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Report on the  

Strasburg Growth and Needs Study:  Executive Summary  
 
Background and Situation 

The Strasburg Growth and Needs Study (SG&N Study) came about as a means of assessing and 
understanding the rapid growth of the Strasburg community since the year 2000.  The reality of change is 
clearly visible not only in burgeoning housing construction, but in the clearing of agricultural and other 
non-residential lands, increased traffic, and the upsurge in new businesses, many of them associated with 
national chains.  Except for these most visible differences, however, little has been known about the nature 
and magnitude of change nor its impact on the social and economic fabric of the town and surrounding area.   

Methods 
A four-page questionnaire was designed by local sociologist Liz Schillinger and anthropologist Joy Wolf, 

with input from Town officials and 42 persons who pre-tested the survey.  In September 2005 the survey 
was mailed to a systematic, random, and confidential sample of 1411 households, selected by the locations 
and ages of their residences:  Established Town Residences, built before 2001; New Town Residences, built 
after 2000; Established Rural Residences (within the 22657 zip code, outside town limits), built before 
2001; and New Rural Residences, built after 2000.  A total of 315 surveys were completed and returned, 
representing the following distribution:  Town Established, 45.4 percent of sample; Town New, 28.3 
percent; Rural Established, 18.7 percent; Rural New, 7.6 percent.  The average response rate was 22.3 
percent. 

Because the questionnaires were sent to the four residence categories, differences among these sub-
populations could be examined.  In addition, questions extracting information on how long respondents 
have lived in the Strasburg area allowed us to formulate another set of measures differentiating sample 
households by the number of years they have lived here.  In several instances, we found it useful to select 
sub-populations based on age categories. 

Major Findings—Demographics 
Significant but compatible differences were observed between population segments –defined by residence types 
and years in area--on every variable examined. 

The number of town households has increased 28 percent since 2000, up from 1773 in 2000 to 2270 in 
2005.  The population of Strasburg has risen to 5289 from 4017 in the same period, a percentage increase of 
almost 32 percent.  Rural households and populations have also grown, but to a lesser degree.  As expected, 
most immigration to the area has two sources:  households from the Washington area, specifically Northern 
Virginia, and those from surrounding Warren and Frederick Counties. 

More than half (52.5%) of the households in established town residences have lived in the Strasburg area 
for 20 or more years.  This group tended to have the smallest number of persons per household and to be 
older than newer residents, with 44 percent retirees.  Age and work status combined in this sub-population 
to produce the lowest average income, but also the lowest rent and mortgage payments.   

In contrast, 73 percent of the households in new town residences have moved to the area within the past 
five years, 36 percent of them from the Northern Virginia/Washington area. In addition, 56 of the 90 study 
respondents who reported that they worked in Northern Virginia live in these new residences in town. This 
category of households has the highest average income and the highest level of educational attainment.  

While new town respondents are somewhat younger overall than town residents in older homes, the 
distribution of adult ages shows two contrasting patterns—adults tend to be either in their 30s or more than 
60 years of age.  That is, they tend to either be of prime child rearing age or retired. Households living in 
new town residences also tend to have more and younger children per household than those in established 
residences. 

Households in established rural residences were the oldest respondents in the sample, and only 20 
percent of these households reported children under 18 years old.  In addition, these children are the oldest 
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of any group. Although two-thirds of these households have lived in the Strasburg area for more than 20 
years, almost 30 percent of them have moved to their homes from Northern Virginia.  These households 
share with new town residents the highest level of educational attainment. 

Somewhat surprisingly, more than half of those living in new rural residences have lived in the Strasburg 
area for more than 20 years.  This group is unlike the town new home residents in that only 9 percent have 
moved from Northern Virginia and only 6 percent are retirees.  But they are like that group in that they are 
young, with the youngest average adult age of any group.  Fifty percent of these households have children 
under 18 years of age.  Of all the categories, these households have the most cars, pay the highest 
mortgages, and have the highest percentage of individuals working in the Strasburg area. 

Those respondents who reported that they had moved to the Strasburg area less than 5 years ago shared a 
number of characteristics in contrast to longer term residents of the area.  Not surprisingly, 68 percent of the 
newcomers live in residences, either in town or rural areas, which have been built in the last 5 years, and 42 
percent have moved from the Northern Virginia area. Twenty-eight percent of the individuals are retirees, 
yet over 35 percent of the households include children under 18 years old and those children are 
significantly younger than the children of residents who have been in the area longer (an average of 6.6 
years versus 9.2 years).  

Respondents who have moved to Strasburg in the past 5 years have the highest average incomes, but they 
also pay the highest mortgages and commute the greatest distances to work. Only 7 percent of those who 
have lived in the area for over 20 years have graduate or professional degrees, while almost half (47%) of 
those moving here in the last 5 years hold advanced degrees. 
 
Major Findings—Attitudes and Behaviors 
Features of Strasburg Life.  Overall, respondents ranked cost of living, scenic beauty, and small-town 
atmosphere as Strasburg’s top attributes.  However, significant differences, many of them unexpected, were 
observed between population segments, such as the low scores given to beauty by those who have lived her 
30 or more years.  Small-town charm was less important to newcomers than to those who had lived here 
longer.  The intensity of responses, based on percentages on each item, was more pronounced the longer 
respondents had lived in the area.  
Community Concerns.  While growth was the primary concern of rural households, it did not a head the 
list for town households.  It appears that whereas rural respondents took issue with the concept of growth 
itself, town respondents were most concerned with its effect:  water quality and availability, traffic and 
congestion, shopping, and retail infrastructure.  The strength of concerns and interests intensified with the 
age of respondents. 
Involvement in Civic Activity.  More conformity among population segments was present in this area than 
any other.  While community participation increased somewhat with the length of time households had 
lived in the area, there was little evidence to support a distancing of new households from the affairs of the 
town.  The primary activity for all segments was faith-related, which, at 53 percent of respondents, 
accounted for 30 percent of all civic involvement. 
Goods and Services.  Respondents indicated a substantial degree of dissatisfaction with retail goods and 
services available in Strasburg, reporting that though they preferred shopping in Strasburg, availability of 
consumer goods was very limited.  Newcomers were most likely to trade in Winchester, longer-term 
residents in Woodstock, almost none in Front Royal.  Shopping patterns based on previous residence 
prevailed for purchases outside of Strasburg.  Calls for additional grocery-store options were numerous and 
strongly stated. 

Major Findings—Comments 
A comments section is obligatory in any report based on a survey questionnaire.  In the case of the 

SG&N Study, we feel it is an essential part of the document.  Views on the lack of retail goods, change and 
growth, local government, and other controversial topics provide useful insights that are necessary to fully 
comprehend numerical findings contained in earlier parts of the report. 
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Strasburg Growth and Needs Study: 
Report of Findings 

 
1.  Introduction 
1.1  Motivation and Goals 

The Strasburg Growth and Needs Study (SG&N Study) came about as a means of assessing 
and understanding the rapid growth of the Strasburg community since the year 2000.  The reality 
of change is clearly visible not only in burgeoning housing construction, but in the clearing of 
agricultural and other non-residential lands, increased traffic, and the upsurge in new businesses, 
many of them associated with national chains.  Except for these most visible differences, however, 
little has been known about the nature and magnitude the change or its impact on the social and 
economic fabric of the town and surrounding area.   

By our reckoning, the number of households in the town of Strasburg has increased by at least 
28 percent since 2000, rising from 1,773 housing units, reported in the 2000 Federal Census, to 
2270 documented in August 2005.  The growth in the number of rural households in the area 
surrounding Strasburg was less dramatic, climbing slightly more than 7 percent, from 1,612 to 
1,728.   

This study, authorized by the Town Council on July 12, 2005, was designed to gather 
meaningful information about our new population and the population that has lived here longer.  
The goal is to provide findings that will help town leaders, public organizations, and the business 
community respond effectively to the opportunities and challenges of rapid social change.  Further, 
we believe that more in-depth knowledge is necessary to plan and control future growth. 
 
1.2  Defining the Sample Population 

The SG&N Study encompasses populations in two geographical areas:  1) the Town of 
Strasburg, defined by the corporate limits; and 2) the rural area surrounding Strasburg that falls in 
the 22657 Zip Code and within Shenandoah County.   

With the exception of the current study, the most recent demographic information about 
Strasburg and the surrounding area comes from 2000 Federal Census.  Its findings inform the 
Town of Strasburg Comprehensive Plan of October 2003.  In designing the survey instrument and 
developing research questions, we examined 2000 Census data that complemented and augmented 
information we are seeking.  In this way, new findings could be compared and integrated with the 
5-year-old Census profile, providing us with a before-and-after view of various characteristics of 
our population.  The 2000 Census was available to us in two forms:  1) findings reporting on the 
population of the 22657 Zip Code, which include Strasburg and surrounding Shenandoah County 
as well as parts of Warren and Frederick Counties within the Zip Code; and 2) findings describing 
the population of Strasburg, defined by its corporate limits.  Within this  report, reference to these 
two slices of the Census are Zip Code Census and Town Census. 

We did not limit the study to questions or categories used by the Census.  Rather, we 
concentrated on obtaining current information that reflected real or plausible change in Strasburg 
and the vicinity during the past four years.  Further, we created variables that focused on issues 
and questions relevant to the changes and concerns confronting our community.  In addition to 
timeliness and relevance, we hope that this study will be accessible to more people than the 
Federal census.  Despite our best efforts, this is not an “easy read.”  We would like to think this is 
due to the complexity of the subject, rather than any attempt on our part to hide behind scholarly 
gibberish. 
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1.3  Validity 
 

Of foremost concern to us and the readers of this report is the validity of data.  That is, how 
accurately do our findings match the reality of the Strasburg populations we are examining?   

To maximize the validity of this study we combined several methodologies. 

• Systematic Randomization.  More important than the number of households completing the 
survey is the way they are selected.  Our sample design was a systematic random sample.  It was 
systematic in that we deliberately set up a quota system to capture proportionate numbers of 
households based on where they lived (town or surrounding rural area) and when their residences 
were built (before or after the 2000 census).  It was random because we selected households 
within the defined parameters totally at random, every third house, every fourth house, etc., 
without targeting any single household in particular.  Each household had the same odds of being 
selected as any other in its group.1 
   The four groups initially selected for analysis were as follows: 
 
1.  Established Households in Town, Living in 
Residences Built before 2001 

3.  Established Residences in the Surrounding 
Area (Rural), Living in Residences Built before 
2001 

2.  New Households in Town, Living in 
Residences Built after 2000 

4.  New Households in the Surrounding Area 
(Rural), Living in Residences Built After 2000 

 
Systematic randomization is a powerful tool for assuring validity.  It is used by national 

pollsters to gather meaningful data on presidential elections, television viewing, or any question 
of public opinion using as few as 1,000 households or individuals, that is, less than 20 
respondents per state.  U.S. Census findings are often reported on the basis of a random selection 
of roughly 13 percent of those who complete the census. 
In most instances, we were comparing between 309 and 315 households.  In the case of 
individuals, our numbers far surpassed this.  For example, educational achievement for adults is 
reported for 578 individuals.  

• Statistics.  Throughout the analytical process, we used statistical tests to help us identify and 
confirm differences between population segments.  Statistics are useful in showing whether 
characteristics observed within and between groups are sufficiently marked to indicate 
significant differences or whether they were so small they could have just occurred by chance.   
• Reference to Known Findings.  The 2000 Town and Zip Code Censuses were primary 
references for us, and we checked our findings against them, frequently reporting both in the 
text.  For example, the Zip Code Census showed an average income of $46,744.  Our findings, 
five years later, were $48,332, a figure that supports the validity of the new data.  Other 
references were provided by the Shenandoah County School administrators, County building 
inspector, and the Strasburg Town Planner. 
Occasionally references to other findings alerted us to disparities and invalid data.  For example, 
Census figures showed 2.9 percent of households living in mobile homes, whereas our findings 
showed only half a percent.  This information was provided by a question on respondents’ 

                                                
1   In the process of deriving a random of selection of every household (occupied house, apartment, mobile home, 
etc) in Strasburg and the surrounding area, a street by street/road by road count of occupied housing was made using 
maps and lists of completed housing provided by the Town Office and Shenandoah County’s Building Inspections 
from Jan 1, 2001 through August 2005.  Occupancy was verified by site visits and with the assistance of the 
Strasburg Post Office. 
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housing types.  Comparing our findings with the census and other information we had gathered, 
we concluded that mobile home dwellers were underrepresented in the survey population 
because of a low-response rate. 
• Data Entry Validity.  There are many forms of bias that compromise validity in the 
design and implementation of a study, among them survey question bias, non-response bias, 
sample bias, and respondent error.  Data entry bias is one of the easiest forms to detect and 
correct.  Toward this end, we selected one survey out of each 15 to test for accuracy against the 
data entered on spreadsheets for analysis.  Within these 21 questionnaires we found only one 
error in the recorded data, that is one error in 840 opportunities for error.  We decided the small 
percentage of error (.12 of 1 percent) did not merit further examination 
  We did return all surveys for recoding one multi-part item, “Interests and Involvement in 
Community Activity,” in Part 4.  This was due to inaccurate coding instructions on our part. 
 

1.4  Data Gathering 
The Method 

     Methodology is crucial to the validity of any research.  The survey instrument itself was 
constructed with input from many sources, most significantly from Councilman Tim Taylor and 
the Ordinance Committee of the Town Council, Town Planner Nora Amos; the Town Council as 
a body, and 44 volunteers who pre-tested the questionnaire through four phases of development.  
Care was taken to insure that questionnaire content was not only relevant to research goals, but 
easy for respondents to understand and as bias-free as we could make it.   

A very important criterion in creating any questionnaire is its length.  Uncompensated 
respondents are unlikely to complete surveys that require more than 10 minutes and significant 
attrition in respondents occurs when there are too many pages or when the type is too small.  
Though we had many more questions we would have liked to pose, limiting the size of the 
questionnaire was essential.   

Nevertheless, the questionnaire contained more than 140 independent variables, whose 
effects and associations we measured.  The result was 600 spaces where information could be 
entered.  Multiplied by the number of completed studies, this presented more than 190,000 
choices in the entire sample.  The formatting of questions was designed so that Town staff, who 
recorded answers and created the database, would be able to easily and accurately convert check 
marks and other forms of response into numerical entries for analysis.  Hand-written comments 
were also recorded.   
 
The Sample 

After meeting with the Town Council, we set goals for the number of surveyed households 
incorporating Council recommendations.  Sixty-five percent of selected households resided in 
the Town of Strasburg and 35 percent in the rural area.  Within these two populations, we 
selected 56 percent of every household occupying new town residences and 76 percent of new 
residences in the surrounding area to maximize post-Census information.  At least twice as many 
households were selected from established residences.   The selected sample and the percentage 
of returned questionnaires are summarized in charts and a table appearing in Appendix A.   

About 65 percent of surveys were mailed to town established and new households, but 
returned surveys from town respondents comprised almost three-quarters of the study sample.  
Thirty-five percent of surveys were sent to rural households, but returned surveys made up just 
26 percent of the sample. 
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Established town households accounted for more than 45 percent of the total 315 surveys 
returned for analysis, compared with less than 19 percent of established rural households.  The 
highest rate of return was scored by new residences in town, almost 32 percent.  The lowest 
response rate, 15.5 percent was from established rural households.  

Combined with the strict application of random sampling methods, the responses of town 
households (well over 20 percent and more than 80 surveys returned in each residence category) 
produced findings that are very reliable on the whole.  We can be less certain of the validity of 
findings from respondents from the surrounding rural area because of somewhat low percentages 
of return and the smaller numbers selected at the outset.  The Strasburg Post Office worked with 
us to maximize the delivery of the surveys on the town routes.  All surveys were mailed bulk-
rate.   

