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Abstract 

It is a planner’s role to not only address the problems of a city, but to try to understand the city and its 

many components.  Addressing these problems requires an in-depth awareness of the 

neighborhoods, communities and other cultural elements, which make up the city.  Therefore, in its 

general sense, the purpose of this thesis is to understand a community setting in a deeper, more 

holistic fashion.  This was completed though comparing the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax in Ohio.    

 There were several reasons as to why the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax were chosen for this 

study, the overall theme being the differences present between the two communities, even though 

they reside in the same region.  Thus, another purpose behind the study is to determine and analyze 

the nuances of the differences and thoroughly investigate the relationships present within the 

communities. 

To gain a deeper understanding of the two communities, Henri Lefebvre’s Triad of space is used to 

examine the mental (conceived), physical (perceived) and social (lived) facets that exist within a 

community space.  Also, a framework for discovering both the perceived and lived layers were 

developed through synthesizing methods of observation and analysis as described by Kevin Lynch, 

Grady Clay, and Allen Jacobs. Through analyzing the relationships present in the conceived, perceived 

and lives layers of space, as well as the manner in which the layers of space interrelate, community 

themes and profiles are discovered and explored within each of the communities studied.    
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

It is a planner’s role to not only address the problems of a city, but to try to understand 

the city and its many components.  Addressing these problems requires an in-depth 

awareness of the neighborhoods, communities and other cultural elements, which make 

up the city.  

From a design point of view, it is easy for people to look at cities with a superficial eye, 

seeing things as they appear on the surface without understanding everything that went 

into the making of a community.   While first impressions can be important, they do not 

necessarily tell the whole story when it comes to fully comprehending a community.  Ali 

Madanipour stated in his articles, Ambiguities of Urban Design, that a major 

misconception is to think of urban design as just a study of the visuals of a community. 

He then stated “The way out of this confusion is to realize that visual qualities are but one 

element among the spatial qualities of the built environment” (Madanipour 1982, 370). 

Rossi indicated in his book, Architecture of the City, that if we do not study all of the 

urban artifacts “we come up with theories that are artificial” (Rossi.1982, 372). Therefore, in 

its most general sense, the purpose of this thesis is to understand a community setting in 

a more holistic manner. 

French philosopher, Henri Lefebvre, discussed methods to analyze space, which did note the 



importance of the physical and visual aspects of a community, but also went beyond this 

initial façade. According to Lefebvre, there were three dimensions that define and describe a 

space, which were classified as the conceived, perceived, and lived. They touch upon the 

mental, or thought of the space before it exists, physical and social interactions that take 

place within a location. These three dimensions can be used to analyze a community space in 

a way that allows the observer to obtain a thorough awareness as to what types of 

relationships occur in an area. The triad of space, as well as how it will be utilized within the 

thesis will be discussed in later chapters. 

 

According to Lefebvre, space does not exist without the emergence of the three dimensions 

of the triad.  Therefore space cannot be analyzed without the examination of the conceived, 

perceived, and lived layers. Even though all layers of Lefebvre’s triad of space were of equal 

importance, the most important aspect to this particular thesis is the lived layer. In the 

practice of planning, it is more common to study how a community arose, how it was 

planned, the current plans, as well as the features of the built environment. Since this type of 

information is more commonly analyzed, to study a community solely based on the 

conceived and perceived would not provide an abundance of new and thought provoking 

material. In order to gain meaningful insights into a community, a deeper investigation must 

be made into the how the community was lived, or experienced by its residents.  It was the 

study of not only the lived layer that was pertinent to this thesis, but also the lived layer in 

relation to the conceived and perceived. Therefore, the primary purpose of the thesis was to 

understand a community through the interpretation of the manifestations of the lived layer 

of space.  As space does not exist without the interplay of all three layers, the secondary 



purpose of the paper was to also examine the conceived and perceived layers of space, so 

that the lived layer could be better understood.  

 

Also, the lived layer of space was given more attention, as it was the most difficult to discern 

because, “the lived, practical experience does not let itself be exhausted through theoretical 

analysis”(Goonewardena 2008,40). As a result, a framework was developed, which included 

reading signs, symbols, and clues pertaining to the community as experienced by its 

residents. Many ideas, theories, and frameworks have been established to try to analyze the 

neighborhood from the perspective of those living within the community. These ideas were 

synthesized to create a framework to discern the lived layer of a community. 

 

Within this thesis, Lefebvre’s triad of space was used as a framework to analyze the 

communities of Mariemont and Fairfax, located within Hamilton County, Ohio. Concurrently, 

the communities of Mariemont and Fairfax were used to understand how the layers of space, 

in particular the lived layer, interacted within spatial boundaries. Another important aspect of 

Lefebvre’s Triad of Space was that the conceived, perceived and lived layers of space are ever 

present, but do not always exist in harmony. In fact, they can often exist in contention. 

(Goonewardena 2008,55).  For example, a community could have many positive social 

qualities, but negative physical qualities. It would seem that the dimensions interact, relate to, 

and influence each other in different ways within every community. Therefore, another 

purpose of this thesis was to study the different ways in which the layers interacted within 

two different communities.  

 



Research Questions 

1) What kind of framework was necessary for the analysis of lived space? 

2) What are the ways in which the three layers of space (as described by Lefebvre) 
interact within the communities? 

3) How do they compare and contrast in the way that they interact? 

4) What are the ways in which the lived layer of space is manifested in each of the 
communities? 

 

As mentioned above, the Village of Mariemont and the Village of Fairfax were used to address 

the research questions. Several phenomena exist in Mariemont and Fairfax that make them 

interesting to study and important to this particular thesis, the first being the contrasting 

manner in which the communities were conceived and came into existence. Great care and 

planning went into the creation of the site plan for Mariemont.  Mary Emery first imagined the 

idea of Mariemont in the 1920s. She was appalled by the deplorable housing conditions 

available to the factory workers in downtown Cincinnati and wanted to create a community 

in which members from all socio-economic classes could live and interact within the same 

space (Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005). Basically, Mariemont was a community 

founded specifically to provide quality housing for the city’s factory workers. It was also 

founded on the notion that there should be diversity of socio- economic levels within the 

community.  

 

 Fairfax was developed quite differently. It exists in the Little Miami River Valley, and as a 

result, has always been favorable for human settlement. In 1796, the first white settler, 

Jonathan Sites, resided in the area, and in the 1800s, flour and lumber mills populated the 

region. Also, in that same time period (1828), construction began on the Wooster Turnpike, 

and in 1835, Fairfax became a connection to the railroads along the Cincinnati-Springfield 



route.  By the 1900s, the village, although still rural, quickly began to industrialize. The 

development of transportation in the area made this kind of industrialization inevitable as it 

often develops in areas where there is major transportation available. Some large companies 

that located on Wooster Pike were the Ford Motor Company and Swallens (Wooster 2000). 

 

Initial investigation of the areas of Mariemont and Fairfax revealed differences in the ways 

these communities were conceived and developed.  Mariemont’s existence was based on 

expert knowledge, while Fairfax developed according to the laws of location and industry.   

 

The second point of interest has to do with the boundaries evident by the differences in their 

overall appearance.  The visual boundaries between the two communities can be said to be 

strikingly noticeable, which can be seen in the images below.  Expert knowledge is in this case 

was in reference to John Nolen who was and expert and professionally trained planner. 

 

Image 1: Scenes from Mariemont and Fairfax 

        

 

 

Source: Author, 2008; Mariemont Preservation Website, 2005 

 

Another important aspect to the proposed study involves the perceptions associated with the 



visuals of the communities.  John Nolen was and still is a nationally known city planner and 

landscape designer who designed the nationally known planned community of Mariemont. 

In the article, New Urbanism: John Nolen’s Garden City Ethic, Bruce Stevenson praises Nolen 

for the work he accomplished and the success of Mariemont.  He states “One of the most 

pleasant walks in any American community is along the parkway connecting Mariemont’s 

towncenter to a scenic vista over-looking the Little Miami River. The shaded green corridor 

provides a gentle transition from civic buildings to Tudor revival apartments, to duplexes and 

single-family homes incorporating various interpretations of English architecture” (Stevenson 

2002, 106).  In October of 2008 Mariemont was named by the American Planning Association 

to be one of America’s greatest neighborhoods.  It could be argued that the visually pleasing 

landscaping and consistent architecture, as seen in Image 4, as well as the positive literature 

may produce a positive perception of the neighborhood as a whole. 

 

Image 2: Scenes from Mariemont 

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Website, 2005 

 

 

Fairfax, on the on the other hand, could produce a different perception. It can be observed in 

Image 5 that the streets in Fairfax are not as well landscaped, the signs are placed in a 

haphazard fashion, and there are above ground telephone wires.  This lack of visual 

cohesiveness can create a negative perception by outsiders about the overall community. 



This raises the question as to whether or not the residents of Fairfax are impacted the same 

way by the visual aspects of their community It could be stated that this is not only a result of 

the unpleasing aesthetic qualities of the neighborhood, but also the stark contrast between it 

and Mariemont.  Since the perceptions of the community members are important to the 

development and personality of the actual community, this type of question is relevant. 

 

Image 3:Scenes From Fairfax 

 

Source: Author, 2008 

 

Clearly, different kinds of relationships exist between the three layers of space within the two 

communities, and it was the role of a planner to understand these relationships. The 

remainder of this thesis sought to analyze and make conclusions about Villages of Mariemont 

and Fairfax, through the framework of the conceived, perceived, and lived, in order to answer 

the research questions.  Since the triad of space is a general framework, a portion of the thesis 

was dedicated to the task of explicitly defining the structure of the data collection process.  

