emphasising the importance of that facility, but were not sure about numbers - with the average being around 3 washing machines, 2 dryers are also mentioned a couple of times. 4 households wanted their private washing machines.
Drying room
The idea of a communal drying facility was welcomed by almost all of the respondents, and most said to use pulleys, like in Cluny, utilising waste heat from the boiler. Security concerns were mentioned, and 4 respondents said they would not use this facility.
DIY workshop 
This is seen as very desirable, and almost all of the replies are positive about it, with many suggestions for its use.
Income Earning Cluster
This is also a ‘definite’ for the future residents, with almost everyone saying they want to do that somehow. The most common options are using photovoltaic cells and selling energy, renting the common room or guest room, and selling produce from the garden (flowers, veggies) other suggestions include covered parking spaces with storage, using communal flexi-unit as a dance studio, let others use laundry, and having a workshop space available. 
People are clearly unsure about entrepreneurial spirit being developed within the cluster with 11 respondents skipping this question. The concept is still unformed with little consensus on it. Most likely ventures mentioned were energy production (PV and biomass), rental of common room, renting out car parking spaces. Different models for management were suggested with little consensus in the group.
Conclusion
There has been an acceptable response rate with 23 of 49 - considering that not all the recipients are active in the residents group at this point in time. The comments are often well thought out and detailed. Some areas of clear consensus include decision making, waste management and communal laundry and Common Room. Other areas attracted a wide range of responses such as extent and management of common land and communal guest room and flexi-unit. The income earning cluster seems a good idea to many but there is little clarity and cohesion at this point in time regarding the specifics of implementation and management.
The survey gives a good indication on where the group is at with regards to its development - residents are applying themselves to the complex questions involved in a co-housing cluster. Some of the questions are still too abstract and will only become relevant in time for the majority of future residents.
The questionnaire could be used as a ‘work book’ for residents to apply themselves to the issues pertaining to the co-housing culture of the cluster - answers will evolve for individuals as well as the group as the group becomes more engaged and the project more advanced.