From responses to survey questions, corroborated by 2000 Census data, we believe that other 
segments of the Study population were under-represented, due to low response.  Most apparent 
are those living in mobile homes and apartments.  Responses to the survey item on Housing 
Type indicated a small return from households living in either type of housing, as discussed later 
in the report.2 

We did not breakdown characteristics of the community on the basis of race.  Of the 266 
households that indicated race, 260 (97.7 percent) reported Caucasian, two African-American (.8 
percent); two Hispanic (1.1 percent), and two Mixed (.4 percent).  Census findings from 2000 
report a low percentage of non-Caucasians (4.8 percent), and our finding of 2.8 percent non-
Caucasians probably under- represents them.  But the main problem is that the overall minority 
population is too small to yield valid findings when analyzed separately.  These households were 
analyzed along with others in their population segment.  Likewise, 97.8 percent of SG&N 
respondents reported that English only was spoken in the home.  The fact that the survey was 
available only in English may have contributed to this apparent bias. 

 
 

     Before beginning this report, readers are asked to review the glossary that follows.  We 
have attempted to eliminate as much academic jargon as possible to make this document 
readable, but some of it is unavoidable, particularly in tables and graphs where 
abbreviation is necessary for lack of space.   

                                                
2   2000 Census findings are available to the public through the U.S. Census Bureau.  In general, these findings 
comprise a random selection of 13.6 percent of Census forms returned.  A lengthy discussion of sampling error due 
to non responses, data entry error, and analytical error can be found at 
http://censtats.census.gov/data/VA/About_the_profile.pdf.  These comments can be applied to the G&N Study as 
well. 



Strasburg G&N Study--Introduction                                                                                Page 5 

1.5  Glossary 
N—This initial is an abbreviation that stands for sample number.  It refers to the number of households or 

individuals being reported and appears in charts and tables.   
<   >—  These signs appear in front of numbers to indicate less than or more than.  They are usually used 

in charts to save space.  For example, “< 5 Yrs.” means less than 5 years, or 0 to 4 years.  The expression “>29 
Yrs.” means 30 or more years. 

Study and G&N Study—These terms are used throughout the report to indicate the current Strasburg 
Growth and Needs Study and distinguish findings from Census data, when necessary.  

Household—A household is defined for this study as all persons occupying a single residence at the time 
the survey was filled out.  Households are often synonymous with “family,” but members are not necessarily 
related.  Almost all data gathering and analysis used the “household” as the unit of measure.  In some 
instances, such as determining the breakdown of children by grade level in school, we extracted individual 
data.  In other analysis, we identified adults or men and women specifically to provide additional data for 
analysis.  

Average—sum of values provided by respondents to the same question, divided by the number sampled.   
Median—the central value of a list of values provided to the same question, when all are listed in order:  

The strength of the median in reporting data is the elimination of extreme values that are aberrations. 
Range—the lowest and highest values provided by respondents to the same question. 

Example:  Answers provided by 10 respondents to the question “How many vehicles do 
you own?” are:  0   0   1   1   1   2   2   3   4   9.  The average of this array of ten values is 
2.3; the median is 1.5; and the range is 0-9 vehicles.   

Independent Variable—a characteristic, such as age, education, or type of housing, whose impact or 
presence we wish to measure and differentiate within a population.  

Dependent Variable—the effects or outcome of the independent variable on a  
 

Example:  In the table below, Average Age of Children, Average Age of Adults, 
Residents for 30+ Years, and Residents for Less than 5 Years are Independent 
Variables.  The Dependent Variables are the results in years. 

 

 Average 
Age of 

Children 

Average 
Age of 
Adults 

Residents of Strasburg 
for 30+ Years 

9.33 
Years 

54.55 
Years 

Residents of Strasburg 
for less than 5 Years 

6.85 
Years 

45.34 
Years 

 

Cohort—This is a standard survey term which refers to people of the same age group, immigration period, 
class in school, etc.  In this study, we use it most often to refer to households that have lived in the Strasburg 
area for the same number of years. 

We/us—Use of these pronouns indicates the research team, who conducted the study and wrote the report.  
We are Elisabeth Schillinger and Joy Wolf.  Linda Wheeler has overseen our publicity and editing and helped 
us in sample selection as well as other tasks. Our résumés are included in Appendix C.     

Handling Non-Responses to Certain Questions.  Although 315 households responded to the survey, 
comprising more than 700 individuals, not every household answered every question.  For that reason, we 
usually include the N, number of responses, in our analysis, so that readers can determine for themselves how 
much they wish to rely on the information reported.  Despite the anonymity of respondents, particularly 
sensitive questions reduced the number of answers, such as income and age.  For example, the least reported 
variable was income.  A total of 290 out of 315 households (92 percent) indicated their income range.  We feel 
that that percentage is significantly high to main reliability.  In instances where two variables are examined 
together, such as length of time in area and education, non-responses to either variable eliminated both from 
consideration.  An example was our examination of a link between length of time in the area and educational 
attainment of adults.  Ninety percent, or 285 households out of 315, responded to both of these questions.  

 



 
2.0  Strasburg at a Glance−�2.1  Summary of Findings by Years Households Have Lived in the Strasburg Area 

SG&N Study Findings  
by Residence Categories 

Established 
Town Residences 
Built Before 2001 

N=143 

New Town 
Residences Built 

After 2000  
N=89 

 

Established Rural 
Residences Built 

Before 2001 
N=59 

New Rural 
Residences Built 

After 2000 
N=24 

 
Average Number of Persons per 
Household 

2.1 2.7 2.6 3.0 

Average Age of Adults 54.1 46.9 55.5 43.9 
Percent of Households with 
children under 18 

22.4% 41.6% 20.3% 50.0% 

Average Age of Children in Years 8.9 6.5 11.8 6.9 
Percent  Moved to Strasburg 
within Last Five Years 

20.6% 73.3% 10.2% 43.5% 

Percent  Lived in Strasburg Area 
for 20 or More Years 

46.0% 16.3% 66.1% 52.5% 

Percent  Moved from Previous 
Residence in Strasburg 

36.5% 11.9% 37.7% 30.4% 

Percent Moved from Previous 
Residence in Northern Virginia 

17.4% 36.9% 28.3% 8.7% 

Percent Own or Rent Residence 82.1% own 
17.9% rent 

91.7% own 
8.3% rent 

95.0% own 
5.0% rent 

100% own 

Average Monthly Mortgage or 
Rent   

$348 mortgage 
$322 rent 

$666 mortgage 
$786 rent 

$367 mortgage 
$900 rent 

$738 mortgage 

Percent with No Mortgage or Rent 41.7% 18.2% 45.6% 17 % 
Average Annual Household 
Income 

$36,785 $52,925 $48,332 $43,035 

Percent Work in Strasburg 27.4% 14.4% 22.5% 34.9% 
Percent Work in Northern Virginia 15.9% 42.4% 14.0% 11.6% 
Percent Work at Home 2.6% 5.1% 7.0% 7.0% 
 Average Vehicles per Household 2.05 2.01 2.76 3.17 



 

2.0  Strasburg at a Glance−�2.1  Summary of Findings by Years Households Have Lived in the Strasburg Area 

SG&N Study Findings  
by Years in Area 

Less than  
5 Years 
N=110 

5 to 19 Years 
N=65 

20 or More Years 
N=114 

 
Average Number of Persons per 
Household 

2.6 2.5 2.2 

Average Age of Adults in Years 52.1 50.8 51.2 
Percent of Households with 
children under 18 

35.2% 37.9% 22.2% 

Average Age of Children in Years 6.6 9.1 9.2 
Percent Living in Residence Built 
before 2001 

32.4% 83.9% 81.3% 

Percent Living in Residence Built 
after 2000 

67.6% 16.1% 18.8% 

Percent Moved from Previous 
Residence in Strasburg 

3.8% 36.9% 77.1% 

Percent Moved from Previous 
Residence in Northern Virginia 

42.5% 20.0% 7.3% 

Percent Own or Rent Residence 86.9% own 
13.1% rent 

91.2% own 
8.8% rent 

85.8% own 
14.2% rent 

Average Monthly Mortgage or 
Rent  Amount 

$674 mortgage 
$589 rent 

$535 mortgage 
$792 rent 

$297 mortgage 
$295 rent 

Percent with No Mortgage or 
Rent 

17.2% 22.6% 52.2% 

Average Annual Household 
Income 

$50,950 $49,000 $36,616 

Percent Work in Strasburg 15.9% 24.4% 52.5% 
Percent Work in Northern Virginia 38.9% 30.8% 11.3% 
Percent Work at Home 9.5% 3.8% 2.1% 
Average Vehicles per Household 2.16 2.06 2.38 



Strasburg G&N Study—Demographic Findings                                                                                                                    Page 6 

Children comprise about 30 
percent of household members 
in new residences in both town 
and rural samples, and 18 and 
15 percent in established 
residences. 

3.  Demographic Findings 
3.1  Basic Description of the Population 
 

More than any other indicator, the mushrooming of housing construction and the 
proliferation of new rooftops in Strasburg signaled the dramatic growth of Strasburg to most 
residents, including us.  It was, therefore, natural to ask, “Who are the people moving into all of 
these new homes?”  Most of the data presented in this section provide answers to this question. 
Population and Household Size by Residence Types   

Figure 3.1 presents a breakdown of 
basic demographic characteristics for 
the 315 households that participated in 
the study.  Women outnumber men in 
every residential category.  For the 
whole survey population, 52.6 percent 
are female, 47.4 percent male.  Gender 
disparity is higher among town 
residents.  We suggest that this may 
reflect a preference by single or 
widowed women to live in town, near other people.  Age is another variable that affects gender 
distribution throughout the United States and other industrial countries.  That is, life expectancy 
is greater for women. 

By expanding the comparison of individuals to include children, we get our first indication of 
differences in the number of children per household in the four residence categories.  Children 
comprise about 30 percent of household members in new residences in both town and rural 
samples, and 15 and 18 percent in established residences.   

 

 

Figure 3.1--Distribution of Survey Population by 

Residence Types
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Figure 3.2--Household Size, Comparing 2000 

Census Figures and 2005 G&N Study Findings

2.39

2.27

2.33

2.73

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Rural Combined, children and adults =

199, 2005 G&N Study

Town Combined, children and adults =

542, 2005 G&N Study

Zipcode, US Census 2000 (Town and

Surrounding Area)  N=1084

Town, 2000 US Census  N=4017

Individuals per Household

The primary value of household size measures is that they provide a way to estimate 
population size by counting residences.  Such estimates are needed for school administrators, 
town and county planners, traffic engineers, merchants, and others trying to project future needs.   

The average household size in our overall survey population was only marginally higher than 
that reported in the 2000 Zip Code Census.  Town respondents reported an average of 2.34 
persons per household, compared with 2.27 in the 2000 Strasburg Census, a 3 percent increase in 
the number of persons living under one roof in the past five years according to G&N Study 
findings.  Comparative measures of household size are shown in Figure 3.2.  Each measure has 
been weighted by the number of households reported.  That means, in the SG&N Study, the 232 
town households were counted proportionately more than the 83 households making up the rural 
sample.  

However, when household size is examined by neighborhood type, more significant 
differences are 
observed.  As Table 
3A indicates, 
households 
occupying new 
town residences 
account for all 
growth in the 
household size of 
respondents living 
in town.  The 
increase indicates a 
rise in the number 
of children.  Our 
combined rural 
sample showed an 
average household 
size of 2.73.  Rural 
households are 
typically larger than 
town households. 
 

Table 3A—Household Size by Residence Type 
Residence Types Individuals per Household 

Town Estab., N=143  2.13 
Town New, N=89 2.67 
Rural Estab., N=159 2.61 
Rural New, N=24 2.96 
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At the very least, we learned 
that we could not assume a 
newcomer was living in a new 
home, nor that a lifelong resident 
was necessarily living in an 
older home. 
 

 
Years Residing in the Area  

As we examined data and sought to 
find explanations for differences in 
characteristics, such as home 
ownership versus rental ratios and 
educational attainment of adults, we 
found that the length of time 
households had been in Strasburg and 
the surrounding area often seemed to 
explain more findings than the age of 
the residences.   

As shown in Figures 3.3-3.6, although 73 percent of new town residences are occupied by 
households living in the area less than 5 years, 27 percent of households in the new town 
residences have been in the area more than 5 years and more than half of these have lived here 
for 20 or more years.   

Figure 3.3--Distribution of Households in

New Town Residences Built 

After 2000 by Years in Area, N=86 

20+ Yrs., 

16.3%

5-19 Yrs., 

10.5%

Less than 

5 Yrs., 

73.3%

Figure 3.5--Distribution of Households in

Established Rural Residences Built 

Before 2001 by Years in Area, N=59

20+ Yrs., 

66.1%

Less than 5 

Yrs., 10.2%

5-19 Yrs., 

23.7%

Figure 3.6--Distribution of Households in

New Rural Residences Built 

After 2000 by Years in Area, N=23

5-19 Yrs., 

4.3%

20+ Yrs., 

52.2%

Less than 

5 Yrs., 

43.5%

Figure 3.4--Distribution of Households in

Established Town Residences Built Before 

2001 by Years in Area, N=141
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5-19 Yrs., 
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5 Yrs., 

20.6%

Figure 3.4—Distribution of 
Households in Established Town 
Residences Built Before 2001 by 
Years in Area, N=141 

Figure 3.5—Distribution of Households 
in Established Rural Residences Built 
Before 2001 by Years in Area, N=59 

Figure 3.6—Distribution of Households 
in New Rural Residences Built After 
2000 by Years in Area, N=23 
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Likewise, 53 percent of established town residences are occupied by households that have 
been in the area more than 20 years, but more than a fifth of the established homes are occupied 
by newcomers who have been here for less than 5 years.  In the rural areas we find that the 
households newest to the area live in 10 percent of established residences, whereas those who 
have been in the area 5 years or longer occupy almost 57 percent of new rural residences, and 
that those who have lived here 20 years or more occupy over half of the new homes.  These 
illustrations clearly show the fallacy of assuming that where you live identifies how long you’ve 
been living in the Strasburg area. 
 
3.2  Measures of Growth and Change 
 

Using the household sizes that emerged from the data and comparing these findings with 2000 
Census data, we estimate conservatively an increase in the number of town households of 28 
percent and almost 32 percent in population size, from 4,017 to 5,289.  Rural Strasburg growth 
was less marked by both measures.  Comparative findings for the 2000 Census and the SG&N 
Study are shown in Figure 3.7 .3 

Related to the growth of the Strasburg community is the question of where people moved 
from.  We examined this question to see if the length of time respondents had lived in the area 
was related to where they had lived previously.  The illustrations below provide two ways of 
answering that question.   

Findings showed a marked difference in previous household locations by the number of years 
respondents have been here.  Simply stated, the longer households have lived in the area, the 
more likely they are to have moved to their current addresses from nearby locations; and the less 
                                                
3   As of February 2006, 286 new housing units have been approved by the Town Council and are planned for 
construction between 2006 and 2010.  Another 1130 are pending Council approval.  If all units are built and 
occupied and no existing households move from the area, the growth potential by the end of 2010 is an additional 
population of 3,781, assuming the current household size for new town residences at 2.67 persons per household 
prevails.  Added to the current population, the total number of town residents would rise to 9070 persons by 2010. 

Figure 3.7--Comparison of Growth Rates of 

Households and Populations, 2000-2005
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The longer households have 
lived in the area, the more 
likely they are to have 
moved from nearby 
locations; the less time they 
have lived here, the more 
likely they are to have 
moved from farther away.  

time they have lived here, the more likely 
they are to have moved from farther away.  
The trend is not unexpected, but the 
magnitude of the differences is significant. 
Figures 3.8-3.10 answer the question, 
“Where did people come from four years 
ago, 5 to 19 years ago, and 20 or more 
years ago.”   

Most striking are the extremes.  Findings 
indicate that almost 43 percent of those 
who came here after 2000 are from the 
Northern Virginia/DC area and a quarter 
came from more distant locations, that is, 
elsewhere in Virginia, other states, or other 
countries.  When these two location 
categories are combined, they account for 
more than two-thirds of those who came 
into the area in the past 4 years.   

In contrast, more than three-quarters of 
respondent households in the area 20 or 
more years reported their previous location  

to be in Strasburg or Shenandoah County.  
Only 7 percent lived previously in 
Northern Virginia or the DC area and only 
7 percent moved from more distant 
locations.   