 

The literature review was in place in order to provide a base for the research questions. It will 

first show how the study relates to urban design. It will describe the literature, research, and 

themes surrounding the thesis that both justify the study and help to provide a framework 



found within the methodology section. In order to accomplish this task, the literature review 

provided an in-depth description of the triad of space, followed by the review of themes such 

as ethnography, observation, and social capital.  The methodology chapter, informed by the 

literature review, will describe types of data, the data collection method and the limitations of 

the study.  It will also explain the framework for data analysis.  Research findings were divided 

into three sections, entitled the conceived, perceived, and lives, representing each layer of the 

triad. Data was collected in relation to the Village of Mariemont and the Village of Fairfax.  The 

Finally, conclusions will be made to bring together the layers in such a way that aids in the 

explanation of the nature of each community. As this thesis is mainly in reference to the lived 

aspects of each of the communities, this chapter specifically sought to find the “stories” or 

“themes” as created by the conceived and perceived (separately and combined) aspects of 

the triad and explains how these themes helped the observer to understand the manner in 

which the lived aspect of the triad was manifested differently in both Mariemont and Fairfax.  

The themes the emerged in relation to each of the communities were as follows: 

 

Fairfax: Modesty, Unstructured; Adaptable to Change, Hidden, 
     Private or Closed yet Non-Exclusive, Divided 

 

Mariemont: Excellence, Structured and Organized; Less Adaptable to 

Change, Easily Found, Public and Open yet Exclusive, United 

 

Although the themes seem straightforward, the path towards making informed conclusions is 

a detailed process.  The process as well as an extensive explanation of the development of the 

thesis and the conclusions can be found within the following chapters.  



Chapter 2: Assessing the Built 
Environment 

A Literature Review 

 

Urban Planning and the role of a planner have been defined in many different ways over the 

years. One of the overriding themes in the literature was in reference to the ambiguity of the 

role of a planner. As a result, there have been many definitions used “differently by different 

groups in different circumstances”(Madanipour 1997, 2002).   A definition that most fits within 

the scope of this project is that urban design is “a multi-disciplinary activity of shaping and 

managing urban environments, interested in both the process of this shaping and the spaces 

it helps shape”(Madinipour 1997, 381).  In other words, having an interest in and trying to 

understand the urban environment in a more holistic manner is just as important as 

managing and addressing the infrastructure of the community.  Therefore, one purpose of 

the literature review is to explore the various ways that are available to analyze and read the 

city.  The second is to sort through the many methods used to observe and understand a 

community in order to create a framework that will best address the research questions. 

 

In order to appropriately address these purposes of the literature review, the following 

sections first delved into Lefebvre’s Triad of Space, as it is pertinent to describe the overall 

framework for this thesis.  Ethnography and naturalistic observation were then described, as 

they were the research practices that were used to study the built environment as well as the 

people within the built environment.  Naturalistic observation was used to study the 



perceived and the lived or the layers of space, but what was being observed and how, was 

different. Therefore, the next two parts of the literature review discussed ideas and research 

pertaining to the two layers of space.  The perceived section included discussions about 

physical capital as well as a scholarly method used to describe and define physical space. The 

lived section included intuitive and formulaic methods of observation and data collection as 

well as social capital, social capital in relation to physical capital.  The lived layer of space was 

the most important to this thesis and contained the most data, therefore also included within 

this section is a framework for further classifying the data depending upon where in the 

community it was found.  The final section described how photography could be used to 

document data that has been found within a community.  

 

2.1 The Triad of Space 

The current research study will utilize the work of Henri Lefebvre as the framework for 

viewing and understanding an environment from a more holistic perspective. 

This is important to the study because he examines space on mental, physical and social 

levels. The specific classifications of the dimensions of space are as follows. 

 

Spatial Practice/ Perceived Space 

This dimension mainly constitutes aspects of a space that can be grasped by the senses, 

which includes seeing, hearing, touching, tasting, and smelling.  For example, a perceived 

heart would be in relation to the heart itself as well as the rhythms produced by the heart 

beat (Carp 2008, 135). Within a community, the perceived space can relate to the built 



environment and how and why people move about in the built environment. (Lefebvre 1972, 

39)  

 

Representations of Space/Conceived Space 

Lefebvre stated “space cannot be perceived without first being conceived”(1974,39). The 

conceived space is the thought of the space before it is actually created or mental activity 

about physical space.  It can be the dimensions in which a planner, urban designer, or other 

technicians and experts may work within. This space may exist not only in one’s head, but also 

become manifested on the computer screen or in the form of GIS maps community plans, 

permits, or promotional materials. Regarding the heat example, the conceived heart consists 

of anything that represents the heart, such as medical drawings and images.  

 

Representational Space/Lived Space 

“The process by which conceived space becomes built (or destroyed) and used (or avoided) 

are saturated within a third aspect of the conceptual triad: representational space”(Carp 2008, 

135).  The Representational/Lived Space is the most difficult to discern because it involves 

both physical and mental space.  Jana Carp states that “rather than being identified primarily 

by physical features, representational space is recognized as a matter of lived experience 

where it is infused with meaning that cannot be adequately expressed without verbal, visual, 

and or kinaesthetic symbolism” (Carp 2008, 135). It could also be described as,” the world as it 

is experienced by humans in their everyday life” (Goonewardena 2008,40). In relation to the 

heart example, would include both of the aspects as seen in the conceived and perceived 

heart, but also represented by phrases such as “I love you with all my heart”(Carp 2008, 135). 



In a community related example, a community member’s “willingness to serve on the (creek 

restoration) committee indicated that they care actively about the creek’s restoration”(Carp 

2008, 139).  

 

Below is a chart constructed by Jana Carp to provide for a better understanding of space as 

described by Lefebvre.  She recognized that the three dimensions can be analyzed either 

through a “physical standpoint (e.g. places, concrete processes of production and 

consumption; signs, codes, and images), or the standpoint of lived experience (e.g. human 

activities, sensations, thoughts, imaginations, attitudes)” (Carp 2008, 131).  It is necessary for 

the dimensions of space to be studied in terms of the community members and the built 

environment/ infrastructure because they both are important when attempting to 

understand a community.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 1: Breakdown of the Conceived, Perceived, and Lived Layers of Space 

 

Source: Carp,2008 

 

Even though the three layers of the triad are described in detail by Lefebvre as well as other 

authors, the chart as well as other definitions will be simplified to what is relevant for this 

theses. Throughout this thesis, the three layers will be identified as and related to the 

perceived or physical space, conceived or mental space, and the lived or social space. The 

conceived space will relate mostly to planning activities, the perceived space will relate to the 

built environment that can be grasped by the senses and the lived space will relate to the 

drama of everyday life.   The difference between the perceived and lived layers can also be 



described as the ”tangibles (for example buildings infrastructure, and public and green spaces 

the intangibles (for example social networks, and civic institutions)”(Arefi 2004, 13).  

 

2.2 Ethnography 

Ethnography is a method of studying communities and their residents and was initially used 

within the field of social anthropology.  It is based upon “investigating phenomena of 

everyday life”(Martin 2008, 2).  In order to gain insight into the community, data collection 

methods included are observation and face-to-face interviews.  One main principal found 

within ethnography is that it must be naturalistic, which means that the study should be 

conducted in a natural environment as opposed to an artificial or controlled laboratory 

environment.  As a naturalistic environment is neither controlled nor predictable, many 

ethnographers begin their work in the field with “no clear idea what they will find”(Martin 

2008, 3).  In addition, data collected by an ethnographer is eclectic. Therefore it must “resist 

formulization” and “can include general descriptions of behaviors, descriptions of physical 

layouts, close descriptions of conversation, thoughts and feelings, work sequences, 

anecdotes, speculations, tentative hypotheses, examples, repeated occurrences, and so on 

“(Martin 2008, 4).   Another main component of ethnography is that it takes place over a 

prolonged time period.  While this thesis is not fully ethnographic in nature, it will 

nonetheless be “borrowing (some) ethnographic techniques”(Wolcott 1999,44).  The 

technique mainly employed within the study will be naturalistic observations, as interviews of 

community members will not be included. Also present will be eclectic forms of data and a 

loose framework.  



 

Even though the community members in this thesis will not be studied over a prolonged 

period of time and with the depth required for an ethnographic study, there are clues within 

the community that can be observed in order to gain insights into the lives of the community 

members.  “By examining the artifacts that reflect people’s lives, we learn what they value and 

hold dear”(AIGA 2008). Also “By examining how people express themselves through style and 

ornamentation, we gain insight into how people define themselves within a group or a 

community”(AIGA 2008).  In other words, this source validates the use of finding clues within 

artifacts that can trigger insights into the community as experienced by its residents. 

 

2.3 Empirical Observation As A Research Methodology 

Oftentimes, information gained about a city will be descriptive, meaning the “what is” and 

“why” will be emphasized (Lang 1987; Moudon 1988). Many scholars have addressed issues in 

relation to the science of observation. Through observation, one can gain clues and insights 

as to why a certain character of a community developed and what the current uses of the 

community may be. Author, Grady Clay states that urban designers at times are “Grasping at 

straws, clutching yesterday’s program, swamped in today’s expert view, clawing at the 

newest opinion polls, but neglecting the limitless, timeless, boundless wealth of visible 

evidence” (Clay 1973, 11).  Further, “experts may help assemble the data, specialists may 

organize it, professionals may offer theories to explain it, but none can substitute for each 

person’s own leap into the dark, jumping in to draw his or her own conclusions” (Clay 1973, 

11). Similarly Allan Jacobs stated, “observation as a primary method of inquiry and analysis 



has lost favor … in recent years.  It is thought to be too subjective as a basis for serious action 

compared to more quantifiable, statistically oriented data ….professionals and academics are 

often uncomfortable with findings based on observation rather than on “hard data,” and yet 

so much of what they speak of concerns what they have seen” (Jacobs 1985, 7).  In other 

words, traditional methods of data collection (quantitative methods) are often used to the 

exclusion of more naturalistic techniques. Although observation is important, it should not be 

the only data collected. Observation could be used as a staring point since it “ helps recall 

other places, thus triggering ideas about possible ways to bring about desirable 

change”(Jacobs 1985, 8). In other words, observation can be used as a precursor to more 

intensive, quantifiable data. 

 

For the scope of this thesis, ethnographic techniques, such as empirical observation were 

used to collect data in relation to the perceived and lived layers of space.  An investigation of 

how observation has been used and what has been observed in relation to the perceived and 

lived will be described below.   

 

2.4 Understanding the Perceived Layer of Space 

2.4.1 Physical Capital 
 

Physical capital has been defined as the “potential value - financial, social and cultural - of the 

built environment...  and how they are designed, managed and maintained is a key 

determinant of how far their potential value is realized ” (CABE 2005,4) Not only have 

buildings, provided a functional service to the user, but also the aesthetics and the manner in 



which they were maintained have helped to create a character or identity for the 

neighborhood. This type of character has been said to be productive in “attracting 

investment and spearheading urban renewal, and in enhancing cultural and civic life”(CABE 

2005, 4). 

 

This concept was connected to the perceived layer of space in that it dealt with the aspects of 

a community that can be seen or grasped by the senses. Within the scope of this thesis, the 

aspect of physical capital that was most utilized was in relation to the design and construction 

of features of landscaping and the built environment. In order to observe and describe these 

features, a method for data collection and analysis was needed.  

 

2.4.2 Formulaic Method of Observation 

Understanding the perceived layer of space mainly included finding ways in which to 

describe the physical aspects of the community, in particular the aesthetic quality and layout 

of the built environment. Analysis of the visuals of the built form has been present in urban 

design, even before the social aspects were studied. There are several areas of concentration 

that cover research that is useful to urban design.  Much of the literature relating to the 

perceived layer of space was classified as picturesque studies or image studies (Moudon 

1992). Picturesque studies are “running personal commentaries on the attributes of the 

physical environment” while image studies include “a significant amount of work on how 

people visualize, conceptualize and eventually understand the city”(Moudon 1992, 339). 

Therefore the methods used to study perceived space were related to both picturesque and 



image studies, through several observable features. They included Landmarks, Community 

Boundaries, Directed Lines, Landscaping, Repetition of Forms, Materials and Embellishments 

and Visual Hierarchy (Banerjee Lynch, and Southworth 1990).  Many of the concepts related to 

the observer’s orientation within the community. Kevin Lynch described orientation as, “the 

sense of clear relation of the observer with the city and its parts, and with the larger world 

around it. In the simplest sense it may be taken as knowing where one is at any time, and how 

to reach any other part,”( Banerjee Lynch, and Southworth 1990, 135). Others dealt with 

bringing warmth and attachment into the community, which was described as, “a sense of 

protection, ease, and affection, which in part springs automatically from familiarity and 

history, but reinforced by physical forms,”(Banerjee, Lynch, and Southworth 1990, 138). 

Overall, the observable features employed aided in describing and understanding the 

different visual identities of the communities.  The main function for understanding the 

characters of the community was to provide the groundwork for the study of the lived layer of 

space.   

 

2.5 Understanding Lived Layer of Space 

2.5.1 Structured Method of Observation 

 

Allen Jacobs used a structured framework to observe neighborhoods. He identified specific 

features of the built environment and explained the meaning in relation to the community. 

He categorized and classified certain clues, such as buildings, commercial areas and streets, 

and ordered them according to visibility and frequency.  Other clues outlined are in relation 

to the landscaping, built environment, zones within the built environment (commercial 



areas), people, and geographic as well as location features.   

 

An overarching theme throughout the search for clues within the urban environment was 

pattern. Throughout investigation into the built environment, the clues should be related to 

patterns, in order to discover themes or happenings within the community.  Are there 

patterns present and what are they? Are these patterns anticipated and regular processes of 

development? What are the patterns and the rates of change within the area? (Jacobs) 

 

A structured method of observation was of importance to this research since it provided a 

structured example of how clues within the urban environment were found and analyzed in 

such a way that gave insight into who resided in the neighborhood and how they interact 

with their community. The examples given above are general terms and clues that Jacobs 

described. Further descriptions of the clues utilized will be provided in the methodology 

section, particularly pertaining to those that are important to discovering the lived 

experiences of a community.  A structured framework was important to the study as it 

provided distinctive clues to find within the community. That being said, a community is not 

necessarily an ordered place, and therefore other scholarly frameworks, such as an intuitive 

framework must be explored.  

 

2.5.2 Intuitive Method of Observation  

Another method of observation and analysis is the intuitive method, in which attempts are 

made to interpret certain patterns or events within a neighborhood, whether they are 



patterns of development or movement.   This method provided “ways to grapple with 

everyday, visible accessible evidence of the so-called urban revolutions of our time.  Examples 

are chosen from everyday events and familiar objects, the happenings and places of ordinary 

life, from the street, rather than the library”(Clay 1974, 12).  For example, Epitome Districts 

were classified as “special places in cities that carry huge layers of symbols that have the 

capacity to pack up emotions, energy, or history into a small space…they are crammed with 

clues that trigger our awareness to the larger scene, …they offer, I think, the most compelling 

evidence of present and future change” (Clay 1973,39).  Encompassed within the Epitome 

District can be found Identity makers, which basically are the brand or character of the 

neighborhood either as perceived or portrayed by the community members or residents 

outside of the community.  Another example was Turf, which is “landscape spelled out; it says 

who goes where, who belongs, and who does not; it is admonitory, and administrative”(Clay 

1973, 153). 

 

An element that went hand in hand within an intuitive framework and that can be seen 

within the examples above was a creative use of language. “Most Americans are captives of 

an object ridden language which they must awkwardly manipulate to deal with a changeable, 

processful thing called the city” (Clay 1973, 17). The wording used to describe phenomena of 

the built environment should be more instinctive in order to be able to describe its various 

and ever changing happenings.  Not only do planners need to loosen their language, but also 

the way in which they view the landscape.  

 

 “Fixes” arise when anyone, not only planners, observe a landscape.  One such fix that relates 



to the topic of the thesis is perspective, in which people are, time after time, drawn to one 

spot and have difficulty perceiving a landscape in any other fashion. This caused the 

population to get “a series of look-alike snap shots of the world” when observing its 

scenery(Clay 1973, 26). The images below are an example of the “fixes” that have been placed 

upon cities.    

 

 

Image 4: Sketches of Perspectivist Fixes 

    

Source: Grady Clay, 1975 

 

This point is important because it is a phenomena in which most of the population can relate.  

As tourists of the world, people love to visit cities and take pictures of noted places of interest. 

Certain visual images become associated with different places of the world. It is recognized 

that these sights as well as the many images captured in photographs are beautiful and 

attract much attention, but it is the repetitive nature in which the population views these 

beautiful places that has the potential to create visual boredom.  As a result, urban designers 

should work more diligently to break out of these “fixes” in order to observe the city in a 

different way.   One way to begin on the path of breaking a fix is to be more open minded 

when classifying elements of the built environment. For example, smoke stacks can be seen 



as pollution or production of power landmarks, while construction can be seen as jarring 

mechanistic shapes, or a dynamic sculpture(Clay 26, 1973).  

 

Clay’s intuitive framework contributed to the data collection method of this thesis. He 

supported the notion that the city should be observed in a new fashion, and that an urban 

designer’s previous perspectivist fixes should not taint the analysis of the actual happenings. 

This theory also demands that observers should open their minds in order to view every 

space from a non-biased frame of reference. While analyzing the communities of Mariemont 

and Fairfax through the lens of Grady Clay and his intuitive framework for observation and 

analysis of a community space, an attempt was made to look past fixes in order to observe the 

two communities in an equal way.  

 

Grady Clay’s was not academically based, riddled with planning jargon, but names and 

classifications were given based on what was actually seen.  For example, the area that 

epitomized the character of the neighborhood was called the epitome district.  Although 

this method did contain structure, it was less rigid than the formulaic method of 

observation. The formulaic method of observation was structured and provided specific 

elements for the observer to locate, describe, and analyze. These differences were useful 

for the study in that the structure found within the formulaic method provided a 

pragmatic and organized framework, while the structure found within the intuitive 

method allowed for the freedom necessary to completely observe, dwell upon, and 

describe the complex relationships present in a community.  Although there were 



differences between the two methods presented, similarities were present that allowed 

them to become interlaced in order to provide for a framework for the lived layer of the 

triad. The strongest relationship between the methods is that the main concern or point 

of focus was everyday-objects of the urban environment.  

 

In the discussion thus far pertaining to the lived layer of space, it has been noted that the 

search for clues within the community were harnessed in order to understand the manner in 

which the residents experienced their community.  Social capital is a theme that can be found 

within communities, which will help to understand the lived layer of space as well as clues 

relating this layer of space.  

 

2.5.3 Social Capital 

Social capital is associated with the lived layer of the triad, because it relates to how residents 

live and interact with other people of their community.  Generally, social capital is “that one’s 

family, friends, and associates constitute an important asset, one that can be called upon in a 

crisis, enjoyed for its own sake, and/or leveraged for material gain”(Wollcock 2001, 4).  Social 

capital is specifically related to informal and formal networks of association within a 

community, which could include bowling leagues, baseball teams, and neighborhood watch 

associations.  Communities that have much social capital including social networks and civic 

associations, are more likely to be able to confront neighborhood issues and take advantage 

of community opportunities (Wollcock 2001, 4).   

 



There are two different types of social capital that are classified as bonding and bridging.  

“Some networks link people that are similar in crucial respects and tend to be inward looking-

bonding capital.  Others encompass different kinds of people and tend to be outward 

looking-bridging social capital”(Putnam 2003,2).  Both forms of social capital are important, 

but if there is too much bonding capital, it can produce segregation.  Thus, social capital is not 

always present in positive forms.  For example, the KKK could also be a form of social capital 

(Putnam 2003, 2). 

 

Social capital can be related to the lived layer of the triad, since it can exhibit clues as to the 

manner in which members interact with each other and the actual community.  There are 

many forms of capital within communities, two of which are social and physical capital.  

  

2.5.4 Social Capital in Relation to Physical Capital 

The conceived, perceived, and lived dimensions of space are all of equal importance, but do 

not always exist in harmony. For example, a community could have aesthetically pleasing 

visuals, but be lacking in community connections and vice versa.  The physical side of a 

community is what is felt by the senses, so the idea of social capital is often overlooked.  

  

The Los Angeles Neighborhood Initiative (LANI), ”a single revitalization process that has 

aimed to jump-start languishing downtown Los Angeles neighborhoods since 1994” 

illustrated the importance of social vs. physical capital (Arefi 2004, 5).  Eight economically and 

physically challenged neighborhoods were chosen to participate in the three-year initiative. 