Another 28 percent of those newest to 
the area lived previously in neighboring 
Frederick and Warren Counties.  These 
counties were previously locations for 8 
percent of those who have been here 20 or 
more years.  In the year 2000, only 12.4 
percent of all households living in the area 
had moved from these nearby counties.  

Findings confirm that most of 
Strasburg’s recent growth comes from two

Figure 3.9--Previous Locations of 
Households in the Area 5 to 19 Years 
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18.5%

Northern VA or 
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Other VA, out of 
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Figure 3.10--Previous Locations of 
Households in the Area 20 or More Years 
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Figure 3.8--Previous Location of 
Households in the Area Less Than 5 
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Findings confirm that most of 
Strasburg’s recent growth comes 
from two primary sources, the 
Washington Metro area and 
adjacent Frederick and Warren 
counties.   

sources, the Washington, DC, area and surrounding Frederick and Warren Counties.  The 
introduction of geographical diversity obviously is having an influence on the community’s values, 
consumer habits, and community cohesion. These relationships will be explored in the next part of 
the report. 

Figure 3.11  summarizes geographical distribution for households living in new residences.  The 
most salient feature of these two patterns is their contrast.  Most households living in new town 
residences moved from Northern Virginia, while most households living in new rural residences 
were already living in the Strasburg area.  The opposite is also true.  Less than 9 percent of new 
rural households lived previously in Northern Virginia; about 12 percent of new town households 
lived previously in the Strasburg Area. 

 

 
By dividing locations of previous residence into two groups, near and far, we can see the pattern 

of geographical diversity very clearly.  (Near encompasses Strasburg, Shenandoah County, and 
Frederick and Warren Counties; far 
includes Northern Virginia, the 
Washington metro area, other 
locations in Virginia, the United 
States, and abroad.)  Patterns of 
difference among the various 
segments of the population are shown 
in Figure 3.12 on the next page. 

Two-thirds of households living in 
established town residences reported that their previous home was in one of the near localities, 
where only one-third came from more distant points.  Conversely, 62 percent of households in new 
town residences moved from far localities and 38 percent from nearby communities. 

Likewise almost 60 percent of occupants of established county residences moved from nearby, 
and more than 40 percent from “far” locations.  The exception to this pattern is the high percentage 
of people from nearby communities occupying new rural residences.   

Figure 3.11--Key Previous Locations of 

Households Living in New Residences, N=97

8.7%

25.0%

11.9%

36.9%
30.4% 30.4%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

Strasburg &

Vicinity

Fred. & Warren

Counties

No. VA and DC

Area

P
e

rc
e

n
t 

o
f 

H
o

u
s

e
h

o
ld

s
 i

n
 

R
e

s
id

e
n

c
e

 T
y

p
e

Town New, N=84 Rural New, N=23



Strasburg G&N Study—Demographic Findings                                                                                                                    Page 12 

These findings indicate to 
us that the relatively younger 
ages of families with children 
moving into the area is being 
offset by another segment of 
most recent arrivals—older 
people.   
 

The pattern of previous locations for rural residents is quite different from that of town residents.  
Those moving to both the established and new rural homes are primarily from the nearby area; 
three-quarters of those living in new rural residences having moved from the nearby area.  In the 
reverse of town households, a relatively higher percent of those coming to the area from far away 
have moved into older residences rather than into newly built homes.  One realtor has suggested 
that people who choose to leave urban areas tend to be seeking older rural homes. 

 
3.3  Age of Respondents 
 

As illustrated by Figure 3.13 on the next page, the average household age (average age of 
children and adults combined) of those living in new town and rural neighborhoods is significantly 
lower than in either established area, with new rural neighborhoods reporting the youngest 
household age, 33, and rural established households reporting the oldest, 49.  

The disparity in town neighborhoods was less pronounced, about 11 years’ difference, but still 
significant.  This would seem to 
indicate that young families are 
buying the new homes in our area.  
And even though, as we reported in 
an earlier section, more than half of 
new rural residences are occupied by 
households that have been in the 
area for many years, it is young local 
people that are apparently moving 
into these new homes. 

When we examined household age 
by years in the area, we saw similar 

Figure 3.12--Previous Household Locations (Near and Far) by 

Residence Categories, N=277
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but less marked disparities in age, with those new to the area averaging about 6 years younger in 
household age than longer-established households. 

The lower household age among more recent arrivals and residents of new homes is consistent 
with households having younger children and a larger number of children.  (More detailed 
explanation of the 160 children under 18 years of age in the sample is reported in the next section.)   

 
However, in arriving at average household ages, we were puzzled by the fact that though 

household age is declining in the town and surrounding area, the adult age appears to be the same 
or higher than those reported in the Town and Zip Code census data of 2000.  When examined by  

 
cohorts of households’ years in the area there is very little difference in adult age, but the age of 
those who are the most recent arrivals is the highest of the four cohorts, as shown in Figure 3.14.   

Figure 3.13--Averge Household Age By 

Residence Type (N=315) and By Years in Area 

(N=301)
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Figure 3.13—Average Household Age by 
Residence Type (N=315)  

and by Years in Area (N=301) 
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Examining the data on those who have been in the area less than 5 years, we found that a third are 
55 years of age or older.  Of these, seven are in their 50s; twenty in their 60s, and ten in their 70s.   

When examined by residence type, we found adults in established rural homes to be about 11 
years older than those in new neighborhoods; but the adults in established town residences were 
only 7 years older than the adults in new residences in town.  These findings indicate to us that the 
relatively younger ages of families with children moving into new residences is being offset to 
some extent by another segment of most recent arrivals—older people.   

In trying to explain this unexpected “aging” pattern, we looked to the number of retired people 
in our sample.  The count of retirees is based on their self-identification in the work-status section 
of the survey questions.  It is a decidedly ambiguous category, since many retirees also work part 
time and many do not identify themselves as retirees because of this employment.  We believe our 
findings under-report the number of retirees. 

Figure 3.15 examines the retired population, 125 individuals, by the number of years they have 
lived in the Strasburg area and by the type of residences they live in.  While the percentage of 
retired individuals is highest among those who have lived here longest, almost 53 percent, the next 
highest percentage, 28 percent, is reported for those who have been in the area less than 5 years.   

 

 
The trend of a growing number of retirees in the newest town population is reinforced when the 

population is analyzed by neighborhoods.  More than a quarter of all retirees in the sample are 
living in new town residences built since 2000.   

Because we had not expected such high percentage of retirees in the new town neighborhood, 
we compared the number of adults by age decades of new town households with all others.  The 
findings are shown in Figure 3.16.   

Figure 3.15--Percent of Retirees Among Sample Population

N=122 (Years in Area); 125 (Residence Types)
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The thing that makes this illustration of particular interest is that it shows a completely opposite, 

mirror-image pattern of adult age for the new town households (blue line) when compared with the 
rest of the sample neighborhoods (red line).  It also supports our observation that new town 
neighborhoods are experiencing two different population in-migrations: those in their 30s (with 
young children) and those in their 60s (retirement age).  The other three neighborhood groups 
show a decline of people in their 30s and in their 60s and a peak of people in their 50s. 

Our conclusion from analyzing all sample data on age is that the infusion of young families into 
Strasburg in the past four years is highly significant, but it is being countered by a large number of 
retirees moving into the area, particularly into the town of Strasburg.  From our sample, it appears 
that as a result of these opposite trends, the age of our community is staying about the same as it 
was at the time of the 2000 Census. 

This dual finding may impact assumptions on the projected size of public school enrollment in 
future planning.  Children and schools are the subject of the next section. 
 
3.4  Children and School Enrollment 
 

 The number and ages of children differed significantly both by neighborhoods and by the 
number of years respondents lived in the area.  In Figures 3.17 and 3.18 , we present a breakdown 
of number of children per household by the number of years households have lived in the area and 
by neighborhood.  This does not include children over the age of 18 or those children not living at 
home.

Figure 3.16--Adult Age Comparison Between New 

Town Residences and the Other 

Three Residence Types, N=561 
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age cohort.  Since the 30s 
are prime child-raising 
years, we find this pattern 
meaningful. 
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The Figure 3.17  array shows an overall weighted average of 76 percent of households with no 

children under 18 living at home.  Households living in new residences are more likely to have 
children than those who live in established residences.  An unexpectedly high 65 percent of those 

 
 

moving to the area since 2000 have no children; however, as shown in Figure 3.18, the 35 percent 
of this cohort that does have children averages almost 2 children per household.   

In Figure 318 we examined the distribution of children from a broader perspective.  We found 
that those who have been here the shortest amount of time and those living in new residences are 
more likely to have children under 18 living at home—more than twice as likely for those in new 
town residences compared to established town residences. 

Figure 3.17--Percent of Households Without Children
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Figure 3.18--Average Number of Children per Household 
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Those who have been here the 
shortest amount of time and 
those living in new residences 
are more likely to have 
children living at home.  
Generally speaking, these 
children are younger and there 
are more of them. 

Further, they are likely to have more and younger children.  For the five groups depicted in the 
figure above, the following number of children can be projected for each 100 households. 

 
•   100 Households in new residences 79 children 
•   100 Households in established residences 35 children 
•   100 Households in the area less than 5 years 65 children 
•   100 Households in the area 5 to 19 years 62 children 
•   100 Households in the area 20 or more years 36 children 

 
In addition to neighborhood type and 

years in the area, other variables 
influencing the number of children per 
household are age of adults, household 
income, religion, and others that we do not 
examine here. 

 Significant differences in children’s 
ages were also noted among different 
segments of the survey population, ranging 
from 6 and a half to almost 12 years of 
age, as shown in Figure 3.19.   

 

 
Age as well as numbers of children has an important bearing on school enrollments, present and 

future. As summarized in Table 3B, survey data indicate that the elementary and middle schools 
are being impacted more heavily by the population increase than high school.  Sandy Hook 
Elementary School offers grades K-5, while Signal Knob Middle School covers three grades, 6-8, 
and Strasburg High School four, 9-12.  

Figure 3.19--Average Age of Children in Different Population Segments
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Figure 3.20--Comparison of Number of 

Newcomers' Children 

In Strasburg Public Schools
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Table 3B—Distribution of Public School Children by Population Segments 
 

 Pre-School Elem. 
School 

Middle 
School 

High 
School 

Total in 
Public 
School 

Private 
School 

Home 
Schooling 

Town Estab. 2 15 11 9 35   
Town New 3 20 11 6 37 1 7 
Rural Estab.   4 6 4 14 2 1 
Rural New 1 7 5 1 13   
<5 yrs  total 
sample est.  

2 23 10 4 37 1 7 

5-19 yrs 2 13 10 5 28 2  
30+ yrs 4 7 12 10 29  1 

 
In Figure 3.20, we examine new-to-the-area students who have entered Strasburg schools since 

2000.   It should be noted that the school children in new residences outnumber those reported by 
the cohort that has been in the area less than 5 years.  However, as discussed earlier, residence 
categories are not reliable predictors of how long households have been in the Strasburg area, since 
less than three-quarters of new residences are occupied by new residents.   

The biggest 
impact of new 
children to the 
school system 
may be working 
its way up 
through the 
grades from 
elementary to 
high school.  Of 
the 160 children 
in the survey 
households, the 
largest group was 
between 10 and 
14 years of age 
(53 children or 
33%) on Dec. 31, 
2005.  The next largest group was made up of 50 under 5 years old (31.3%), followed by 41 (25.6 
percent) between 5 and 9 years of age.  Sixteen (10 percent) fell into the 15-17 year-old age 
bracket. 
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Figure 3.21 compares Strasburg Public School enrollments in the 2000-2001 school year to 
current 2005-2006 enrollments.  The overall percentage increase is almost 18 percent, though the 
elementary and middle school enrollments are up by more than 40 percent.  This distribution of 

students echoes findings on children’s ages.  Table 3C presents actual percentages of increase as 
well as rough SG&N Study breakdowns. 

 
Table 3C—Increase in Strasburg Public School Enrollment 2001-2006 

Sandy Hook Elem. 
School 

Signal Knob 
Middle School 

Strasburg High 
School 

Total  

N %  of Incr. N % of  Incr. N % of  Incr. N %  of Incr. 
Percent of Increase 
2000-2005 

139 47.0% 121 40.9% 36 12.2% 296 100% 

SG&N Study 
Public School 
Children from 108  
households in area 
< 5 Yrs. 

23 62.2% 10 27.0% 4 10.8% 37 100% 

 
Table 3C makes two points.  The first is the general directional agreement between the actual 

changes in public school enrollments over the past five years and the number of new students the 
SG&N Study reports in the public schools as of fall 2005.  Secondly, the percentage of younger, 
elementary-school-aged children in the sample suggests that the full impact on school enrollments 
is yet to come. 

Although data show only eight home-schooled children in the sample, seven are from new town 
residences and have been in the area less than 5 years.  The eighth is from a long-established rural 
household. Data on home schooling were not included in 2000 Census reports, but we see 
evidence of growth in this form of education.  Other findings showed three students enrolled in 
private schools.   

Figure 3.21--Strasburg Public School Enrollment: 

Comparison of 2000-2001 and 

2005-2006 School Years
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Figure 3.22--Housing Types of 273 Households
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Except for a federally-funded pre-kindergarten program at Sandy Hook Elementary School, 
which serves 24 children, all pre-school programs in the area are privately operated.  Six 
youngsters in the survey population are enrolled in pre-school. 
 
3.5  Housing 
 

New housing construction was an early and visible sign of growth in Strasburg and the 
surrounding area.  Here we focus on housing characteristics and how they vary between various 
population segments—the type and size of houses each occupies, ratios between owning and 
renting homes; and monthly housing costs.  In this one question, to which 311 households 
responded, data was entered for 338 housing units.  This anomaly was due to the fact that 27 
respondents in established town residences claimed two or more properties. 

 
Housing Types  

 
The most 

interesting finding in 
our study of housing 
types is the large 
percentage of 
townhouses and 
condos reported in 
new town 
neighborhoods.  
Almost 39 percent 
of responding 
households from this 
neighborhood live in 
townhouses or 
condominiums and 
45 percent in 
detached homes.  
This pattern of 
house type is 
significantly 
different from those 
reported by the other 
residence categories, as illustrated in Figure 3.22.  The total distribution of housing types is shown 
in the first set of columns; new town residences are presented by themselves in the middle set; and 
the third set displays the distribution of housing types with new town residences removed from 
consideration. 

Because condos and townhouses are relatively new to the Strasburg area, we examined their 
occupancy with special attention.  When examined by years in the area, we found that more than 
75 percent of those living in townhouses and condos have been here less than 5 years.  However, 
the next highest percentage of households in townhouses and condos is those who have been here 
30 or more years.  Slightly more than 16 percent of the latter live in these types of residence.   

Having included the proportionate number of mobile home parks and apartment buildings in our 
selection of survey recipients, we can see by the figures for apartments and mobile homes that the 
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response rate from these population segments fell below that of other types of households.  
Consequently, apartment and mobile-home dwellers are under-represented in our findings.   

Perhaps some of the shortfall is buried in the “other” column—for reasons we cannot explain.  
The 15 percent of “other” entries in the new town area is particularly puzzling to us. 

Because we specifically wanted to learn about housing types in the Strasburg area, we did not 
follow the 2000 Census form of categories, and Census data are difficult to compare with SG&N 
Study findings.  Only two comparisons can be made with the Zip Code Census.  The first is their 
category of “Single Family Units” at 79.8 percent, which may correspond to our detached homes. 
The Zip Code Census finding for “Mobile Homes” is 2.9 percent of households, whereas our data 
identify only half a percent.  Town Census findings placed 61.3 percent of households in detached 
homes.  Apartments comprised about 16 percent of the Town Census in 2000. 

 
Own Versus Rent 

 
As summarized below, findings show that less than 12 percent of responding households rent 

their places of residence, compared to 88 percent who own or are buying theirs.  As illustrated in 
Figure 3.23, the ratio differs among neighborhood types.  Renting households comprised almost 
18 percent of all households in established town neighborhoods, and owners comprise 82 percent.  
We suggest that this may be because more rentals are available in established neighborhoods and 
traditionally renters look for in-town housing.  The next highest percentage of households renting 
their homes is in new town neighborhoods, at over 9 percent, compared with 91 percent who own.  
The ratio is much lower in the county with 95 percent ownership of established homes and no 
households reporting rentals among the 23 respondents from new county residences.   