Several surprising results were found. Sun Valley, one of the neighborhoods chosen, was 

considered to have a lower visual quality as a result of wide streets and lack of a sense of place 

compared to Virgil Village.  As a result, it was originally thought that providing assistance to 

Virgil Valley would produce better results, for their community than that of Sun Valley.  The 

opposite proved to be true.  Sun Valley had strong social capital potential that was 

highlighted when the community members pulled together to complete several projects. The 

community members of Virgil Village, on the other hand, were never able to reach consensus, 

which allowed many of the projects to go unfinished.  This example demonstrated how the 

three dimensions of the triad might have an interacting effect. LANI provided assistance to 

improve the physical appearance of Sun Valley, which in turn, enhanced the social quality of 

the community.  (Arefi 2004). 

 

This example was important to discuss for several reasons.  First, LANI proved the importance 

of exploring all aspects of the community, not just the physical, before conclusions can be 

made pertaining to the potential or character of a neighborhood. The example also proved 

the pertinence of social capital within a neighborhood in creating a strong community, that 

residents enjoy living within.   

 

2.5.6 Organizational Framework 

 

In order for observations to be useful and productive, it is necessary to have a framework for 

the organization and analysis of data. Lefebvre presented a framework that divides a space 

into three subspaces. He classified the physical space of a community in relation to how it 



served the community members and what role it played within the community. The first is 

the global, which represents the public spaces within a community. Examples could be 

temples, palaces as well as political and administrative buildings. The second areas are the 

private spaces, which included places of residence, such as houses or apartments. The third 

are the intermediate or mixed spaces, which included arteries, transitional areas and places of 

business. For the current study, all observational data found within the lived layer of the triad. 

 

2.6 Observation Documentation 

A theme that is present in much of Lefebvre’s writing is that “man does not live by words 

alone” (Lefebvre 1999, 35). The lived layer is connected to art and a certain kind of art must be 

present in order for the lived layer to speak. Therefore, visuals are needed in order for the 

reader to truly gain a sense of what is present within a community. A language can be said to 

confine and limit explanations of what is observed and, on occasion, scenes of the city must 

be observed without such limitations (Lefebvre 1999, 35). 

 

One form of observation documentation is photo documentation.  Martin Krieger has recently 

begun to use photo documentation to capture certain aspects of the city and the people 

residing in the city.  He observes patterns that are not unique within the every day world, and 

notes that much of the built environment comes to life because of the people within the area.  

Krieger examines this particular phenomenon and in turn how the design of the city affects 

the movements of people within the boundaries.  

 



One of the themes captured by photo documentation was repetition within the built 

environment, and what these repetitions communicated about the area in which they were 

located. Another theme that Krieger attempted to capture in his photograph was the 

choreographies that people perform during the course of their everyday life.  Even though 

Krieger does attempt to capture this type of activity within his photographs, he noted that 

this was the more difficult of the tasks (Krieger 2005). 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 3: Methodology: 

 

The overall purpose of this study was to understand communities in a holistic manner. In 

order to do so, the communities were analyzed through the lens of Henri Lefebvre’s triad of 

space, which included the conceived, perceived and lived layers of space.  

 

Since information pertaining to the conceived and perceived layers were thought to be more 

easily accessible than the lived layer of space, the main focus of the research was the lived 

layer of space as well as the lived layer in relation to the conceived and perceived.  In order to 

fulfill the purpose of the study, the perceived, conceived, and lived aspects of the triad were 

individually analyzed in relation to both the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax.  The perceived 

and conceived were studied to set the groundwork and allow for a base in which the lived 

could not only be compared with, but to view the effects that the layers of space have on 

each other and how these relationships differed between the two communities. 

 

The general study area of this thesis has previously been noted to be both the Villages of 

Mariemont and Fairfax. Specifically, this included the residential streets and main business 

areas within the neighborhoods. The data collection process that took place in the field 

occurred during the spring of 2009. Days and times were usually Friday early evenings and 

Saturday or Sunday middays.  The season and times of data collection affected the study 

in that both the weather and the time effects how people recreate and go about their 

daily lives and what aspects of their daily lives were observed. 



Since there are three layers of space, a different data collection process and analysis was 

used for each of the layers. An indepth description of the different methods of analysis 

are described later in the chapter.  The data collected from all three layers of space 

originated from both primary and secondary sources.  The primary data was collected 

through fieldwork conducted in the Village of Mariemont and the Village of Fairfax, while 

the secondary data was collected though background research, such as information found 

through community websites, demographic information, and community plans.  

3.1 Data 

3.1.1 Primary Data Sources 

 

Fieldwork: As mentioned in the literature review, the fieldwork data collection process 

included the use of certain ethnographic techniques. Ethnography implies a broad 

methodology, requiring a very detailed observation of the culture under study over a lengthy 

period of time. Therefore, techniques and ideas were adopted and simplified in order to 

create a methodology that was utilized for the scope of this thesis. 

 

Ethnographic studies have been used for many years by a number of specializations, 

including anthropology, psychology, and sociology, and they have employed a wide variety 

of methods, terms, and data collection techniques. One such technique within ethnography, 

“thick descriptions” of both Mariemont and Fairfax were provided. Thick descriptions were 

classified as describing not just the physical nature of the behavior, or the clue, but also the 

context of such symbols and clues.  For example, a thin description would simply be stating 



that a wink, or a movement of the eyelid took place. A thick description would look into if, “ 

the winker is communicating, and indeed communicating in a special way: 1) deliberately,  2) 

to someone in particular 3)to impart a particular message, 4)according to socially established 

code, and 5) without cognizance to the rest of the company”(Geertz  1973, 6). Also, according 

to ethnography, the data collection process “can include general descriptions of behaviors, 

descriptions of physical layouts, close descriptions of conversation, thoughts and feelings, 

work sequences, anecdotes, speculations, tentative hypotheses, examples and repeated 

occurrences “(Martin 2008, 4). Therefore, thick descriptions included these clues, as well as 

clues that provided insight into the drama of the resident’s everyday lives.   

  

Data was collected in the field and thick descriptions were made via naturalistic observation. 

Several methods were in place in order to capture such observations. Observations 

documented with photography, similar to techniques made by Martin Krieger.   Photo 

documentation of streetscapes to find patterns in both human movements and patterns 

within the built environment will be incorporated into the study.  Notes and stream of 

consciousness writings were used to capture observations as well. Therefore, naturalistic 

observations of the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax were captured through the use of 

photography and notes in order to create thick descriptions of the neighborhoods. Since the 

descriptions usually included accounts of the visual clues of the communities that offered 

insight into how it was experienced by its residents, these descriptions were mainly pertinent 

to the lived layer of space.  Since not all of the data could be collected through observing 

features and clues within the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax, secondary clues were 

needed. 



3.1.2 Secondary Data Sources 

 

Data collected through background research included the following: 

 

Community websites: Since the community website was basically the face of the community, it 

provided much information for the all three layers of the triad. For example, it could contain 

community events, the vision of the community, or current plans in the works. 

   

Statistics and Demographics:  This source provided a generalization of who resided in each of 

the communities. This type of information can reveal the resident’s socio-economic status, 

the type of housing most prevalent, as well as the racial composition of the neighborhood. 

Even though a community cannot be judged solely on demographics, it was helpful to gain a 

basic understanding of the community before conducting fieldwork. 

   

Point of Origin for the Communities: This source provided information especially pertaining to 

the conceived and perceived aspects of the triad. The point of origin for each community 

gave much insight into how the community arose, what type of planning, if any, was involved 

and what types of factors dictated its growth. This in turn provided information as to why a 

community may have certain physical appearance. For example, as noted in the introduction, 

Mariemont was a planned community , conceived for the purpose of providing housing for 

various socio-economic levels, including the factory workers. Therefore, Mariemont’s physical 

features, such as street patterns, landscaping, and architectural features were also a part of 

the plan, and are still in existence in the neighborhood today. 



 

Community Plans: Community Plans provided insight as to what the vision of the community. 

It is possible that it may also contain records of community participation.  In order to do this, 

plans for both communities were sought out from their point of conception, to the present. 

Any plan from that point until the current date was included. These plans were not heavily 

researched, as they were not the main focus of the study, but they helped to provide a better 

understanding of what went into the planning (or lack there of) of both communities.  The 

number of plans as well as a short summary of each plan was included in this section. The 

actual content of the plan provided insight into the visions for the community, why it 

contained certain physical features, and plans for the projected future.  

 

3.1.3 Classification and Analysis of Data 

 

This thesis depended a great deal on both the primary and secondary data sources.  Once this 

data was collected, the data was used to understand each layer of space(conceived, 

perceived, and lived). 

 

An arena of complexity must be noted in the sense that one piece of data can be analyzed in 

several different ways, allowing it to be classified within more than one of the layers of space.  

Therefore, different aspects of the same clues can be discussed, or interpreted in a variety of 

ways.  Clues analyzed are objective in their presence, but subjective in their interpretation. For 

example, one element observed within both of the communities was signage that was most 

likely temporary in nature, and controlled by the residents or administration. Conclusions as 



to what the signage signified about the community in relation to its actual existence, where it 

existed and the content of the signage will be included. Further discussions on these 

subjective interpretations will be presented below.  

 

Throughout Lefebvre’s writings as well as publications analyzing his triad, the perceived layer 

of space is discussed before the conceived. The reasoning behind this being that a space 

must be felt or physically experienced before it can be thought about or representations can 

be made of the area. This is the ordering that many scholars who discuss Lefebvre accept.  

This ordering is also acknowledged by the researcher, but regarding this thesis, the conceived 

layer of space within Mariemont and Fairfax will be described before the perceived. This 

decision was made mainly in relation to the conceived layer of space being more heavily 

weighted towards the notion that it is the thought of space before it was created instead of 

community representation of space.  There are several reasons why this decision was made, 

one being that the point of origin was thought to be of importance to the thesis and also one 

of the key reasons the two communities were chosen, as one was a planned community and 

the other was not. Also the scope of the thesis did not include much information before the 

notion of the community’s conception, therefore, there was not much discussion relating to 

how the space was perceived before it was initially conceived.  Further, the manner in which 

the communities were conceived and developed affected the current physical nature of the 

neighborhoods as well as the way in which residents and non-residents traversed the area. 