According to 2000 US Census data, 52.1 percent of households owned their homes and 47.9 
percent rented in town; 85.3 percent owned and 14.6 percent rented in the county.  While Census 
figures seem high for rentals and low for ownership, we accept their credibility in 2000.  And 
though we believe the percentage of ownership is up in the past four years, we think the margin of 
difference between SG&N findings and Census data is too great to be explained by four years of 
growth and change in the area.  Rather we find these figures to be an indication that the response 

Figure 3.23--Comparison of Households Owning and Renting Homes, 

N=308
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Figure 3.24--Monthly Mortgage Payments by 

Cohorts of Years in Area
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Figure 3.25--Monthly Mortgage and Rent 

Payments by Residence Types, N=308
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from renting households to the survey was low and that, as a whole, this segment of the population 
is underrepresented in our findings.  Renters comprised only 38 of 308 households.  
 
Monthly Mortgage and Rent Payments 
 

Monthly mortgage 
payments differ significantly 
between cohorts of 
households by years they 
have lived in the area and by 
neighborhood types.  This is 
illustrated in Figures 3.24 
and 3.25.  Setting aside the 
discussion of rent for a few 
paragraphs, we find that 
mortgage payments, as 
expected, are higher for those 
who have moved here most 
recently and those who 
occupy new residences. 

Established town 
mortgages are lowest and 
rural established mortgages 
slightly higher.  New mortgages in both town and rural neighborhoods are just under two times 
greater than their established counterparts.  

To grasp the reality of the situation, however, we have to account for the high percentage of 
established household 
mortgages that are paid off.  
Almost 42 percent of town 
established households and 
54 percent of rural 
established households pay 
no monthly mortgage.  In 
contrast, 17 percent of new 
town households and 13 
percent of new rural 
households are without 
monthly mortgage 
payments.   

When mortgages are 
adjusted by removing those 
with no mortgage payments 
from the array, the monthly 
payments are considerably higher, as shown in Figures 3.26 and 3.27.  In the adjusted mortgage 
calculation, the variation among residence types is reduced substantially, though new residence 
mortgages are still higher than established ones. 
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Figure 3.27--Adjusted Monthly Mortgage Payment,

Excluding Households with No Mortgage,
N Residence Categories = 182; N Cohorts of Years = 180
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Figure 3.26--Percent of Home Owners 

By Residence Type Who Pay No Monthly Mortgage,  

N=273
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Figure 3.26—Percent of Households by 
Residence Type That Pay No Monthly 

Mortgage, N=273 

 
Returning now to rents and 

Figures 3.25 and 3.26, we can 
see that rent for households in 
new town residences is more 
than twice as high as in 
established residences.  While 
established rural residences 
average the highest monthly 
rent at more than $1200 per 
month, we may assume that 
this relates to the lack of 
apartments and condos for rent 
and that most rentals are 
detached houses.  None of our 

respondents in new rural homes reported that they rent.  Those who have been in the Strasburg 
area 20 years or more pay lower rents than either of the other two cohorts, and those who came 5 
to 19 years ago pay the highest.  

Of the 38 households that rent their homes, 28 live in established town residences.  Three of 
these pay no cash rent.4  Adjusting town established rent by removing those who pay no rent, the 
monthly average rent moves up from $460 to $518.  Since all of those without cash rent have lived 
here 20 or more years, average rent for than cohort increases to $350 when these residences are 
excluded from the array. 
Number of Rooms 

In attempting to characterize housing for the various segments of Strasburg’s population, we 
included a survey question on number of rooms in the residence.  This measure is not a particularly 
good one for assessing house size, but it is familiar and not difficult for respondents to answer.  
Comparing neighborhood types, there was virtually no difference between the two town categories  

                                                
4   Those who pay no “cash rent” may offer services or do work in exchange for lodging. 
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Relationship Between Number of Rooms and Monthly Mortgage, 

N=303
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Figure 3.28—Relationship Between Number of 
Rooms and Monthly Mortgage, N=303 

and established rural homes—an 
average of 6.8 to 6.9 rooms in each 
case.  New rural homes average 
about one more room, that is, 7.72 
rooms per residence. 

We found strong correlation 
between number of rooms and 
household income, with both 
rising in tandem.  More relevant, 
though not particularly 
unexpected, is a relationship 
between mortgage amount and number of rooms.  This is shown in Figure 3.28. 

 
3.6  Income Comparisons 

 
Income differences among the various segments of the study population were apparent and 

showed that higher incomes characterize households newest to the area.  Table 3D presents a 
summary of Census data for 2000 next to incomes for the overall SG&N Study population and 
those who came here since the year 2000.  We expected to see a somewhat higher average income 
than we found for the SG&N sample as a whole and suggest that Census statisticians may have 
used a different method of converting income ranges which respondents indicated, into single 
income amounts.  As we have noted previously, we also feel some groups are under-represented in 
the survey. 

Table 3D—Income Distribution and Comparisons with 2000 Data 

Household Income 
 

Household Income 
Level 

Total 2000 Census 
Percentages  

Overall 2005 
SG&N Study 
Percentages 

New Residents 
Since Census 
Percentages 

<$10,000 8.0% 2.8% 0.96% 
$10,000-$14,999 6.0% 4.5% 1.92% 
$15,000-$24,999 12.0% 6.6% 2.88% 
$25,000-$34.999 17.0% 11.4% 4.81% 
$35,000-$49,999 21.0% 15.5% 19.23% 
$50,000-$74,999 22.0% 31.0% 38.46% 
$75,000-$99,999 8.0% 13.8% 14.42% 
$100,000-$149,999 4.0% 9.3% 14.42% 
$150,000-$199,999 1.0% 2.8% 0.96% 
$200,000< 1.0% 2.4% 1.92% 
     Average $46,744 $48,332 $50,950 
     N 3385 290 104 

In all three measures, most households fall into the $50,000 to $74,999 bracket.  In each 
population segment income brackets ranged from less than $10,000 to more than $200,000.  These 
findings are shown in Figures 3.29 and 3.30. 

Most interesting are the somewhat higher average income of those who came here since 2000 
and the very low percentage of household incomes under $25,000 for that cohort.  The 
significantly larger percentage of income falling in the $50,000-$74,999 income cohort in the 
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Figure 3.29--Annual Income by Cohorts of 

Years in Area, N=305
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Figure 3.30--Annual Household Income 

By Residence Types, N=288
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SG&N Overall Sample data is due primarily to the population cohort moving to the area less than 
5 years ago.    

The incomes between the two cohorts that have been here between 0 and 19 years are 
significantly higher than for the cohorts that have lived here longer.   

After analyzing income 
data by length of time in the 
area, residence categories, 
previous residence localities, 
and other variables, we then 
looked at the income array by 
the average age of adults in 
households.  We were looking 
for a variable that would 
explain income variation 
across all population 
segments.  

The age variable seems to 
explain the findings in the 
most meaningful way, a way 
that is independent of other 
factors.  As shown in Figure 
3.31, incomes in our sample 
of 280 households rose from 
20 to 34 years of age and 
peaked in the 35-44 year age 
bracket at $56,250.  At that 
point they began to decline 
gradually until the 65-74 year 
cohort, when they fell rather 
precipitously to $30,500.  
The lowest level is for those 
over 75 years of age. 

 
 
 

 

Figure 3.31--Annual Income By Average Age

Of Household Adults, N=280
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Figure 3.33--Work Status of Those in Area for Less 

than 5 Years, N=205
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3.7  Work and the Work Force  
 

Figure 3.32 summarizes the work status reported by adults in our survey population, indicating 
that over 30 adults in our sample of 562 reported holding down more than one job.  Fifty percent 
work full time and almost 16 percent hold part-time jobs or work on variable contracts.  Although, 
as reported earlier, more than a fifth of our population is retired; another 13 percent does not work 
by choice or considers itself unemployed.  Altogether, about 33 percent of adults are not in the 
work force. 

These findings are consistent with 2000 Census data, which shows 66.6 percent working in 
some capacity, compared with SG&N findings of 65.6 percent--when full-time, part-time, and 
variable employment are combined.  Census data reports 30.7 percent not in the workforce, 
compared with 32.6 percent in the 2005 study.  It is reassuring that with the expanded population 
moving into the Strasburg area the percent of unemployment remains low, at only 1.9 percent, 
according to SG&N figures.  The 
2000 Census reports 2.3 percent 
unemployed.  

When the status of workers who 
have lived in the area less than 5 
years was examined by itself, 
similar patterns emerged, though 
the number of those who do not 
work was higher by 4 percent and 
the percentage of retired was 
slightly lower than the overall 
sample, as shown in Figure 3.33. 

When work status was analyzed 
across neighborhood types, shown in Table 3E, we found surprisingly high congruity, although 

Figure 3.32--Work Status of All Adults in Sample,
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differences do occur.  For example over 57 percent of new rural residents and 53 percent of new 
town residents work full time, compared with 46 percent of established town adults and 51 percent 
of established rural residents.  Much of this and other variation are explained by age differences 
among the four populations.   

 
Table 3E—Breakdown of Work Status by Residence Type 

 

 
Town 

Established Town New 
 

Rural Estab. Rural Estab. 
Full-Time, N=296 46.2% 52.8% 50.5% 57.4% 
Part-Time, N=56 10.4% 7.9% 8.3% 13.0% 
Contract, Variable, and Other  
N=36 7.2% 4.5% 5.5% 7.4% 
Do Not Work, N=68 12.0% 18.5% 27.5% 13.0% 
Retired, N=125 21.9% 14.0% 8.3% 7.4% 
Unemployed, N=11 2.4% 2.2% 0.0% 1.9% 

 
Work Location 
 

Another work characteristic we analyzed was work location, and subsequently commuting to 
work.  These findings are summarized in Figures 3.34-3.36.  When we examined working adults 
by years in the area, we found significant differences between the number of those working in 
Strasburg and Shenandoah County and those employed in Northern Virginia.  It is perhaps not 
unexpected that those living in the area longer are more likely to work within the County. Nor is it 
unexpected, given the immigration pattern from Northern Virginia in the past few years, that 
almost 40 percent of the newest cohort works in the Washington area.  Most constant across 
cohorts is the substantial percentage of those working in Frederick and Warren Counties.  Among 
recent arrivals, we also see a growing trend to work at home, with newcomers more than four 

times as likely to work at home as those who have been here 20 or more years. 
Figure 3.37 looks at the work location for the sample of 410 employed adults and compares it 

with those living in new town or rural residences.  New town residents’ work locations vary most 
markedly from the overall sample.  For example, 56 percent of the 90 persons who work in 
Northern Virginia are from new town residences, whereas only 17 percent of the 118 working in 
Strasburg or Shenandoah County are from this group.  As in the previous figure, the number of 
persons working in Warren or Frederick County is fairly consistent across all residence categories. 

Work Locations of  
Cohort in Area  20 or 
More Years, N=141 

Work Locations for Cohort 

in Area Less Than 5 Years

N=126

Strasburg, 

Shen 

County, 

15.9%

Fred. Or Warren 

County, 

35.7%

Northern VA, 

DC, 

38.9%

Home,

 9.5%

Work Locations of Cohort 

in Area for 5-19 Years, 

N=76

Home, 3.8%

Northern VA, 

DC, 30.8%

Fred. Or Warren 

County, 41.0%

Strasburg and 

Shen County, 

24.4%

Work Locations of Cohort 

Living in Area 20 

or More Years, N=141

Home, 2.1%

Northern VA, 

DC, 11.3%

Fred. Or Warren 

County, 34.0%

Strasburg and 

Shen County, 

52.5%

Work Locations for 
Cohorts in Area 20+ Years, 

N=141 

Figure 3.35—Work Locations 
for Cohorts in Area 5-19 Yrs., 

N=76 

Figure 3.36—Work Locations 
for Cohorts in Area 20+ Yrs., 

N=141 

Figure 3.34—Work Locations 
for Cohorts in Area <5 Yrs., 

N=126 
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Commuting 

Changes and expansion of work locations in recent years are accompanied by a lengthening of 
work-related commuting.  Of the 365 respondents who indicated how they got to work, 329, that is 
90 percent, indicated they drive alone; another 8 percent carpool.  The remaining 2 percent walk or 
travel by bicycle.  (2000 Census data reports that 83 percent drive alone and 12 percent carpool, 
numbers we view with some skepticism.) 

The influx of residents who work in Northern Virginia has dramatically increased the 
commuting-time average to slightly more than 2 hours per round-trip.  When drive times for 
Strasburg, Shenandoah County, and the two adjacent counties are computed by themselves, the 
average round-trip commute is just under an hour and 8 minutes. 
 
Vehicles 
 
Finally, related to commuting, is the question of vehicle ownership among the survey population.  
In general, the longer households have lived in the Strasburg area, the more vehicles they have.  
Those who came here since 2000 have an average of 2 cars, compared with 2.26 for those in 5-19 
year cohort and 2.41 for the 20 + years cohort.  Also, as expected, rural households have more cars 
and trucks than town households.  These findings are shown in Table 3F. 

Figure 3.37--Comparison of Work Locations of All Employed Adults with 
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Table 3F—Distribution of Vehicles Among Respondents 
 

 Number of Vehicles per 
Household 

Number of Vehicles per 
Adult 

Total Vehicles per 
Household Group 

Town Estab., N=142 2.05 1.12 283 
Town New, N=88 2.01 1.10 179 
Rural Estab., N=59 2.76 1.50 163 
Rural New, N=24 3.17 1.52 76 
<5 Years in Area, N=108 2.16 .93 233 
5-19 Years in Area, N=66 2.06 .80 170 
20+ Years in Area, N=133 2.38 2.03 156 
 

The smallest number of vehicles is none; the largest number is five.  Two vehicles is the most 
common, as 142 out of 311 households own two vehicles, as shown in Figure 3.8. 

 

Figure 3.38—Number of Vehicles per Household  
N Households = 311; N Vehicles = 694 

Figure 3.8--Number of Vehicles Per Household, 
N Households = 311; N Vehicles=694
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Figure 3.39--Educational Attainment Comparison: 

2000 and 2005
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3.8  Educational Attainment of Adults 
 

The education level of Strasburg area adults has increased with population growth since the 
2000 Census.  As summarized in Figure 3.39 below, the Zip Code Census showed the highest 
percentage of adults, 57 percent, completing their education with high school.  The SG&N Study 
findings showed the highest percentage, almost 34 percent, in the category Some College.  Beyond 
high school, educational levels also increased significantly, while those with less than a high 
school education decreased proportionately as a percentage of the whole array.   
Table 3G  presents a breakdown of adult educational attainment levels by the number of years 
adults have lived 
in the Strasburg 
area.  It illustrates 
that the majority 
of bachelor’s and 
advanced degrees 
are held by those 
who have been 
here the fewest 
years.  The cohort 
that has been in 
the area 30 or 
more years makes 
up the highest 
percentage of 
those who have 
less than some 
college education.  
These percentages 
are somewhat 
misleading, 
because they are a function of the number of persons in each cohort. 

 

Table 3G—Educational Attainment Levels by Cohorts of Adults’ Years in Area 

Years in 
Strasburg Area 

Less than 
High School 

High School Some College College Degree Grad Prof 
Degree 

4 or fewer years, 
N=201 

29.4% 29.7% 34.5% 43.0% 41.5% 

5 – 19 years, 
N=118 

11.8% 15.3% 19.6% 29.0% 29.2% 

20 -29 years, 
N=35 

0.0% 7.2% 4.6% 5.4% 9.2% 

30+ years, N=224 58.8% 47.8% 41.2% 22.6% 20.0% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 



Strasburg G&N Study—Demographic Findings                                                                                                                    Page 31 

Key to Scores on Highest Educational Level 
1--Elementary School  3--High School   5--Bachelor’s Degree 
2--Middle School  4--Some College   6--Graduate or Professional Deg. 