Therefore, the organization of the data as well as the analysis, was more straightforward if the 

conceived was described before the perceived. Although the order of the triad was altered for 

this particular thesis, it is not a statement that Lefebvre’s ordering was incorrect, it was merely 



adapted to allow for ease of comprehension of community data.  

 

Conceived Space 

The conceived layer of the triad was interpreted through collecting data that described both 

the notion of the communities before they were built as well as what the planners and 

community members envisioned for their future. This was accomplished by researching the 

point of origin of the communities, how they might have developed throughout the years, 

and any current plans. This category will include information relating to historic origins, 

community plans, (ranging from historic to current), maps, zoning codes, and aesthetic 

standards. 

 

The sources mentioned above are those of an expert nature. In order to fully grasp the 

conceived aspect, representations of space generated by the residents or administration must 

be examined. Since the community websites are the digital face of the neighborhood, the 

characteristics that the site was portraying will be discussed. Also, announcements (signage 

or digital) pertaining to events that had not occurred at the time of observation will also be 

placed in this section, as they were considered a part of the planning for the actual event, or 

the thought of the event before it happened.  

 

Perceived Space 

The perceived layer of space included the physical aspects of a community, how they were 

perceived by the senses, and in some cases how these aspects of a community effected 



patterns of movement. Therefore, data collection methods within the perceived section 

included naturalistic observation of the built environment, facilitated with the use of factors 

as discussed by Kevin Lynch.  These factors included Landmarks, Community Boundaries, 

Directed Lines, Landscaping, Repetition of Forms, Materials and Embellishments and Visual 

Hierarchy. In order to document what was observed, photographs and notes were taken.  The 

descriptions of the observable features were as follows.  

Landmarks: 
 “Isolated objects of peculiar form associated with key locations, which can be radially 
oriented by site,”( Banerjee, Lynch and Southworth 1990,135). Landmarks provide orientation 
and can emulate the character of the neighborhood. 
 

Edges /Community Boundaries:  
Community Boundaries manifest in the notion that there is a clear sense when one is leaving 
or entering a community, which could be felt through landscaping or other elements of the 
built environment. They were also pertinent organizational elements in the sense that they 
assisted in holding together a community space (Lynch 1960, 47).  
 

Directed Lines  
 “Strongly organized lines, with a visible or felt direction concentrating transport and 
intensive uses, from which other points can be related as from a spine or axis”(Banerjee, 
Lynch, and Southworth 1990,135) Directed lines are viewing points for most people and 
many times control what is being seen. They provide orientation, and usually the principle 
elements that influenced the image of the city (Lynch 1960, 47).  
 

Landscaping/”Natural Elements”:  
Landscaping had the potential to create cohesion and help to enhance the sense of place, 
and aided the creating of other elements, such as community boundaries.  
 

Repetition of  Forms:  
Repetition of Forms create harmony or character and in turn aid in the creation of a sense of 
place.  
 

Materials and Embellishments: 
“There is a warmth in intricacy of detail…it is enjoyable and interesting to look at in detail, to 



see fantasy forms in complicated shapes and to read double meanings”  
(Banerjee, Lynch and Southworth 1990,139). 
 

Visual Hierarchy:  
The way in which aspects of the built environment relate to each other as well as the manner 
that people relate to the built environment.  
 

Lived Space 

Lived space was classified as the lived experiences of the residents within their communities, 

or the drama of everyday life. This included how residents interact with other residents, how 

they felt about their community, or the presence of networks of association.  The framework 

for the lived layer will be more in-depth because it is the main focus of the study. Lefebvre 

stated that “space may be marked physically, as with animals’ use of smells or human groups’ 

use of visual or auditory indicators; alternatively, it may be marked abstractly, by means of 

discourse, by means of signs”. (Lefebvre 1974).    

 

Space thus acquires symbolic value. Symbols, on this view, always imply an emotional 

investment, an effective charge (fear, attraction, etc.)”  Therefore, the location of the signs and 

symbols will be sought out in global, or public spaces, mixed, or intermediate spaces, and 

private, or residential spaces. Within each of the layers, the signs and symbols will be further 

broken down into distinct classifications.  They are 1)people, 2) the built 

environment/landscaping and 3)signage/announcement/advertising. These categories were 

chosen because of their relevance to other scholarly works and the methods of observation 

typically used to analyze and interpret space. 

People: 
This section included observations of actual people as well as records of their actions. 



These records included both documentation in text or photographs. Witnessing an 

event or finding documentation of an event was seen as proof of the lived experiences 

of the residents of the community.   In much of Martin Krieger’s work, he discussed the 

importance of observing the choreography that residents perform in their everyday 

life.  This gives great insight into the “drama of everyday life” within the communities. 

While observing the people within the communities and searching for records of their 

actions, both formal and informal networks of association were uncovered. These 

observations can be classified as social capital, and also provided insight into how 

invested people were in their community, how invested they were with other 

members of the community and the manner in which they interacted with the outside 

world. Other types of observation in this category included attendance in community 

functions, utilization of community amenities, traversing of community streets, or 

making use of their private yard space.  These interactions could be classified as 

Global, Mixed, or Private Spaces. For example, how people make use of their own yard 

or porch was classified as interaction within a private space, and people utilizing 

community amenities was classified as interactions within global spaces. Martin 

Krieger stated in his research that the choreography of people is hard to capture. 

Therefore, other types of clues must be studied, and these additional clues will be 

discussed below (Krieger 2003). 

  

The Built Environment and Landscaping: 

Even though both the built environment and landscaping can be considered 

perceived space, there were elements and ‘clues’ that were discovered about these 

features that provided much insight into the lived aspects of a community.  For 

example, this is true in relation to improvements made to and within the built 

environment.  “Area wide street improvements… may represent action by a merchant 

group, or by a city. In any case, they represent special efforts to improve or maintain 

business, perhaps in response to a perceived decline” (Jacobs 1985, 64). The same can 

also be said to maintenance of features of the built environment.  “The maintenance of 

public ways is usually a public job, though residents and merchants are often 



responsible for keeping sidewalks maintained.  In most societies, there is some 

expectation that the public ways should be in good condition. “(Jacobs 1985, 70). The 

condition of the housing also proved the importance that the residents placed on 

their house and neighborhood. That being said, judging a house purely on 

maintenance was not complete, since public appearances may not be as important to 

that community member.    

(Jacobs 1985, 72). 

 

Non-Residential uses and amenities that are available to the public can also be an 

indicator of the type of residents that live in the area. Usually within a residential or 

commercial area, special purpose buildings can be found, such as churches or schools. 

“Older public buildings help to tell us who the earlier development was for and who 

lives there presently”(Jacobs 1985, 53). Changes to these buildings “may be clues to a 

neighborhood’s influence and its vulnerability to change, past and present”(Jacobs 

1985, 53).  

 

 Landscaping adds to the way a community is perceived, but the presence or lack of 

landscaping in both the public and private realm communicated much about 

community attitudes and the lived experiences of the community members.  For 

example, extra care into a community member’s yard proved that the resident most 

likely had positive feelings about their neighborhood, while yards in disrepair proved 

that the resident may have felt the opposite. (Jacobs 1985, 49). 

  

The type of landscaping also provided clues as to how the residents communicated 

and interacted with their neighbors both within the community and outside of their 

community. For example ”hedges, trees, and flower beds can be arranged in a way 

that makes communication between neighbors easy or difficult”(Jacobs 1985, 49).  

This was true for other landscaping devices, such as fencing. If the landscaping or 

landscaping materials are set up in a certain fashion, then it can be assumed, that 

people will be more likely to talk and interact with each other (Jacobs 1985, 49).   



 

 ‘Turfing’ was also an important aspect of landscaping to observe. “It says who goes 

where, who belongs, and who does not…turfing messages area writ large across 

cities, in new property lines, and identification boundaries, on maps, and in 

documents; with hedges, fences, walls, curbs; by means of signs, symbols, markers, 

locks, directions, and warnings, and beyond all this, in human images and attitude” 

(Clay 1975, 156).  Therefore landscaping clues can be interpreted as being both 

positive and negative, and contribute to the lived experiences of a community.  

 

Signage/Advertisements/Announcements 

Signage that was studied did not only refer to commercial signage, but non-

permanent signage that was controlled by members of the community or 

administration. Since the residents of the neighborhood can control the signage, it  

provided useful clues into the drama of their everyday life. Such signs could also be 

advertisements for different networks of association found within the community, 

which was evident of social capital within the community. 

 

Alan Jacobs stated that, “signs are the most important clues in understanding an 

environment,”(Jacobs 58). They can give insight into the turnover rate in the 

community and the desire to reside in the community. He further goes on to state 

that, “Public information signs and notices advise of many things beyond their literal 

message: how active a community is, who is looking for what, who the residents are, 

and whether the area is oriented to local residents or a larger community”(Jacobs 59). 

 

Turfing (mentioned previously in relation to landscaping, also included signage, which 

can be used, ”as a tactic to reinforce local residents and it is a way of repulsing 

intruders,”(Jacobs 1975, 174).  This can be done with the use of fencing or “keep out” 

signage. “Above all turfing  is a two edged sword, serving both to keep “them” out, 

and to keep “us” within.  The very act of setting up turf…serves to reinforce the 

seperateness of those on the inside”(Clay 1975, 175). 



 

Signage analyzed within this sectioned mostly related to what the presence of the 

signage indicted about the community, where the signage was located within the 

neighborhood boundaries, and some features related to content.  There was a 

difference noted if the signage was in support of the school system, for example, or a 

cause and if the signage was promoting a specific event.  If the signage was 

advertising an event that had not occurred yet, the content analysis of the signage 

was placed in the conceived section.   

 

3.2 Methods of Analysis 

Even though this data was gathered using the ideas of Henri Lefebvre, Grady Clay and Allen 

Jacobs, the analysis performed will be based on ‘etic’ research practices, meaning that one 

person is making observations and drawing conclusions based on these observations 

(Moudon 1992, 336). For this thesis, the researcher conducted naturalistic observations of the 

Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax.   