When we look at each cohort by its highest educational level, we get a clearer picture.  Figure 
3.40  presents the highest educational level attained by adults by the number of years they have 
lived in the area.  It shows that 44 percent of those living in the area 20 or more years ended their 
education with high school, compared with 31 percent of those here less than 5 years and 27 
percent for those in the area 5 to 19 years.  Interestingly, about a third of each cohort completed 
some college.  All indicators show that new population growth is helping raise the educational 
level of Strasburg and the area. 

Age and Education 

It occurred to us that educational attainment might be explained by age, since there are 
significant differences in average adult age between the years-in-area cohorts.  Figure 3.41 on the 
next page compares Educational Attainment scores keyed to survey responses on this topic.  For 
coding and analytical purposes each level was assigned a score or value, as shown below.   

These scores were then analyzed numerically.  In the process, some detail and differences are 
masked and we see a much more uniform array of educational attainment throughout the sample.   

Figure 3.40--Adults Educational Achievement by 
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Figure 3.42--Adult Educational Attainment 

By Neighborhood Types, N=301
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In Figure 3.42, 

averaged scores 
are used to 
indicate adult 
educational 
attainment by 
residence type.  
We find that the 
average for each 
residence 
category is 
beyond high 
school, indicating 
some college and 
beyond in every 
group.  New town 
households show the most education, though there is no significant difference between this 
residence type and rural established households.  All residence categories produced a median score 
of 4.0, indicating some college. 

Our final analysis of the adult education variable was a comparison of educational attainment by 
sex.  We were prompted to look into these findings because of gender disparities that emerged in 
the course of doing other calculations.  These findings are of interest because of recent national 
concern about the disparity between men and women’s educational status.   

A recent US Census report on educational attainment5 shows that for the 2003-2004 academic 
year, female high school graduates outnumbered males for the first time by 50.2 to 49.8 percent.  
At the next level, men fall below women as a percentage of college enrollees across all ethnic and 
income categories, and the gap is widening.  For middle-income households, the ratio is 56 percent 
women, 44 percent men enrolled in US colleges. 

The SG&N Study sample showed much less disparity in Strasburg and the surrounding area, as 
summarized in Figure 3.43.  Women hold 52.2 percent of high school diplomas and make up 53.1 
percent of those with some college education.  The same percentage of women as men hold 

                                                
5   March 2003, “Women Edge Men in High School Diplomas, Breaking 13-Year Deadlock,” U.S. Department of 
Commerce News.  Pp. 1-4.  Washington, DC.  (U.S. Census Bureau news release.) 

Figure 3.41--Adult Educational Attainment by Age
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bachelor’s degrees, but men far outnumber women in graduate or professional degrees, with 63.1 
percent held by men.   

 
This discussion completes the analysis and presentation of demographic findings and the 

relationships between variables.  In the next part of this report, we address findings on 
respondents’ attitudes, values, and behaviors, referring back to demographic data when relevant. 

Figure 3.43--Comparison of Men and Women's 
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4.0  Values, Preferences and Habits 
 

This part of the report analyzes and discusses respondents’ views on issues and features of 
Strasburg and the surrounding area.  It is designed to determine areas of consensus and difference 
and to see if there are relationships between responses based on various population segments we 
are examining. 

The first four sections focus on multiple-choice items designed to answer the following four 
questions, as stated on the survey questionnaire: 

 
•   Which features of Strasburg life are important to any household member? 
•   To what degree do the following community issues concern those in your  
       household? 
•   Which community activities are of interest to any members of your household? 
•   Where does your household go for goods and services? 

 
The fifth and final section addresses other miscellaneous questions that appeared on the survey, 
most involving means of communication. 
 
4.1  Features of Strasburg Life 
 

In designing this section, we were asking what qualities of Strasburg people liked.  In the case of 
respondents who had lived here for a number of years, we hoped to find out what they prized most 
about the town.  For newer residents, we hoped to learn what features had attracted them to the 
area.   

 
We presented nine features and asked respondents to indicate whether each was important or 

very important to their household or was not important.  These features are listed below, ranked in 
order of their importance.  The percentage score indicates what percentage of 306 responding 
households rated the item “important” or “very important,” as shown in Figure 4.1. 

 
 

Figure 4.1--Positive Features of Strasburg, Median N=293.7
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       Figure 4.1—Positive Features of Strasburg, Median N=293.7 



Strasburg G&N Study—Values, Preferences and Habits                                                                                                        Page 35 

Cost of Living was ranked important by more respondents than any other feature, followed 
closely by Scenic & Natural Beauty.  Small Town Charm and Amenities also figured prominently 
near the top of the list.   

When we sorted respondents into cohorts based on the numbers of years they had lived in the 
Strasburg area, we found some variation in rankings, as shown in Table 4A.  The rankings 
associated with those who had been here less than five years correlated most highly with the 
overall sample’s assessment. 

 
In both cohorts in the area 20 or more years, Close to Work came in fourth, consistent with the 

fact that these segments work locations are nearer.  The low ranking of Beauty for those living 
here longest, 30 or more years, was unexpected. 

The range of responses was surprisingly large, ranging between 35 percent and 92 percent.  We 
also found considerable variation in the strength of importance given to all features indicated by 
different cohorts, based on their years lived in the area.  We found that the longer respondents have 
lived in the area, the more importance they place on all Strasburg features, as shown by the 
following average scores reported in Table 4B. 

 
Table 4B—Average Scores on  Importance of Town Features  

By Households’ Years-in-Area Cohorts 
 

Years in 
Area>> 

<5 Yrs. 5-19 Yrs. 20-20 Yrs. 30 or More Yrs. 

Average 
Importance 
of Features>> 

55.2% 67.0% 74.6% 76.8% 

 
The importance of town characteristics also differed between residence types.  Scores on three 
features, in which differences are unexpected or highly marked are shown  in Figure 4.2. 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 4A—Rankings of Importance of Strasburg’s Positive Features 
By Respondents’ Years in Area. 

 
<5 Years, N=105 5-19 Yrs, N=62 20-29 Yrs., N=19 30+ Yrs., N=112 

1. Cost of Living 1. Beauty 1. Amenities 1. Cost of Living 
2. Beauty 2. Small Town 2. Small Town 2. Amenities 
3. Small Town 3. Amenities 3. Cost of Living 3. Small Town 
4. Amenities 4. Cost of Living 4. Near Work 4. Near Work 
5. Shopping 5. Schools 5. Beauty 5. Safe for Children 
6. Schools 6. Near Work 6. Safe for Children 6. Near Kin 
7. Near Kin 7. Near Kin 7. Near Kin 7. Shopping 
8. Near Work 8. Safe for Children 8. Shopping 8. Schools 
9. Safe for Children 9. Shopping 9. Schools 9. Beauty 

“Want to preserve downtown feel.  Control new business 
growth so it doesn’t take away from small town feel.” 

New Town Resident 
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.  
• Small Town Charm.  Households living in  
established town and rural residences placed  
more importance on the charm and friendliness 
of small town life than either of the new  
residence types.  Established rural households  
valued this feature most; new town households  
found it least important. 
• Safe for Bringing Up Children.  This was  
scored very important by households in new  
rural households, with relatively high numbers  
of children per household.  But it was ranked  
lowest by households in new town residences,  
which also report a high number of children per  
household.  Both established residence types  
gave a higher score to the safety of children the 
town affords than did new town respondents. 
• Scenic Beauty.  Rural respondents placed  
more importance on the beauty of the area than 
either town category.  This may be due to the vistas associated with rural life and may be a leading 
reason rural households have chosen to locate outside of town. 

“Love the two traffic lights 
and being able to walk 
around town comfortably.  
We are growing TOO fast!  
Not enough room for kids 
in schools, cars on streets, 
etc.” 

New Rural Resident 

“I’ve lived in 6 states and 
I’ve never lived anyplace 
where I felt at home so 
quickly.” 

Established Town Resident 

 

Figure 4.2--Importance of 3 Strasburg Features by 

Residence Categories, N=302
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4.2  Community Concerns 
 

The questions asking respondents to indicate their level of concern about 12 selected community 
issues were designed to do at least three things:  1) provide an indication of respondents’ 
perception of the gravity of various problems and their priority; 2) determine any differences in 
attitudes within different segments of the population; 3) compare any differences in the level of 
interest in community life in general between different population groups. 

The number of responses for each item ranged between 287 and 308, since some households did 
not complete all items.  The median number of responses per item was 303.5.  Choices were the 
following: 1) “no concern;” 2) “rather concerned;” 3) “very concerned.”  In analysis, “no concern” 
received no points; “rather concerned” received two points, and “very concerned” responses were 
assigned three points.  Scores were totaled, weighted by number of responses, and converted by 
simple arithmetic to 100 for easier readability.  A score of 100 would indicate all respondents were 
very “concerned.”   

Figure 4.3 presents a summary of ratings and rankings of all responses combined.  The data are 
scores, not percentages in this illustration.  “No interest” entries are discussed below. 

 
Community growth, water quality and availability, and taxation head the list.  Though scores  

differ, sometimes by tenth of a point, the large number of responses makes the ranking credible 
and reliable.  Interestingly, however, each subset of the population came up with similar  
but slightly different standings, indicating that various characteristics and circumstances aligned 
with subsets of the sample population have an impact on attitudes toward community issues. 

Table 4C  shows how households in each residence category evaluated and ranked their 
concerns on the twelve issues.  The highlighted items are the top three concerns on the overall 
tally, that is: growth, water, and taxation.  The correlation between each residence group’s ranking 
of concerns and the total sample findings in Figure 4.3 is very high, ranging from .92 for  

Figure 4.3--Community Concerns in Rank Order
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responses from those in established town residences up to .98 for those in new area residences.  
This gives us confidence in the reliability of respondents’ attitudes presented in the total array. 

More interesting, if less reassuring than their conformity, however, are the differences that 
emerge when examined by the various residence categories.  Two examples that can be observed 
in the table are 1) the higher concern about schools in both rural categories than in town 
categories; 2) the greater emphasis on crime and law enforcement in both new residence types; . 

 
Table 4C—Rankings of Concerns by Residence Types 

 
Established Town 
Residences, Built 

Before 2001 
N=135 (Median) 

 New Town 
Residences, Built 

After 2000 
 N=88 

 Established Area 
Residences, Built Before 

2001 
N=58 

 New Area 
Residences, Built 

After 2000 
N=23 

 
1  Water 
2  Traffic, Sts. 
3  Growth 
4  Taxation 
5  Utility Cost 
6  Environment 
7  Crime 
8  Housing Price 
9.5  Shopping 
9.5  Schools 
11  Adult Rec. 
12 Child. Rec. 
 
 

 
88.4 
87.5 
86.8 
85.9 
85.2 
81.3 
81.0 
77.0 
77.0 
71.1 
67.3 
64.9 

  
1  Water 
2  Taxation 
3  Crime, Law 
4  Utility Cost 
5  Shopping 
6  Growth 
7  House Price 
8  Traffic, Sts. 
9  Environ. 
10 Schools 
11 Child. Rec. 
12 Adult Rec. 
 
 

 
91.0 
86.2 
85.6 
84.9 
82.6 
80.5 
77.7 
75.6 
72.0 
65.9 
63.2 
60.6 
 

  
1  Growth 
2  Environment 
7  Schools 
3   Taxation 
4  Crime, Law 
5  Water 
6  Traffic, Sts. 
8  House Prices 
9  Adult Rec. 
10 Shopping 
11 Utility Costs 
12 Child. Rec. 
 
 

 
92.7 
88.5 
88.5 
84.2 
82.8  
80.8 
79.8 
77.6 
77.0 
74.0 
73.6 
70.8 

  
1  Growth 
2  Schools 
3.5 Crime, Law  
3.5 House Price 
5  Taxation 
6  Environment 
7  Traffic, Sts. 
8  Water 
9  Child Rec. 
10 Utilities Cost 
11 Adult Rec. 
12 Shopping 
 
 

 
98.6% 
90.3% 
87.0% 
87.0% 
81.9% 
81.2%. 
8.3%0 
72.2% 
69.6% 
66.7% 
62.3% 
58.3% 
 

 
When the top three concerns of each residence-type group are combined, seven issues emerge.  
These are Growth, Taxation, Water, Crime, Traffic, Environment, and Schools. In Figure 4.4, the 
percentage responses of the entire sample of households are compared for the six items by degree 
of concern—Very Concerned, Rather Concerned, and Not Concerned—are compared.  One of the 
more interesting aspects of this illustration is the comparatively pronounced lack of interest in 
schools, more than twice as high as any other issue. 

 

Figure 4.4--Degree of Concern About 7 Top-Ranked Issues 

For All Groups Combined, Median N =303
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“Personally I think property values 
are going up too quickly for the good 
of the community. Buildings sit 
vacant and are overpriced. We can 
benefit from growth but we must use 
wisdom and be responsible.” 

Long-time Town Resident in New Housing 

Growth and Its Impacts 
 
Starting with concern about Growth, our 
findings suggest that the growth of the 
community is important to all 
households, but is of particular concern 
to those living in the surrounding area.  
The divide here appears to be not 
between those in new or established 
residences, but rather between town and 
rural residents.  Town respondents rank 
Growth fourth and sixth respectively, whereas both populations in the surrounding area rated it 
their greatest concern, by a relatively large point spread.  For the latter, the score over 90 percent is 
an indication of the preponderance of respondents who rated this issue “very important.” 

It would be a mistake to underestimate the level of concern about growth shown by respondents 
living in town.  They are most impacted by the effects of growth rather than the more abstract 
concept of growth itself.  Their first priorities, it seems, are the effects of growth on water, traffic, 
congestion, and other growth outcomes affecting everyday life.  Rural residents are less impacted 
by the effects. 

Because concern about growth motivated this study, further examination of this item is merited.  
When the four residential categories were compared in Table 4D on the single question of concern 
about growth, we found the following: 

 
Table 4D—Attitudes Toward Growth by Residence Types 

 
Town Established, 

N=136 
Town New 

N=87 
Surrounding Area 

Established 
N=55 

Surrounding Area 
New, N=23 

 

N % N % N % N % 
Not Concerned 10 7.4% 6 6.9% 2 3.6% 0 0.0% 
Rather Concerned 24 17.6% 33 37.9% 6 10.9% 1 4.3% 
Very Concerned 102 75.0% 47 55.2% 47 85.5% 22 95.7% 

 

Particularly striking here is the high interest indicated by those living in new residences in the 
surrounding area (95.7 percent) compared to high interest of respondents in new town residences 
(55.2 percent).  A less marked gap appears between established residence households in town and 
the area.   

Digging somewhat deeper for an explanation, in Table 4E, we looked at the growth question 
from the perspective of how many years people have lived in the area.    

 
Table 4E—Attitudes Toward Growth by Households’ Years in Area 

Less than 5 Years 
in the Area, N=136 

5-19 Years in the 
Area, N= 

20-29 Years, 
N=55 

30 or More Years, 
N=23 

 

N % N % N % N % 
Not Concerned 10 9.4% 4 6.5% 1 5.6% 3 2.7% 
Rather Concerned 38 35.8% 12 19.4% 2 11.1% 11 10.0% 
Very Concerned 58 54.7% 46 74.2% 15 83.3% 96 87.3% 
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“We need to find other sources 
of water. The poor old river 
can’t take much more. 50 years 
ago, you could go swimming. 
Now you’d be lucky to go 
wading.”  

30-year plus resident of Strasburg 

“You should have water & 
sewer to the border of any 
land that you plan to annex 
before you do that with 
adequate pressure.  If not, 
developers should sue the 
town for these services.” 

New Rural Resident 

This analysis suggests that a very 
important variable influencing attitudes 
toward community growth is the amount 
of time people have lived in the area.  The 
less time respondents have lived in 
Strasburg, the less the prospect of growth 
bothers them.   

Strongly linked to time in the area is 
age, as discussed in the demographic 
section.  Examining this variable among 
respondents, we found that concern about 
growth increased with the age of 
respondents.  More than four times as many who were between the ages of 18 and 34 reported “no 
interest” in growth (12 percent) than did those 65 years of age or older.  More than 80 percent of 
those over 65 indicated they were very concerned about growth compared with slightly over half 
of the youngest cohort. 