 

The data collected was separated into four different sections, the first section provided 

information regarding demographic and background information about the Villages of 

Mariemont and Fairfax.  This section included maps, charts, and graphs. Then, data 

pertaining to the conceived layer of space and data pertaining to the perceived layer of 

space were extracted.  Images, as well as initial findings, were also included. These three 

sections were provided in order to create the groundwork necessary to analyze and 

understand the lived layer of space, which occurred in the final section.  



Qualitative data was analyzed and then analysis was used to compare and contrast the 

findings for each layer of the triad. The main focus of this segment was the comparison of 

the drama of everyday life in Mariemont and the drama of everyday life in Fairfax. Specific 

comparisons and analysis will include the following: 

1) Assessments of the perceived, conceived and lived layers of space in both 

Mariemont and Fairfax. 

 

2) The relationships between the perceived, conceived and lived layers of space in 
both Mariemont and Fairfax.  
 

3) How the relationships between the layers of space in Mariemont differ from the 

relationships between the layers of space in Fairfax.  

 

3.3 Summery of Methodological Procedures 

In order to answer the research questions pertaining to the three layers of space, primary and 

secondary data was collected. Each layer employed a different method of data collection and 

utilized different sources. For example, analysis of the conceived layer used primarily 

secondary sources, such as community plans, in order to establish the past and present 

visions of the communities.  Observation as used to find promotional materials, such as 

signage, to illustrate the types of events planned. For analysis of the perceived layer, data was 

gathered in the field, with observation of the physical qualities of the built environment 

through features developed by Kevin Lynch such as landmarks, community boundaries, 

directed lines, landscaping, repetition of forms, materials and embellishments and visual 

hierarchy.  Data pertaining to the lived experiences of a community was collected through 



primary and secondary sources. The data was sorted in two ways, first in relation to the 

content of the clue (people, landscaping and the built environment, and signage), then in 

relation to where the clues were found (private space, mixed space, and global space). 

Identical data collection methods were employed in both Mariemont and Fairfax. Qualitative 

analysis was used to understand the layers of space in each community in order to create 

themes for the manner in which the lived layer of space manifested itself in each community. 

The following charts are a visual summary of the methodology as informed by the research 

noted in the literature review.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 2: Overarching Methodological Framework Diagram 

  

Source: Author, 2009 



 

Chart 3: Methodological Framework of the Layers of Space 

 

 



 

Source: Author, 2009 

 



Chart 4: Classification of Clues found within the Lived Layer of Space 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 5: Detailed Overview of the Methodological Framework 

 

 

Source: Author, 2009 



3.4 Research Limitations 

Ethnography implies that research methods that utilize naturalistic observation and face-to-

face interviews. Although interviews with community residents would have been necessary 

for a true ethnography, this type of communication was outside of the scope of this thesis. 

This study, however, has provided groundwork for future research that will include interviews 

with residents. It is further noted that techniques such as observation and visual diagnosis 

were not all inclusive.  Quantifiable methods of analysis, although an important part of 

understanding a community, were also outside the scope of this thesis. 

 

There were also several limitations resulting from the use naturalistic observation.  Although 

scholars and researchers in the field of urban planning influenced the framework for 

observation, the researcher was the only observer in the data collection process.  Therefore, 

some personal bias may be evident within the conclusions. It has been acknowledged that no 

one observation can be completely correct, and this thesis did not attempt to prove that the 

conclusions presented were correct and the only perspective available.  The researcher 

consciously understands that each observer views a neighborhood differently. Another 

person conducting the same study, might make different conclusions resulting in different 

comparisons between the two communities.  

 

There were also research limitations that dealt with the nature of the three layers when 

taken from abstract space into social space. When completing this act, the true intricacies 

of the triad come to life.  (Simonsen 2005). Therefore, it must be noted that “its three 



conceptually distinct aspects are actually inseparable in the situations under analysis, 

resulting in quite a bit of overlap and interaction among them”(Carp 2009, 132). Another 

difficulty with the study is that the researcher’s explanations of space are abstractions of 

space as seen in the real world, and also the way in which the researcher has defined the 

triad is also an abstraction of the triad as described by Lefebvre as well as author, Jana 

Carp (Carp 2009, 132). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 4: Setting the Stage 

 

Mariemont and Fairfax are located on the Eastern side of Cincinnati. Even though they appear 

to be within the Cincinnati city limits, they are actually their own separate villages, located 

within Hamilton County. 

 

 

Image 5: Mariemont and Fairfax Within Cincinnati 

 

 

Source: CAGIS, 2008 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 6: Mariemont and Fairfax 

 

 

  

 

 

Source: CAGIS, 2008 

 

Situated side by side, the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax share a fairly large border, with 

the same main street (Wooster), crossing through both Villages. Although both of their 

neighborhood business districts exist on the same street, they could not be further apart both 

visually and types of businesses that exist. This will be additionally discussed within different 

section of the thesis.  Even though there is a difference in the way that the two communities 

visually appear, they share similar components in the types of land uses they contain. 

For example, they both contain a business district, on the main road(Wooster) within the 

neighborhood, which is surrounded by residential uses. They also both contain light and 

heavy industrial areas, which are separated from the other uses, which is inline with Euclidian 

Zoning.  Mariemont’s industrial area is separated in such a manor that it actually appears to 

be in Fairfax.  



Image 7: Zoning Map of Fairfax  

 

Source: Wooster Revitalization Plan,2000 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 8: Zoning Map of Mariemont 

 

Source: Village of Mariemont Website, 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Community Profile 

 

This section of the chapter was present because it will give insight into who lives in the 

separate communities pertaining to the ethnicity, median income, median house value, and 

industry that employs the majority of the population.  

 

The information was placed in a separate chapter since it did not deal directly with the 

content of the three layers, but it was important to know when analyzing the communities.  

Also, gaining background information about who lives within the community assisted in 

evaluation how or why the residents of the community live within their community.  For the 

most part, this information was displayed either in chart or graph form, with a summery at the 

end. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Chart 6: Demographic Information 

 

Source: Social Explorer, 2008 



Chart 7: Demographic Information 

 

Source: Social Explorer, 2008 



Some basic information that was important to note was that the area of Fairfax was slightly 

smaller than the area of Mariemont.  Mariemont has a larger population, but the difference in 

population was greater than the difference in the area of the neighborhoods. This could be a 

result of Fairfax having a larger industrial area than Mariemont, with a denser residential area. 

Also, regarding the population, Fairfax has a smaller population change since 2000, which 

could state that Fairfax residents reside longer within the community. 

 

Fairfax had a lower median income, as well as lower housing values and mean prices for 

houses to condos than Mariemont.  Also, the statistics show that Mariemont has residents 

that had a higher education level than the residents in Fairfax, which in turn effects the 

professions that many of the inhabitants hold. In general, it can seem to be true that people 

that chose to live in Mariemont held “white collar” jobs, while people that chose live in Fairfax 

held “blue collar” jobs. A similar aspect of the two communities is that they both are fairly 

homogenous, race wise. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



A Walk (Drive) Through the Neighborhoods: 
 

Image 9: Path from Fairfax into Mariemont 

 

 

Source: CAGIS 2007 

 

 

The way to Fairfax was on Columbia Parkway, which was an expressway or parkway that begins in 

downtown and extended into The Village on Fairfax.  It provided access and traveled though several 

different neighborhoods before Fairfax.  Just before the beginning of Fairfax, the road was not 

surrounded by, highway barriers, trees, lights, and hills.  In fact, much of Columbia Parkway was built 

within a hill. From a distance, the Frishes Mainliner can be seen on the left, and a cluster of office 

buildings, as well as the Kellog’s factory, which is actually a part of Mariemont can be seen on the 

right. Lights, telephone wires, and trees were also noticeable.  

 

 

 

 

 



Image 10:Fairfax into Mariemont; Fairfax 

 

Source: Google Maps, 2009 
 

As one approached and passed though the first stop light in the Fairfax commercial area, a 

road traveling to the industrial areas of Mariemont and Fairfax can be seen on the right, as 

well as a driveway that provided access to a Fifth Third Bank, and a small office area 

containing among other businesses, an art gallery. This area seemed to have somewhat of an 

aesthetic congruency, featuring brick, with an essence of the Greek revival style. 

Image 11:Fairfax into Mariemont; Fairfax 

Source: Google Maps, 2009 



Traveling further on Wooster, there were several entrances to a larger residential area on the 

left and entrances to smaller, isolated businesses on the right. There were also a variety of 

businesses on this strip of road.  Such businesses and restaurants included Skyline, Wendy’s, 

Snappy Tomato Pizza, several bars including the Wooster Tavern and the, the Church of God, 

The Pansy Patch(flowers), Coffee and Cream, a scuba shop, a landscaping company, and 

Midas. The landscaping was sparse, which only a few feet of the street contained uniform 

trees and sculptures. Sidewalks also seemed to occur on the most of the street segments. The 

other main visible features included telephone wires, and signage from the various clustering 

of businesses.  Also as one traversed further down the street, it was noticed that many 

storefronts were empty and a few others are going out of business. 

 

 Image 12: Fairfax into Mariemont; Fairfax 

 

Source: Google Maps, 2009 

Heading towards Mariemont, the landscape started to change. There were large trees with 

dense foliage, creating an entrance into the next Village. There was also a wood carved 

sign welcoming one to the neighborhood. 



Image 13: Fairfax into Mariemont; Mariemont 

Source: Google Maps, 2009 

 

Traveling further into the neighborhood, the dense foliage continued with residential access 

streets occasionally occurring to the right and left of Wooster.  A park then emerged on the 

right with a playground and a large lower. A sign pointing to Old Town could be seen on the 

left. From Wooster Pike, one could observe a small clustering of buildings, a clearing with 

statues, a church, and a community meeting facility. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 14: Fairfax into Mariemont; Mariemont 

 

 

Source: Google Maps, 2009 

 

The landscaping contained colorful flowers and green shrubs. Traveling further, one could see 

the Mariemont School on the left. All the buildings in this area had a visual congruency.  