While it is possible that residents of the surrounding area have a particular need for “elbow 
room” and hence are especially opposed to growth, it is likely that other issues confronting town 
residents have less impact on those living outside of town.   
 
Water Availability and Quality 

 
Respondents reported a high interest 

in water issues.  It was second on the 
combined rankings and first for 
respondents living in town.  In the 
survey, the wording was “quality and 
availability of water.”  It is likely that 
it was interpreted as including 
problems with water pressure in some 
sections of Strasburg as well as conservation efforts to protect the Shenandoah River, the source of 
the town’s water supply.  Recreational use of water was noted by one respondent. 

That water ranked lower among non-town respondents may be due to the fact that no non-town 
residents are on “town water.”  They get their water from private wells or cisterns.  More than 35 
percent of those living in the surrounding area indicated no concern about water, compared with 8 
percent of those in town.   

Concerns about water are broken down by population segments in Tables 4F and 4G . 
 

Table 4F—Concerns about Water Quality and Availability 
By Households’ Years in Area 

 

Less than 5 Years 
in the Area, N=108 

5-19 Years in the 
Area, N=64 

20-29 Years, 
N=20 

30 or More Years, 
N=112 

 

N % N % N % N % 
Not Concerned 7 6.5% 1 1.6% 6 30.0% 10 8.9% 
Rather Concerned 25 23.1% 10 15.6% 2 10.0% 17 15.2% 
Very Concerned 76 70.4% 53 82.8% 12 60.0% 85 75.9% 
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Table 4G—Concerns about Water Quality and Availability 
By Residence Types 

 

Town Established, 
N=136 

Town New 
N=87 

Surrounding Area 
Established 

N=55 

Surrounding Area 
New, N=24 

 

N % N % N % N % 
Not Concerned 8 5.8% 2 2.2% 9 15.3 5 20.8% 
Rather Concerned 24 17.4% 18 20.2% 7 11.9% 5 20.8% 
Very Concerned 58 76.8% 69 77.5% 43 72.9% 14 58.3% 

 
Respondents who had been in the Strasburg area for many years and those 65 years of age and 

older also indicated a higher concern about this issue than those who had been here fewer years or 
were younger. 
 

Public Schools and Children’s Recreation 
 
   Schools in general did not rank high among respondents’ concerns.  But when we examined data 
for parents only, 87.2 percent of parents marked schools as very important, more important than 
growth.  Likewise, parents’ scores on children’s recreation averaged 78.5 percent, 13 points higher 
than scores provided by all respondents combined, which put this concern at the bottom of the list. 
 
Age and Concern about Local Issues 
 

As we examined responses to community concerns by various population segments, we were 
struck by the greater interest and concern shown by older respondents than by younger people.  
These findings are summarized in Figure 4.5.  Respondent households with ages averaging 65 
years or older expressed the greatest concern about community issues, with scores averaging 82.4 
out of 100 on issues across the board.  The seniors scored highest on nine issues out of 12, the 
exceptions being children’s recreation, schools, and water availability and quality.  Conversely 
they recorded lowest on “not concerned,” 17.6 points out of 100.   



Strasburg G&N Study—Values, Preferences and Habits                                                                                                        Page 42 

Figure 4.4--Community Concerns By Age Cohorts
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The least concerned was the youngest cohort, those 18-34 years of age.  Their average measure 
of concern was 73.9 and their “not concerned” score was 26.1, half again higher than the senior 
cohort.  Other measures of overall concern or perhaps interest were proportional—77.7 for those  
35-49 years of age and 
78.8 for those 50 to 64.  
These differences indicate 
that the older respondents 
are, the more concern 
they express about 
community issues.  This 
finding is consistent with 
national findings that 
show older citizens are 
more likely to vote and 
otherwise engage in civic 
dialogue. 

Throughout this report, 
we have made a 
conscious effort to 
simplify graphs and charts 
to maximize 
understanding.  This chart 
defies abbreviation, but 
we feel its importance 
justifies the complexity. 

Taken together, 
findings show that age 
has a significant impact 
on not only the ranking of 
issues, but also on the 
intensity of concern.  This 
characteristic more than 
any other we examined 
determines people’s 
attitudes toward 
community problems  
and issues. 

 
 
 
4.3  Interests and Involvement in Community Activity 
 

The purpose of these questions, asking respondent households to indicate their participation in 
various community activities, is to provide a measure of civic involvement among the various 
population segments we surveyed.  Emphasis is not on the type of activity itself, but rather on the 
involvement of the survey population.  Figure 4.6 provides a ranking of activities based on  
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the percentage of responding households participating in them or considering participation, either 
as a household or as individuals within the household. 

 
 

Religious activity heads the list, engaging more than half of households (53.3 percent).  When 
those who may become church participants in the future are added, the total participation reaches 
almost 72 percent.  Church related involvement accounted for 29.0 percent of all civic 
participation and 17.7 percent when combined with future participation across all activities.  
Lowest participation is in Patriotic Organizations, such as Daughters of the American Revolution. 

Financial support is another measure of involvement and an average of 18.5 percent of 
households contribute to these activities, even when they are not active participants.  The lowest 
percent of financial support goes to Military Organizations, such as the American Legion, 4.0 
percent, but the highest level of support is given to Fire and Rescue efforts.  Almost 80 percent of 
responding households provide financial support to these first-responder organizations. 

Figure 4.6--Community Involvement of All Responding Households,

Median N =271, 86.0% of Sample Households 

53.3%

24.0%

20.5%

16.0%

14.7%

13.1%

12.1%

12.1%

11.3%

11.0%

10.8%

7.2%

3.9%

26.7%

25.1%

29.3%

16.7%

23.0%

27.4%

23.1%

19.0%

4.0%

27.5%

6.2%

17.9%

18.5%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Church, N=276  Not Interested 28.3%

Volunteer Work, N=221  Not Interested 49.3%

Children's Sports & Rec, N=234  Not Interested 61.5%

Adult Sports & Rec, N=231  Not Interested 58.9%

Hobbies, Interest Groups, N=259  Not Interested 56.0%

Service Orgs., N=251  Not Interested 70.1%

Children's Orgs., N=239  Not Interested 64.9%

Environ, Preservation, N=248  Not Interested 60.5%

Political Parties, N=247  Not Interested 65.6%

Fire & Rescue, N=100  Not Interested 70%

Military Orgs, N=249  Not Interested 85.1%

Local Govt., N=222  Not Interested 65.3%

Patriotic Orgs., N=258  (Not Interested, 89.9%)

Percent of Households That RespondedParticipating May in Future



Strasburg G&N Study—Values, Preferences and Habits                                                                                                        Page 44 

“Other than church, I feel that 
townspeople continue to 
regard us as ‘outsiders.’ I am a 
small-town person and have 
never been treated this way.” 

New Rural Resident 

Figure 4.6--Significance of Religious 

Faith by Years in Area, N=306

3.6 3.6 3.8

0

1

2

3

4

<5, N=107 5-19 Yrs, N=65 20 or More Yrs., N=134

Figure 4.7—Importance of Religious 
Faith by Years in Area, N=316 

On average, 243 households out of 315 responded to these questions, the lowest response rate of 
all survey items.  It is likely that 
community involvement is overstated in 
the summary table, because of the 23 
percent of households that did not 
complete these questions.  Many of 
these, we might assume, did not fill in 
these items for lack of interest or 
involvement. 

When we examined the data to find 
any relationship between residence categories and current participation in all activities combined, 
we found both new groups to be somewhat less engaged than established ones, as shown in Tables 
4H.  A companion illustration, Table 4I, compares involvement across cohorts ordered by length 
of time in the area.  These data show a general increase in activity the longer a household has been 
here.  Both of these tables show percentages of the total number of respondents in each group, 
even if they did not respond to the specific questions on participation and involvement.   

 
 Table 4H—Community Involvement 

by Residence Types  
Table 4I—Community 

Involvement by Years in Area 

Percentage of Community Participation 
for Each Residence Type Category 

 Percentage of Community 
Participation by Cohorts of  

Years in Area 
Town Estab., N=143 14.5%  <5 Years, N=108 11.3% 
Town New, N=89 12.3%  5 to 19 Years, N=66 10.6% 
Area Estab., N=59 15.3%  20-29 Years, N=20 12.7% 
Area New, N=24 11.9%  30+ Yrs, N=115 13.0% 

 

Overall, we saw no lessening of community involvement or cohesion as a result of the infusion 
of population new to the area.  We anticipate that civic involvement will increase as new 
households become settled and can devote more time and effort to community events. 
 

Religious Belief 
 

Related to church activity, 
we inserted a separate question 
on religious belief because of 
the importance of faith-based 
organizations in the social and 
spiritual fabric of Strasburg.  
We examined cohorts of the 
population according to the 
years lived in Strasburg and 
found no significant difference 
in the importance of faith 
indicated by households, 
although those in the area 20 or more years reported a slightly higher score.  These findings are 
shown in Figure 4.7.  We used a 5-point scale that ranged from 5 for “absolute” importance of 
faith in daily life, 4 for “quite a bit,” 3 for “somewhat,” 2 for “very little,” and 1 for “not at all.” 
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“Where can a person go to 
get a tire fixed or gas after 10 
p.m.?”                    30+-year Rural Resident 

“If there were stores to buy 
anything except food, I 
wouldn’t go elsewhere.” 

Established Town Resident 

Of the 216 respondents who indicated a denomination or religious affiliation, 180 recorded a 
Protestant Christian church, 22 Roman Catholicism, 1 Judaism, and 13 independent or personal 
religions.  The largest Protestant denomination with no organized church in Strasburg is 
Episcopalian, reported by five households, six if Anglican is included.   

 
4.4  Goods and Services 
 

The inclusion of a question to determine where households go for goods and services was meant 
to shed light on the trade habits of the expanding Strasburg population.  As new businesses open 
their doors to local consumers, little is known about shopping habits and preferences of new or 
longer-time residents.  Although not every household provided information for each of the eight 
categories listed on the questionnaire, the total number of responses was 2,418.  The median 
number of households contributing to this section of the study was 302.   

Findings, summarized in Table 4J, show that Strasburg households do most of their shopping 
for goods and services in Strasburg and Winchester, with Woodstock a distant third.  Furthermore, 
given opportunity and availability, respondents seem to overwhelmingly prefer doing business in 
Strasburg.  Grocery shopping and banking are high in local trade across all segments of the 
population and car repair shows a slight majority for local garages. 

 
Table 4J—Locations: Shopping for Goods and Services 

Median= 302 
 

 Dining  
Out 

Groc- 
eries 

Goods 
Not 
Groceries 

Garden 
& Lawn 

Hardware Banking Doctor Car 
Repair 

Total 

Strasburg 33.9% 57.8% 7.8% 9.8% 10.3% 76.6% 30.9% 37.3% 33.1% 
Winchester 55.4% 20.1% 68.1% 72.6% 76.0% 9.3% 41.4% 35.3% 47.3% 
Woodstock 5.4% 14.0% 13.7% 15.2% 12.3% 4.2% 13.2% 14.0% 11.5% 
Front Royal 1.3% 5.5% 0.7% 0.3% 0.7% 3.8% 4.6% 7.7% 3.1% 
N. VA, DC 2.7% 2.3% 3.3% 1.0% 0.0% 3.8% 8.2% 3.3% 3.1% 
Internet & 
Other 

1.3% 0.3% 6.5% 1.0% 0.7% 2.2% 1.6% 2.3% 2.0% 

 
While Winchester got almost half of 
Strasburg’s trade, given the much larger 
commercial offerings of the town and its 
proximity, the loyalty of Strasburg 
households to local businesses is significant. 

When consumer behavior was examined by 
number of years in the area, it was observed 
that the longer households have been in the 
area the more likely they are to use 
Woodstock as a secondary marketplace rather 
than Winchester.  Singling out four areas of 
trade, Groceries, Dining Out, Banking, and Doctoring, the effects of time in the area on shopping 
patterns can be demonstrated, as shown in Figure 4.8. 
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“Need something better 
than Food Lion.” 

Life-long Strasburg Resident 
 

“We shop and dine in 
Winchester 80% of the time 
because of dietary 
restrictions that are not 
currently met by grocery 
store or most restaurants.  
Would prefer to shop here, 
though.” 

Long-time Rural Resident 

 

To simplify the illustration of the impact of time in the area, we show four types of goods and 
services and limit findings to Strasburg, Winchester, and Woodstock.  A third of those who have 
been in the Strasburg fewer than 5 years and those who have been here 20 or more years report 
they usually dine out in Strasburg.  And whereas both cohorts eat out in Winchester more, those 
here for the longer period of time are more than twice as likely as newcomers to frequent 
Woodstock restaurants. 

   
Differences in grocery shopping are more marked.  More than 50 percent of each cohort does 

most of its food shopping locally, but 25 percent of newcomers rely primarily on Winchester for 
groceries and 9 percent on Woodstock.  Those in the area longer are more than twice as likely as 
newcomers to shop for groceries in Woodstock. 

There is less variation between the towns that households go to for doctors, though those in the 
area 20 or more years report using Winchester doctors significantly more than newcomers, who 
are somewhat more likely to do their doctoring in Woodstock. 

Banking appears to be centered in Strasburg 
more than any other service.  Almost all who 
have been in the area more than 20 years do 
their banking in Strasburg, while those here for 
less than 5 years are three times more likely to 
bank in Winchester than those who have been 
here longer.  But even the newest cohort does 
almost 60 percent of its banking in Strasburg 
banks. 

In the Comments section that follows, 
respondents repeatedly voiced their objections 
to the lack of retail businesses in Strasburg and, 
particularly, about the need for grocery-
shopping options.  Much of the concern about 
growth was phrased in terms of the lack of 
goods and services to meet the needs of the 
growing population. 

Figure 4.6--Comparison of Trade-Location Preferences by Years in Area
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Previous Location of Households and Patterns of Goods and Services 
 

Though those who previously lived in Northern Virginia were more likely to do business in the 
Washington metropolitan area than other households, the actual numbers are small.  The most 
marked instance was that 17 percent of those in the area less than 5 years who were formerly from 
Northern Virginia continue to see doctors in that area.  Overall, Strasburg residents do not go to 
the Washington area for goods and services. 

There is a correlation between shopping for goods and services and previous residence in nearby 
areas.  For example, Front Royal is the recipient of only 1.3 percent of Strasburg’s trade, despite 
the fact that it is located closer than either Woodstock or Winchester.  The exception, we found, is 
those who lived previously in Warren or Frederick County.  (Because we combined these two 
counties in all measures, we are unable to separate the two for this question.)  Of the 53 
households who lived previously in either surrounding county, 37.3 percent of the goods and 
services they purchased were in Front Royal and 38.7 percent in Winchester, compared with 18.8 
percent in Strasburg.  Of the 24 households that reported living previously in Shenandoah County, 
as opposed to Strasburg, 21 percent of overall trade was with Woodstock, 2.3 percent in Front 
Royal, and 31.3 percent in Strasburg.  Obviously, loyalties to these markets for goods and services 
continue to exert an influence on shopping behaviors. 
 
4.5.  Roundup of Remaining Survey Questions and Responses  
 
News About Local Government and Issues 
 
Respondents were asked to identify their single primary source of information about town 
government and local issues.  Findings reported in Table 4K show the distribution of responses on 
five media in order of most to least frequent source, when examined by cohorts of years in area.   
 

Table 4K  Sources of Info on Town Government and Issues 
 

Source of Town 
Information 

Number of Households 
Indicating Primary 

Source 

<5 Years as Percentage 
of Whole 

30+ Years as 
Percentage of 

Whole 
Newspapers 224 30.9% 39.9% 
Word of Mouth 88 35.2% 35.2% 
Attendance at Town 
Meetings 

26 38.5% 30.8% 

Radio 18 27.8% 33.3% 
Town Internet Site 17 41.2% 29.4% 
 
Newspapers 
 

The Strasburg area is unusually rich in available newspapers, with two area dailies, the 
Washington Post, two weeklies, and one monthly.  Respondents were asked to identify which 
newspapers they read regularly.  Findings  in Table 4L show a comparison of newspaper 
readership for households in the area less than 5 years and for those number here 30 or more years, 
both as a percentage of total readership.  
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“Have given up on our town 
government.  No longer attend 
Council meetings.” 

New Town Resident 

“Our Town Government needs 
to enforce ordinances.” 

Life-long Strasburg Resident 

“We need more shopping to 
accommodate new people 
moving in.” 

Long-time Town Resident 

Table 4L—Newspaper Readership Among Households 
 

 Total Readership Readership of Newest 
Cohort, <5 Years, as 
Percentage of Whole 

Readership of  30+ 
Years in Strasburg, as 
Percentage of Whole 

Northern Virginia Daily 239 Households 28.9% 43.1% 
Winchester Star 53 Households 46.2% 25.0% 
Washington Post 94 Households 50.0% 20.2% 
Shen Valley Herald 53 Households 13.2% 66.0% 
Free Press 34 Households 8.8% 67.6% 
Bryce Mount. Courier 18 Households 44.4% 22.2% 

 
In addition to these newspapers, two households indicated that they regularly read the Washington 
Times and two reported USA Today. 
 
Internet and E-mail 
 
A total of 233 out of 308 responding households or 75.6 percent reported the use of the Internet at 
home, with newcomers to the area in the past four years reporting the highest percentage at 39.5 
percent of the total.  Thirty one percent of the 30+ years cohort reported home Internet service.   

E-mail use at home was slightly lower, at 224 out of 308, or 72.5 percent.  Again the newest 
cohort accounted for the highest percentage of e-mail use, 40.2 percent of the whole, while the 
cohort that had been in the area 30 or more years accounted for the next highest percentage, 30.8 
percent. 

Despite the fact that 72.5 percent of respondents report they have and use e-mail at home, the 
majority of respondents, 54.3 percent, indicated that they did not wish to receive information about 
Town Government or local issues via e-mail; however, almost 46 percent indicated they would 
welcome e-mail communication with the Town. 
 
Comprehensive Town Plan 
 
   On another Town Government related 
question, respondents were asked 
whether they had read the 
“Comprehensive Plan of Strasburg.”  
Only 43 of 310 households responded 
positively, that is 13.9 percent; the 
remaining 267, or 86.1 percent, 
indicated “no” or “not sure.”  
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5.0  Comments 
 

This last part of the report presents the unedited comments by respondents.  These appeared on 
the survey in the spaces marked “other and comments” and in the margins.  Subheads have been 
inserted by us, though many comments did not fit neatly into any single category. 
 
5.1  Goods and Services, Shopping (73 Entries) 

Grocery Store (22) 

 Need a Martin’s [grocery store], hardware & supermarket (Safeway).  

 Too much sprawl!  Need another grocery store, department stores. 
 I would like to see food shopping or Martin’s Grocery here. 

 We need another grocery store – Martin’s.  
 Only go to Strasburg for groceries because it’s close. Would like to have more choices (like 

Martins)  
 Need more grocery shopping places  

 Would like alternative grocery store!  
 New grocery and clothing stores.  

 Infrastructure!! Need grocery store – Martins.  
 Need a better grocery store locally. 

 Need grocery, drug and good quality restaurant chain like Friendly’s or Shoney’s.  
 Need something better than Food Lion.  

 With so much development in the area, we need more than a tiny grocery store. I’m tired of 
traveling 12 miles to Woodstock and 18 miles to Winchester. 

 Dine out/groceries about ½ the time in Strasburg.  
 A central location for local growers to sell their goods would be helpful. We prefer to support 

local business and agriculture.  
 We desperately need another grocery store and a Wal-Mart or Kmart.  

 We shop and dine in Winchester 80% of the time because of dietary restrictions that are not 
currently met by grocery store or most restaurants. Would prefer to shop here, though.  

 Need another supermarket, beside Food Lion.  
 Need another grocery store  

 We miss Martin’s [Grocery Store].  We are driving to Winchester once a week.  Need more 
shopping. 

 The only thing we dislike about Strasburg is having to drive to shop for groceries/birthday 
gifts, etc.  Food Lion needs competition. 

 We need a quality grocery store. 
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Other Businesses and Retail (51) 
 
 Need more variety of businesses! 

 Would like to see some more downtown development. 

 I think there should be another grocery store in town; also a men’s clothing store. 

 Need more retail and lower cost of housing. 

 Badly need services.  Have to travel 10 miles and 20 minutes for even basic needs. 

 Shopping services are very important, but very limited. 

 Quality shopping is NOT sufficient to support this growing community.  Post Office is NOT 
sufficient to support this growing community. 

 Would like to see more downtown development. 

 Strasburg is growing fast population-wise, but we still need to travel to Winchester to shop.  
On the other hand, if we could shop here, Strasburg would be bigger than we want.  Everything 
else you can find elsewhere! 

 We don’t need all this building. What we need is a place to [buy] clothing, hardware, etc.  

 If there were stores to buy anything except food I wouldn’t go elsewhere.  
 Out of town for clothing – no place to shop in Strasburg!  

 Dining out – Winchester 
 Would like more food shopping and dining.  We would like more clothing stores.   

 We need more shopping to accommodate new people moving in.  We also need more business, 
more space in school—maybe new schools. 

 Where can a person go to get a tire fixed or gas after 10 p.m.?  
 More selection would be fine!  

 I would like to see more retail stores and more chain hotels instead of over priced inns & blow 
up the fast food places.  

 Do you see a pattern here? Need MORE shopping in Strasburg. We bank with Wachovia, we 
shop at Lowe’s and Home Dept. 

 I hope we don’t replicate Winchester here – it’s only 15 minutes up the road!  
 Definitely need BETTER medical/dental care.  

 We drive to Woodstock for grocery and banking.  
 There is not much you can buy in town  

 Need more commercial  
 We need a major retail store to shop at, now have to go to Winchester for everything.  
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 We need stores catering to families with small children. 
 Need more shops/migration to Strasburg.  

 Need more small businesses in Strasburg  
 Need more shops – restaurants.  

 No REALLY good restaurant.  
 We would like to have a bookstore/coffee shop open during evening hours. We also really wish 

the old theater could be reopened, providing evening entertainment options in town. 
 Movies, plays. 

 Shenandoah Music Festival. 
 Wal-Mart would be nice. 

 We need a Wal-Mart. 
 Need more stores and restaurants to support growth  

 Would like to see the movie theater brought back  
 We need more stores for clothing and household stuff. We keep Harrisburg stores alive and 

well.  
 We need imaginative, forward-looking, quality businesses downtown.  

 Concerned with the number of houses being built with no additional shopping/restaurants etc.  
 Need more shopping choices (Kmart, Wal-Mart, Kohl’s, etc.) 

 We NEED viable upscale shopping in this community  
 We need more restaurants (chain) to choose from and another grocery store.  No more 

townhouses. 
 We’d shop here if there were more stores.  

 Some shopping is done in DC area because of ease.  
 I heard a rumor about a Target coming to town – if that is true I would do most of my shopping 

in town!  
 Need another Artz [Hardware], another food store.  

 Need more restaurants and retail stores. 
 Strasburg needs more stores!  

 Need hardware store  
 I used the stores checked equal times, Strasburg if they have the same merchandise. (checked 

Strasburg, Winchester but heavy on Woodstock)  
 
5.2  Growth (20 Entries) 

 Personally I think property values are going up too quickly for the good of the community. 
Buildings sit vacant and are overpriced. We can benefit from growth but we must use wisdom 
and be responsible.  
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 Please make every effort to slow down growth, especially high density developments.  
Strasburg is losing its small-town appeal. 

 Growth of town needs to be stopped.  Improve what is here now before anything else is done. 
 Slow down the growth! 

 Too much building, destroying integrity and atmosphere of town and land surrounding.  
Money Rules!!! 

 I grew up near Frederick, Md.  The growth from DC destroyed the community.  Don’t let greed 
destroy Strasburg. 

 We used to live in “the country.”  Now all the surrounding land has been converted to housing 
and pavement with more on the way.  Our single family home, in two years, will be completely 
surrounded by multi-family housing.  (It’s already approved!) 

 Want to save the view and the trees.  Builders come in and cut down every tree, when they 
could work to save more when they build. 

 Concerned about continuing growth, traffic, schools and water issues.  

 Speed of cars in neighborhoods vs. kids playing; disregard of stop signs.  
 Town’s getting too congested. 

 Growing too fast and too ugly  
 Uncontrolled development and in-migration that equals or exceeds developing country. Lack 

of full-time urban planner and/or poorly conceived/controlled growth. (This area is paralleling 
Loudoun county) lack of professional services (e.g. fire, rescue, police) commensurate with 
growth. General lack of infrastructure to support growth.  

 Rampant growth with too little concern for future impact on quality of life – extreme concern. 

 Please stop building houses – We have concern for overpopulation and loss of scenery. 
 No more town houses, please! 

 Town’s getting too congested. 
 I don’t like the sprawl and low-end businesses that the Town Council has invited in.  Instead, 

take advantage of Strasburg beauty and history. 
 Too many sub-divisions being built!   

 Strasburg needs fewer housing developments!  They are destroying the environment!  And the 
housing developments are ugly 

5.3  Small Town Atmosphere (13 Entries) 

 Water quality is good. Utility cost is fair. Appears to be a low crime rate. 
 Love small town – need to watch or slow growth.  
 I don’t want us to be large like Winchester – controlled growth.  

 Strasburg is a wonderful town. Be careful of how we grow.  
 People who moved into town should butt out with opinions. 



Strasburg G&N Study—Comments                                                                                                                                             Page 53 

 Other than church, I feel that townspeople continue to regard us as “outsiders.” I am a small-
town person and have never been treated this way. 

 I’ve lived in 6 states and I’ve never lived anyplace where I felt at home so quickly.” 
 Safety and low crime rate. 

 Safe community for everyone.  Not just children. 
 Small town Strasburg, VA, is gone! 

 We have a great library here!  Keep it up! 
 Sense of community, pristine landscape, controlled and planned growth (no longer present).  

Mayfest, library, museum, 4th of July festivities, low crime.  We miss the quirkiness (like the 
Strasburg ducks). 

 Love the two traffic lights and being able to walk around town comfortably.  We are growing 
TOO fast!  Not enough room for kids in schools, cars on streets, etc. 

 The country life. 
 Want to save downtown feel.  Control new business growth so it doesn’t take away from small 

town feel.   
5.4  Sources of Town Information (12 Entries) 
 
 I listen to radio that uses excerpts from the Northern Virginia Daily. 

 Mailed Flyers. 
 Library. 

 Local news stations. 
 There is a need for more information in the NVD concerning out town.  We don’t know what’s 
going on in town. 
 We try to stay as informed as possible. 

 Town newsletter. 
 We enjoyed receiving a town newsletter in the past, but we haven’t received one lately—
actually, it’s been a long time. 
 Town Hall bulletin board. 

 On-line, occasionally. 
 Used to get NVD, cancelled due to inadequacy and misinformation and slanted viewpoint too 
far to left. 
 We took the NVD for 44 years, but have cancelled because there is little or no support or 
interest in Strasburg or Strasburg Schools. 
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5.5  Local Government and Taxes (16 Entries) 

 When will this building and importation of people stop, if ever. Town council is a joke!!!  It’s 
all about the MONEY!!! Soooo sad!! 

 Taxes here are actually high compared to other places we have lived, to include NC and GA.  
We are a military family and move frequently (every 2-3 years). 

 Low taxes and community atmosphere! 

 Did not realize we would be paying both city and county taxes—higher than expected. 
 I think Strasburg scenery and natural beauty is all gone.  The town council has let the growth 

get out of hand.  They better be building new water treatment plant before a disaster happens 
here.  Wake up people!   

 You have destroyed this town! 
 Enjoy good town police. 

 Water & sewer costs here are outrageous; the highest of all places we’ve lived, to include NY, 
NC & Ga.  

 Having had issues with the town leaders, no concern about problems.  A whole new council 
should be voted in.  No interest in running for council as nothing ever changes, regardless of 
who is elected.  Voice of people does not count; only what few decide on. 

 I don’t think people give our public officials enough credit.  They work hard and try to do the 
right thing. 

 Our town government needs to enforce ordinances. 

 The Comprehensive Plan is not enforced. 
 Quit approving annexations for residential development!!!  Council needs to focus on bringing 

business/retail services to the town! 
Town Study 

 Thank you for the opportunity to do this survey. 

 This survey is after the fact that you have “sold out” too fast, too much. You do NOT listen to 
us!!  

 You (survey designers) are way too interested in how long someone has lived here and where 
they came from!! 

 
5.6  Children’s Activities (6 Entries) 

 Not enough activities for toddlers. 
 Little league as experienced seemed very political, with favoritism shown.  As my children get 

older, they complain there is nothing to do “in town” 
 Also important—activities for children and teenagers available at community level. 

 Need more options for kids.  Where they can ride bikes, skateboards, hangout, entertainment, 
challenges. 
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 Would like a gymnastics program for kids. 
 Children’s athletics is overdone. 

 
5.7  Public Schools (5 Entries) 
 Over-crowding in the schools. 
 The bus system for school needs to be improved.  I do not like that all grades ride together and 

busses are way too crowded!  Kids are sitting 3 per seat and some are even standing in the 
aisle. 

 We like SMALL town community.  Smaller school is important to us—concerns over crowded 
schools. 

 I feel Strasburg has excellent schools, but I am concerned about the affect that the current rate 
of growth will have on the school system. 

 There USED to be a small town atmosphere, from what we have seen and heard, private school 
is looking better and better.  We need more attention to academics. 

 
5.8  Organization and Community Involvement (10 Entries) 
 
 Not a lot of spare time during the week with commute to Northern Virginia. 
 Currently involved in a volunteer organization not in Strasburg. 

 Many established residents are quite verbal about their disdain for the newcomers.  This makes 
me wary about trying to join in. 

 I am a veteran. 
 Think children’s programs are needed, but I am not physically able to help. 

 Helping poor, sick, hospice!  Campaign for Republicans. 
 Will become involved as time permits once retired.  Have participated sporadically in museum 

and library over the years.  We plan to stay. 
 The arts need more interest and support.  Local historical/cultural events need a boost in 

imagination. 
 Belief in God and Jesus Christ—our denomination. 

 Any and all denominations that proclaim Jesus was God’s gift to us all and that through Him, 
any and all can go to heaven. 

 
5.9  Suggested Improvements and Miscellaneous (22 Entries) 
 
 We need to find other sources of water. The poor old river can’t take much more. 50 years ago, 

you could go swimming. Now you’d be lucky to go wading.  
 Training for authorities; preparedness for major emergency.  

 I live alone presently. Hope to change that in the future!   
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 Need doctors who are involved in community activities.  
 Designated bike, pedestrian lanes, especially along Rt. 55 as well as Rt. 11. 

 A trail to run or bike would be nice. 
 Strasburg needs a jogging/bike trail. 

 We need a cleaner/better indoor pool.  Don’t like the rec center on Rt. 11. 
 I think we need a new library and pool. 

 The library needs to be overhauled.  It’s nice but needs more books! 
 If it is built, we will use it in Strasburg, if it is of quality. 

 Need to start rugby organization.  We have field. 
 Stop the incessant fire sirens. 

 We need local dialing to Winchester.  
 Updated phone services, updated cable services  

 We really want Verizon here. 
 Improve Post Office Accessibility for Senior Citizens—currently no ramp. 

 Very important!  No more lanes on 81! 
 Would like to see more affordable apts. or houses for low income families and single mothers 

or fathers with children or elderly disabled with children. 
 Availability of hospital and rehab care nearby. 

 More business/people/some housing. 
 You should have water & sewer to the border of any land that you plan to annex before you do 

that with adequate pressure.  If not, developers should sue the town for these services. 
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Appendix A  Data Gathering Methodology 
 

Describing the study method and selection of the sample is important because it establishes 
reliability.  This means that by providing the details of the data gathering process, we make it 
possible for other researchers to replicate the study.  Reliability is a major element of validity. 