Further down the road were businesses, smaller in scale, such as a dry cleaner, a chiropractic, 

knick knack shops, a Starbucks, and several restaurants. 

 



Then one would encounter the village square, which featured residential access points on the 

right, a landscaped greenspace in the middle, with a fountain and seating. On the left, there 

was the Mariemont Inn, a movie theater, and an ice cream shop. There seemed to be a 

vacancy in the building that shared the movie theater. There was a side street, which also 

contained a pizza restaurant and a bank. The whole vicinity was well landscaped with large 

trees. There were no telephone wires, and the signage attached to the actual building 

structures were made out of a wood-like. Continuing down Wooster Pike, the same 

atmosphere was present, with the large, lush trees, and several residential access points. 

There was also a municipal building. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 5: Findings 

5.1 The Conceived 

This chapter related to the conceived layer of space. It included the point of origin of each 

community, which shed light into the reasons behind the conception of the community. As 

none of the layers exist alone, this portion of the chapter will include how the origin and the 

conception of the community affected the perceived layer, or the current aesthetic 

properties.  This chapter also provided an overview of the plans or community studies in 

order to gain insight into how the community members, or at least the administration of the 

community envisioned the future. Some of the plans are regional, which showed how the 

greater Cincinnati area viewed the villages within the context of a city or portion of a city. 

Because of time constraints, not every plan or every aspect of the conceived will be found, 

and discussed.  

5.1.1 Mariemont: Point of Origin 

 

Great care and planning went into the creation of the site of Mariemont. Mary Emery 

conceived the idea of Mariemont in the 1920s.  She was appalled by the deplorable housing 

conditions available to the factory workers in downtown Cincinnati and wanted to create a 

community in which members from all socio-economic classes could live and interact within 

the same space (Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005).  Basically, Mariemont was a 

community founded specifically to provide quality housing for the city’s factory workers. It 

was also founded on the notion that there should be diversity of socio- economic levels 

within the community.  From its inception, Mariemont was designed to have a certain or 



intended sense of place, one that was open and inviting to all Cincinnati residents.  It was 

designed to facilitate activity in order to entice social interaction among the community 

members. Not only was Mariemont intended to benefit the citizens of Cincinnati, it was also 

designed to be a model or “National Exemplar,” as it’s founders were hoping that this type of 

community could be replicated throughout the country (Mariemont: The New Town 1925,19).  

 

The People: 

Mary Emery 

Mary Emery was a very generous woman, who after witnessing the deaths of her husband 

and two sons, was determined to live a full life, filled with service to others.  She had a hand in 

the creation of Christ Hospital and donated money to complete an entire wing of the 

Cincinnati Art Museum.   Her most famous accomplishment was the creation of Mariemont, 

one of the first planned communities in the area. As mentioned above, she was inspired to do 

so because of the horrible living conditions in the downtown area. She wanted to create an 

environment in which the every day working -man would have a comfortable place to live 

and raise a family (Mariemont Preservation Foundations, 2005). 

 

John Nolen 

John Nolen was hired by Mary Emery and business partner, Charles Livingood to plan 

Mariemont. At this point in time, Nolen was already a well- known planner. His past works 

included enhancements to Cohasset, Massachusetts in 1916, the Union Park Gardens near 

Wilmington, Delaware in 1918, and the planned community of Kingsport, Tennessee in 1919. 

He was attracted to the planning of Mariemont because he, “believed in design, but unlike 



most city planners today, he was not wedded to high-density development. He wanted 

everyone--not just the rich--to have their own homes, their own gardens, and access to 

nearby parks and playgrounds. (Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005).  

 

Charles J. Livingood 

Charles Livingood was a very close friend to the Emery family and especially to Mary after her husband 

died.  Mary first introduced her idea of Mariemont to Livingood and it was he who visited various 

other garden suburbs around the country, collecting ideas for a community of their own.   He then 

met with the leaders of Cincinnati and encouraged them to allow for the creation of Mariemont.  He 

was also responsible for hiring John Nolen as well as the architects affiliated with the project 

(Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005).  

 

Attainment of the Site: 

 Livingood went to great lengths to find and purchase the perfect site for Mariemont. The original site 

consisted of 230 acres in Columbia Township. It was mostly farmland, ravines and forests, interrupted 

only by two main bisecting roads. The images below depict photographs that were taken during 

Livingood’s many site visits. He envisioned these places to be sites for houses, as school, and a church 

(Rogers 2001, 19). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 15. Photographs From Livingood’s Journal  

 

Source: John Nolen and Mariemont, 2005 

 

Livingood was attracted to this site because it was bordered by several well-established communities 

as well as a streetcar line.  One such neighborhood was Fairfax, which was then a small community 

located to the west of Mariemont. In this sense, Fairfax played a significant part in determining the 

location and western boundary of Mariemont  (Rogers 2001, 17-18).  The land Livingood wanted to 

purchase had thirty different owners.  As to not attract any publicity, he secretly purchased land 

though a realtor in Chicago. The land purchases were completed in 1922 (Rogers 2001, 22). 

 

Their Objectives: 

Mary Emery’s main objective for Mariemont was that it was to be easily accessible for all walks of life. 

This is why a combination of single bedroom apartments and a multitude of sizes of single- family 

homes were offered to the people of Cincinnati. Visually, Mariemont was designed as a college of 

different architectural styles mixed together to form one cohesive community. The mixing of the 

many different styles was a huge feat considering it included 

“English Half Timber Jacobean, exemplified by the Ripley and LaBoutillier groups 

around Oak and Chestnut Streets, the English Half Timber Elizabethan of the Atterbury 

group at Sheldon Close, the Georgian Philadelphia row house at Murray (designed by 



Gilchrist), the Colonial Elzner and Anderson Dutch gambrel roofed houses of Linden 

Place, and the colonial “St. Louis” units of the Cellatius units down Beech Street. 

Cellarius also designed the Boathouse. Additional styles are represented by the 

Italianate Parish Center building and the English Norman of the “gem of the Village”, 

the community church,”(Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005). 

 

John Nolen accomplished much in the creation of the look and feel of Mariemont and much 

of what he did still effects the Mariemont of today.  He was able to straighten Wooster Pike so 

that it would run through the center of the city.  He also was able to construct the phone and 

electric wires underground so as not to disrupt the scenery. Although many of Emery’s 

dreams were realized, outside threats, such as Emery’s death in 1927 as well as the Great 

Depression, did not allow for the absolute completion of this planned community (Mariemont 

Preservation Foundation, 2005).  

 

John Nolen’s Plan for Mariemont 

Even though, not all of the land was purchased until 1922, many arrangements were made to 

formulate a plan so construction could follow soon after the parcels were acquired.  In 1920 

John Nolen, Community Planner, was hired to design the Village of Mariemont (Rogers 2001, 

27).  Nolen, having much experience in the designing of planned communities, had a formula, 

which he thought successful communities should follow.  His formula primarily dealt with the 

physical nature of the community, as one might expect given the focus on site 

implementation.  The formula states that 1) the city should have the perfect geographical 

location, 2) the local plan for a town should be based upon topographical conditions and 

should be within the correct location to highways and water frontages, 3) the character of the 



town should coincide with the purpose of the land use and 4) The size of the community 

must have some consideration, otherwise the fundamental planning, the parts not easily 

changed, cannot be satisfactorily determined (Rogers 2001, 30). Concerning Mariemont 

specifically, Nolen concentrated much on the amenities, such as sewage, the layout of the 

streets, the landscaping, as well as the architectural standards (Rogers 2001, 28-40). 

 

Although John Nolen had strong ideals that everyman should be able to own their own 

house and be able to appreciate their surroundings, his main concern and expertise was the 

visual aspects of the community as well its functionality. (Mariemont Preservation 

Foundation, 2005).  Nolen, as well as Livingood, thought it was important for Mariemont to 

have visual congruency.  It can be speculated that one reason for this was also a result of the 

intended use of Mariemont as a national exemplar. It needed to be designed in such a way 

that it could be easily reproduced in other communities. Therefore much regulation was put 

into place regarding maintenance of buildings and landscaping.  Personal touches, such as 

paint color and embellishments, were not permitted, as any building façade must recognize 

the original plans created by the architects (Rogers 2001, 112).  Construction was allowed for 

the people who bought land, but they were encouraged to follow examples of housing 

already in place and they were to get their designs approved by the head architect before 

construction commenced (Rogers 2001, 113). 

 

Through Nolen’s talent and expertise, a successful framework of a community arose. Image 16 

depicts one of Nolen’s original drawings of Mariemont. It further shows that John Nolen and 

the other people affiliated with the creation of Mariemont did have a notion of a sense of 



place for the community, but the actual sense of place did not arise until the area became 

populated. For all of its physical success, the community never was successful in providing 

affordable housing for the working class. In downtown Cincinnati, the average monthly rent 

for a four-room apartment was $24.20.  In Mariemont, the lowest rent was $35. It started off as 

a community consisting of middle class families, but by the 1940’s much of the community 

was populated by an upper-middle class population who sought out the benefits of a 

planned community (Hurley 1983, 111). 

 

Image 16. Illustration by John Nolen 

 

Source: John Nolen and Mariemont,2005 

 

The Conceived of the Past Affects the Perceived  

Although the intended population diversity of Mariemont did not occur, the strict regulations 

allowed for many of the visual assets to remain unchanged. Through the landmarks, strong 

community boundaries, directed lines and landscaping, a sense of community togetherness 

were created (Banerjee, Lynch and Southworth 1990).  Members of the community, as well as 



visitors to the community were enticed by the interactive quality of the designed 

environments and the sense of safety. 

 

5.1.2 Mariemont: Plans and Planning Documents 

 

Projects: 
Since much of the framework and the visual character was established in the beginning the of 

the community’s existence, many of the plans and updates to the community dealt with 

minor changes and additions. For example, there are currently street update plans in the 

works, in which there would be street repairs and curb additions to streets such as Mt. Vernon 

Avenue, Harvard Acres and Indianview Road. Residents are excited because they feel that the 

curbs will force cars to slow down, but Mariemont engineer stated that “concrete curb, 

though beneficial, is more of an aesthetic proposal than a necessary improvement from an 

engineering standpoint” (Enquirer 2009). 