Figures A.1-A.3 below summarize the distribution of the sample.  Figure A.1 records the 

distribution of households to whom the questionnaire was mailed. For example, 635 (45 percent) 
of the surveys were mailed to households living in town residences built before 2000.  The 
percentage of questionnaires completed and returned by respondents is shown in Figure A.2.   

Figure A.2--Percent of Surveys Returned 

By Residence Types
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Figure A.1--Distribution of Households Selected 

8.2%

26.9%

19.8%

45.0%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

115 New Rural

Residences

380 Established Rural

Residences

280 New Town

Residences

635 Established Town

Residences

Percent of Total Selected Households



Appendix A                                                                                                    Page A2 

 

 
The breakdown of the final collected sample by residence categories appears in Figure A.3. 

 
The only way in which survey recipients were identified was by their residence categories, as 

shown in all three figures.  In the course of analysis, we drew other categories of differentiation 
from the data, such as the number of years households had lived in the area, adult age, and other 
methods of sorting respondents that were more relevant than the age of residences. 

Table AA below presents an overview of the sampling process. 
 

Table AA—Sample Calculations and Distribution 
 

 

Residence 
Categories 

 

Percent of 
Total 

Sample 
Selected* 

 

Percent of 
Residence 
Categories** 

 

Subset 
Percents of 
Sample 

 

N of Each 
Rez. Type 
for Mailing 

 

N of House-
holds Pro-
jected by 
Residence 
Categories 

 

Total N of 
Households 
Projected 

 

Households 
in 2000 
Census+ 

 

Percent 
Increase 

Town 
Established 

69.40% 45.0% 635 1905 
Town New 

64.85% 

30.60% 19.94% 280 497 

2270 1773 35.49% 

Subtotal 
 

 100.00%       
Rural 

Established 
76.61% 26.93% 320 1576 

Rural New 

35.15% 

23.39% 8.22% 116 152 

1728 + 7.10% 

TOTAL 100% 100.00% 100.00% 1411 4074 4074 +  
 

*   Target was 60% town; 40% rural 
**   Target was 70% established (built before 2001); 30 % new (built after 2000) 
+     The Zip Code Census figures describe the entire 22657 household population, including small  
           sections of Frederick and Warren Counties.  Our sample is limited to Shenandoah County and  
           cannot be compared to Census data.. 

Figure A.3--Composition of Final Sample
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PART 1—Information About Members of Your Household  
(Your household is made up of the people who live with you in the same residence, whether or not you’re related.  
It is not the same as your family, some of whom may not be living with you.  This study focuses on HOUSEHOLD.) 

 
1-1  Fill in the age and ethnicity for each adult member of your household (18 years or older). Write in the language or languages your 
household uses at home.  Use a check mark (√) to show educational attainment. 

Highest Education 
Level of Adults 

ADULTS 
Members of Household  

18 years or older 

Age in years 
at end of 
Dec. 2005 Elem. 

School 
Mid. 

School 
HS Some 

College 
College 
Bach. 

Degree 

Grad or 
Prof. 

Degree 

How do household 
members identify 

themselves by race 
or ethnic group? 

Language 
or 

languages 
spoken in 
household 

Male          
Male          
Male         
Female          
Female          
Female         

 

TOTAL ADULTS          

If there are no children under 18 years of age in your household, go to Part 2 below. 

1-2  Fill in the age of each child in your household (less than 18 years) and use checkmarks to indicate school enrollment.   

Strasburg Public School Enrollment Fall 
2005 

 
CHILDREN 

Members of Household 
under 18 years of age 

Age at end of 
Dec. 2005 

Private 
Pre-School 
Fall 2005  Kinder-

garten 
Elem. 
School 

Middle 
School 

High 
School 

Other public 
or private 

school 

Home-
schooled 
Fall 2005 

Male          
Male          
Male          
Female          
Female          
Female          
TOTAL CHILDREN         

 

PART 2—Housing 
2-1  What is the longest time you or another adult in your household have lived in Strasburg or the vicinity of Strasburg?  (Check √ 
appropriate length of time) 

Since 
birth  

30 years 
or more 

20-29 
years  

10-19 
years  

5-9 years  4 years or 
less 

2-2    If less than 10 years, what year  
did you move here? 

        

2-3  What is the longest time you or another adult in your household have lived at your current residence?  (Check √  appropriate time.)  

Since 
birth  

30 years 
or more 

20-29 
years  

10-19 
years  

5-9 years  4 years or 
less 

2-4    If less than 10 years, what year  
did you move to your current 
residence? 

        

Return to: Growth & Needs Study, Town of Strasburg, PO Box 351, Strasburg, VA 22657  
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2-5  If your household moved to your current residence from elsewhere, where did you live previously?  (Check √ appropriate locale.) 

Strasburg or 
vicinity of 
Strasburg 

Elsewhere in 
Shenandoah County 

Winchester, 
Frederick or 

Warren 
County 

Northern VA 
suburbs, DC, or MD 

 

Elsewhere in VA Other State Other 

       
 

2-6  Complete if you OWN or are BUYING your 
residence (Check mortgage range √) 

2-7 Complete if you RENT your residence 
(Check rent range √) 

 

What is your household’s monthly mortgage? What is your household’s monthly rent?  

2-8  How many rooms are 
in your residence, NOT 
counting bathrooms. 

No mortgage  No cash rent   1-3  
Less than $300  Less than $300   4  
$300-$499  $300-$499   5  
$500-$699  $500-$749   6  
$700-$999  $750-$999   7  
$1000-$1499  $1000-$1249   8  
$1500-$1999  $1250-$1499   9  
$2000 or more  $1500 or more   10 or more  

2-9   Check √  which type of structure best describes your household’s residence? 

Detached Home  (Not connected to 
another house) 

Mobile Home Condominium Townhouse Apartment Other 

      
 

Part 3—Employment and Household Income 
3-1  What is the current employment situation of members of your household who are 16 years of age or older?  (Check √ the column entry 
that is appropriate for each  household member over). 

Employment 
Commitment 

Male Male  Male Female Female Female 

Do not work       
Full time       
Part time       
Contract Work (variable)       
Retired       
Currently unemployed        
Other or comment:       

3-2  Describe your household members’ commutes to work in distance and time. (Check √  or write in the column entry that is appropriate 
for each member of your household who works.) 

 Male Male  Male Female Female Female 
Do not work       
No commute beyond Strasburg       
Roundtrip miles for a single commute       
Roundtrip hours/minutes for a single commute       
Average roundtrip commutes per week       

3-3  Where do members of your household work?  (Check √ the column entry that is appropriate for each member of your household.) 

Location of Employment Male Male Male Female Female Female 
Do not work        
Strasburg or vicinity of Strasburg       
Elsewhere in Shenandoah County       
Winchester, Frederick, or Warren County       
Northern VA suburbs, DC, or MD        
Elsewhere in VA (not N. VA suburbs)       
Other state       
Work at home       
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3-4 Check √ how many drivable vehicles (cars, SUVs, vans, trucks) are parked or garaged by your household members at your residence. 

None 1  2  3  4  5 or more 

      

3-5  How do you usually get to work?  (Check √ the column entry that is appropriate for each member of your household over 16.  Do not 
include students’ commute to school.) 

Conveyance for Getting to Work Male Male Male Female Female Female 
Do not work       
Car, truck, or van, driving alone       
Car, truck, or van, with another or others       
On foot       
Bicycle or motorcycle       
Work at home          
Other 
 

      

3-6 What was your combined household income, including salaries, wages, investments, and retirement benefits, in 2004?  (Check √ the box 
next to the range in which your household income falls) 

Income Range  Income Range  Income Range 
Less than $10,000   $35,000-$49,999   $150,000-$199,000  

$10,000-$14,999   $50,000-$74,999   $200,000 or more  

$15,000-$24,999   $75,000-$99,999     

$25,000-$34,999   $100,000-$150,000     
 

Part 4—Attitudes, Opinions, and Preferences 
 

4-1  Which features of  Strasburg life are important?  (Check √ the intensity of each item’s importance to any household member.)   

Statement Important or 
Very 

Important 

Neutral/ Not 
applicable to 
my household 

Not 
Important  

A.  Safe community for children     
B.  The scenery and natural beauty     
C.  The cost of living, including housing and taxes    
D.  Living close to relatives and friends    
E.  Being close (or closer than previously) to place of 
employment. 

   

F.  The friendly small-town/community atmosphere    
G.  Public School system    
H.  Shopping and services    
I.  Town and area facilities or amenities     
J.  Other and comments: 
 

4-2  Does religion play a significant role in your household?  (Check   the most appropriate response.) 

Absolutely Quite a bit Somewhat Very little Not at all 
     

4-3  Name a denomination if you wish: _________________________________________________________________ 

4-4  Have you or any member of your household read the “Comprehensive Plan of Strasburg?”      Yes          No         Not sure 

4-5  Does your household have access to the Internet at home?       Yes          No 

4-6  Does your household send and receive e-mail at home?       Yes          No  

4-7  Would you like to receive town and local government information via e-mail?       Yes         No         Other __________________ 
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4-8  To what degree do the following community issues concern those in your household?  (Check the strength of concern √  for each item.) 

Issues Very 
concerned 

Rather 
Concerned 

Not  
Concerned  

A.  Quality and availability of water    
B.  Cost of public utilities    
C.  Law Enforcement and the crime rate    
D.  Price of Housing    
E.  Public Schools      
F.  Community Growth    
G.  Environment and/or historic preservation    
H.  Streets, Roads, Sidewalks, Traffic    
I.  Taxation    
J.  Adult Recreation, Culture, Entertainment     
K.  Child & Family Recreation, Culture, Entertainment     
L.  Shopping, Availability of Goods and Services    
M.  Other or comments: 
 

   

4-9  Are any members of your household interested in the following community activities?  (Check √ appropriate box/es.) 
 

Organized Activity (explain if you wish in the space provided) Currently 
Involved 

May 
Become 
Involved 

Support 
Financially 

Not 
interested/ 

No 
opinion 

A  Church or religious activities group     
B  Volunteer Fire and Rescue     
C  Strasburg volunteer activities—Community Library, museums, etc.     
D  Town or County government      
E  VFW or other military organization     
F  Patriotic (genealogical) organizations—UDC, SCV, S’burg Guards, etc.     
G  Community service organizations—Rotary, Ruritan, Lions, etc.     
H  Political parties and elections  (committing time to political activities)     
I  Environment, preservation, beautification—North Fork, Heritage Assn.     
J  Adult athletic and recreational opportunities     
K  Hobbies/ interest groups—book clubs, Garden Club, pottery guild, etc.     
L  Children’s organizations—Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts, 4-H, etc.     
M  Children’s athletic programs—Little League, Midget Football, etc.     
N   Other and Comments 

4-10  Where does your household go for the following goods and services most of the time?  (Check one √  per category; expand below.) 
 

Goods or 
Services 

Strasburg Winchester Woodstock Front 
Royal 

DC Area Internet/ 
Catalogs 

Other 
 

A Dining out        
B Groceries        
C Household goods NOT food        
D Garden and lawn supplies        
E Hardware and tools        
F Auto servicing/repair        
G Banking        
H Doctor        
I. Other and Comments/Suggestions 

4-11   What is your household’s primary source of  information about town government and civic issues?      Word of mouth;   
    Radio;    Newspapers;      Internet site;    Attending Town Council and other meetings;      Other ___________________________ 

4-12  What newspapers do members of your household read regularly ?  (Check  √ appropriate box/es)      Northern Virginia Daily;    
Winchester Star;         Washington Post;     Shenandoah Valley Herald;     Free Press;      Bryce Mtn. Courier;  Other ______________
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Elisabeth Hupp Schillinger 
 

Social researcher and homeowner with special interest in  
social and economic change in the town of Strasburg, Virginia 

 
192 High St.  
Strasburg, Virginia 22657 
(part-time resident since May, 1998) 
(full-time resident since February, 
2002) 

Telephone: 540 465-2828 
Fax:  540 465-2965 

Email:  eschill@shentel.net 

 
Education 
B.S. in Journalism, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign 
M.S. in Mass Communication, Oklahoma State University, Stillwater 
Ph.D. in Sociology, Oklahoma State University—Areas of concentration:  primary—
social change; secondary—quantitative and qualitative research methods and statistics; 
social change. 
Employment Summary 
1997-2002—Senior Researcher and Writer in Social Issues and Special Populations, CRP 
Consulting Firm, Washington, DC; IQ Solutions, Rockville, MD.  Main responsibilities:  
needs assessment, questionnaire design, pre-testing survey design, evaluation research, 
and proposal writing. 
1985-1997—Assistant then tenured Associate Professor of Mass Communication and 
Journalism, Oklahoma State University, New York University (Moscow University in 
Russia), Muhlenberg College.  Main responsibilities:  teaching undergraduate and 
graduate courses in mass media research, advising thesis and dissertation research for 
graduate and upper division undergraduates, conducting and publishing my own media 
and social research. 
1965-1984—Journalist, graphic designer, print-productions specialist, and publicity 
director employed by the University of Illinois, University of Wisconsin, Saginaw Valley 
College, Purdue University, and Oklahoma State University. 

Relevant Areas of Expertise 
• Quantitative research data gathering and 

statistical analysis 
• Qualitative research data gathering and 

analysis 
• Directing graduate student research and 

professional research teams 
• Proposal writing in quest of Federal 

contracts for employers 
 

• Writer of research reports, government 
proposals, surveys and questionnaires 

•  News writing, news release writing, 
photo journalism, publicity 

• Computer graphics and print-production 
• Teaching graduate and undergraduate 

research methods at university level 
• Vendor bid specifications and selection 

in media markets 
 
Personal and Family Information 
• Born, Springfield, Illinois, 1943, to Joyce Hartwig and Wayne Hupp (Both of my 

parents died in Strasburg after moving here in 2000.) 
• Married, John Schillinger, 1965.  Daughter-in-law of Ruth F. Schillinger, who moved 

to Strasburg in 2000. 
• Three children:  Liesl (b. 1966), New York City; Justin (b. 1969), Falls Church, VA; 

Nathaniel (b. 1973), Reston, VA.  One grandchild, August Schillinger, born July 2005. 
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References and samples of professional work provided on request. 
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20784 Old Valley Pike 
Strasburg, VA 22657 
Part-time since 1990 
Full-time since 2000 

540/465-8934 
cwwheel@shentel.net 

 Linda C. Wheeler 
Retired 
Journalist 
Washington Post 
1968-2003 

2004-Present 
Monthly Columnist on Civil War, Washington Post 
Copy Editor and Reporter, Bryce Mountain Courier, Bayse, VA 

 2000-2003 
Special and General Assignment Reporter, Washington Post, Metro Section, 
Leesburg, VA 
Covered Loudoun County, specifically the sprawl issue for small towns of Waterford, 
Purcellville, and Lovettsville.  Also continued to write monthly column on Civil War.   

 1980-2000 
Special and General Assignment Reporter, Washington Post, Washington, 
DC 
Covered drug trafficking and how it affected the poorest DC neighborhoods; the 
movement for historic preservation in DC neighborhoods; researched and wrote about 
Black history in the city. Other beats included local and national monuments and 
memorials, social and political history, a monthly column on Civil War in the Washington 
region. 

 1978-1980 
Photo Editor, Washington Post, Washington, DC 
Supervised work of photo staff of 20, handling assignments and scheduling. 

 1968-1978 
General Assignment Photographer, Washington Post, Washington, DC 
Regular beats included Capitol Hill (Congress), White House, national monuments and 
memorials, documenting city history. 

Education Bachelor’s Degree in Journalism, Ohio State University. 1963-1967 
Master Gardener, State of Virginia—certified June 2005 

Community 
Involvement 

Strasburg Community Library 
 2004-present  Chair, Book Selection Committee 
 2003-present  Member, Board of Trustees, Shenandoah County Library 
System 
 2003-present  Manager of donated books and book sales 
Humane Society of Shenandoah County 
2000-present  Member, Strasburg Heritage Association 
2000-present  Member, Shenandoah Historical Society 

 