 

Other projects include larger construction in which, the plans of Mariemont’s past are still 

effecting the current developments. Recently, a 29 condominium unit has been completed 

that was based off the tudor style architecture used in John Nolen’s 1921 plan of Mariemont. 

This development seeks to serve residents who want to “downsize their living space and 

upsize amenities and convenience”(Bernard-Kuhn 2008).  

 
Plans: 
 

Village of Mariemont North Square District Study 

This study was created because it was noted that many of the zoning codes were too strict to 

built and new developments. The Mariemont administration though that construction 



projects should be allowed in order to meet modern needs. It was also thought that many of 

the developments John Nolen planned for the Village Square were not able to occur as a 

result of the Great Depression. Therefore, new structures would allow for the Mariemont that 

was originally envisioned. These projects were proposed to include mixed use and high-

density condo areas, which currently would not be allowed according to current regulations. 

As a result, amendments to the zoning zone were proposed. “The new district would permit 

high density residential development, allow limited mixed use opportunities, include 

increased height and reduced setbacks, and require architectural review of new buildings or 

building additions” (Village of Mariemont North Square District Study 2009, 4-5). 

 

In order to create a zoning district that allowed new developments, a community meeting 

was held to ensure that the residents of the community were content with the proposal. In 

2009, 64 members of community attended a public meeting. The project and history of the 

plan was presented to the attendants, with discussion to follow. The following section 

showed the vision that the community members of Mariemont have for their community, and 

in turn showed the conceived ideas of the inhabitants.  

Issues supported included: 
-mixing residential uses with offices and commercial uses 

-Increasing the density 

 

Concerns included: 
-the potential for vacant storefronts if mixed use was allowed 

-the potential for increased density to impact the character of Mariemont 

-the effect of increased traffic associated with increased use 

-the need for parking to be accommodated 

 



Mixed opinions 

-strong support for allowing mixed use high density development along Madisonville Road  

-there were others that indicated severe reservations 

 

Additional Comments in Relation to New Development 

-increasing the tax base in the village through higher density and new commercial uses 

- a more diverse range of housing styles to allow older residents to stay in Mariemont 

- building form provided a great deal of detailed suggestions for development regulations 

- 2 to 3 story buildings, no building should be taller than the Mariemont Inn 

- some referenced Jordan Park as an example of a building that is too high for the setback       from the 
road and adjacent homes 

- new buildings should be constructed in the Tudor style to match existing architecture 

-  buildings to be built right on Madisonville Road to allow a “European feel.” 

- maintain a family-friendly, park-like setting in new development 

 

In summation, the community members seemed to be attracted to the idea of mixed uses 

and increased density, but were concerned that the impacts of the developments would 

effect the character of the community.  

 

Regulations: 
In the past, an intended sense of place was created through regulation, and it is a trend that 

continueed to this day. In general, any maintenance done by community members or 

business owners requires a building permit, excluding painting, interior decorating, planting 

and ordinary repairs costing under $500(Village of Mariemont, 2005).  Many other regulations 

are also in place in order to maintain Mariemont’s visual appeal and uniformity. One such rule 

is that there is no parking allowed on the streets from 1am-6-pm. A special permit is required 

to park on the street if there is not enough parking space available in a driveway (Village of 

Mariemont 2005).   

 



There are also regulations that pertain specifically to the business district.  Strict guidelines 

exist as to what types of awnings can be used, what types of signage can be used and the 

fonts that can be incorporated into the signage (appendix A) have been specified (Village of 

Mariemont Zoning Code 2007, 93).  Regulations also exist regarding the types of businesses 

allowed in the area.  They allow for the inclusion of grocery stores, movie theaters, medical 

offices, hobby shops, banks, beauty shops, hotels and post offices.  They prohibit automobile 

filling stations and auto body repair shops, 24-hour dry-cleaning services, drive-through 

restaurants or bakeries employing more than four people (Village of Mariemont Zoning Code 

2007, 31). Size requirements are also in place for the businesses. (Village of Mariemont Zoning 

Code 2007, 53). These zoning regulations allow for the leaders of the community, such as the 

Architectural Review Board, the Building Appeal Board, the Planning and Zoning Commission, 

the Building Commissioner, and the Village Council to control the types of businesses that are 

allowed in the community as well as the architectural features of these businesses.  

 

It must be noted that much of the reasoning behind the upkeep of Mariemont is likely a 

result of its historic nature.   Mariemont is a nationally known planned community 

designed by a nationally recognized urban planner so it is important for the community 

to preserve these qualities and protect its history.  Without these standards, the integrity 

of the community could have been compromised. 

Also included within the conceived section was in relation to clues that were effected by the 

actual residents of Mariemont.  This included the manner in which the community 

represented their own space, which could be found on the website, and materials such as 



signage, advertising community events.   

 

5.1.3 Mariemont: Community Representations of Space 

 

The Village of Mariemont Community Website:  

The website of the Mariemont Community website was designed in a way that allowed the 

information to be easily accessible by residents and non-residents alike.   Information 

included a historical profile of the community, descriptions of the town meetings, social and 

civic events as well as technical information. The content of the material found on the website 

suggested that the people were proud of their heritage and current traditions.  The fact that 

much of the information was easy to access, permitted Mariemont to be viewed as open 

community.     

 

Events : 

There were also several events that were posted on the website from March 28th to May 7th. 

These events included the Eastern Egg Hunt and a Progressive Dinner.  A featured event on 

the events page was an art exhibit entitled “Fresh Impressions” that was organized by the 

Women’s Art Club.  

 

Events within Mariemont are constantly in rotation. The paragraph above was 

documented during one visit. The image below documented the events page during the 

next visit. 

 



 

Image 17: Example of the Events Taking Place Within Mariemont 

 

Source: Village of Mariemont Website, 2009 

 

 

Some events within Mariemont occur continuously or are annual. For example, there are 

Sunday Concerts at Dogwood Park.  Other events held within Mariemont were promoted by 

the Mariemont Preservation Foundation, which will be described in further sections.  They 

included “Cocktails and Collectables,” “Taste of Mariemont,” and the Mariemont Preservation 

Foundation Holiday Reception. 

 

 

 



5.1.4 Fairfax: Point of Origin 

Fairfax was developed quite differently than Mariemont. It originated in the Little Miami River 

Valley, and as a result, has always been favorable for human settlement. In 1796, the first 

white settler, Jonathan Sites, resided in the area, and in the 1800s, flour and lumber mills 

populated the region. Also, in that same time period (1828), construction began on the 

Wooster Turnpike, and in 1835, Fairfax became a connection to the railroads along the 

Cincinnati-Springfield route.  By the 1900s, the village, although still rural, quickly began to 

industrialize. The development of transportation in the area made this process inevitable as it 

often develops in areas where major is transportation available.  Large companies located on 

Wooster Pike included Ford Motor Company and Swallens (Wooster 2000). 

 

Residentially, several families owned the land known as Fairfax before the large estates were 

partitioned to form subdivisions. Around 1910, a piece of land that was originally owned by 

the Ferris Family was divided, with one section utilized for the first documented real estate 

development. It was planned to be a “community free from politics, vice, and crime, where 

solid American citizens may dwell contentedly in modest homes, without the burden of 

taxes” (Steele 1976, 9). Residents living there were actually free from taxes until 1916. In the 

early stages of development the community consisted of dirt streets without sidewalks and 

lacked gas, electric, and water.  Regardless, a building boom still occurred and, by1920, water 

was introduced, and by 1930, gas and electric became available.  Also, during this time, much 

of the land was still dedicated to farmland, but subdivisions were quickly being built.  

 



In its early years, Fairfax did not have a large enough population to be annexed into 

Cincinnati, or incorporated as its own town. In 1923, they applied for annexation into 

Cincinnati, but the city decided the residents were too poor, to accrue enough tax money. 

Then, in 1953, Cincinnati wanted to annex Fairfax, but the motion was denied.  Around the 

same time, the Civic Association was created to start a movement to incorporate Fairfax as its 

own town. The Association initiated this idea through the use of meetings and petitions. In 

1955, the official boundaries were drawn and within these boundaries included three estates 

and three subdivisions (Steele 1976, 11).  

 

Several key buildings, such as schools, churches and recreation centers, were constructed in 

the early existence of Fairfax.  One main theme associated with the majority of public 

buildings built, was that they usually originated as a small, simple structure, and then either 

needed additions or completely new buildings in order to accommodate the growing 

population. One example was the Fairfax Church, which was first built in 1918.  Its original 

frame was situated on Wooster and Watterson and consisted of one room. Continual 

improvements and additions were made until a new building was constructed on Southern 

Avenue (Steele 1976, 14).  By 1976, four churches existed, including St. Margaret Church of 

Cortona, Fairfax United Presbyterian Church, Fairfax Church of Narareen, and Four Square 

Gospel Church. Many of these churches had several locations, including the Fairfax Church of 

Nazarene, which first congregated in a tent.  

 

By the 1920s, commercial uses began to develop, mainly on Wooster Pike and many of the 

residential structures that existed on Wooster Pike were removed for such uses.  This 



transition was another example of how the Village of Fairfax was constantly adapting to meet 

the needs of the changing population.  With the rise in population, the streets were upgraded 

from the dirt roads and wooden planks.  By the 1960’s, Columbia Parkway was extended to 

connect to Wooster Pike, bringing more traffic to the area.  

 

Also, through the rise in population, many organizations began to form. One such 

organization included the Civic Association, which was mentioned earlier. In addition to 

ensuring that Fairfax gained the Village status, this association also “remembered the needy 

and shut ins of the Village, and sponsored the children’s annual Christmas Party, as well as 

developed and maintained the picnic grove, adjacent to the Fairfax Swim Club”(Steele 1976, 

25). Other organizations formed included the Volunteer Fire Department (1957), the Ladies 

Auxiliary (1960) and the Recreation Commission (1964). 

  

 Initial investigation of the areas of Mariemont and Fairfax revealed differences in the ways 

these communities were conceived and developed.  Mariemont’s existence was based on 

expert knowledge, while Fairfax developed according to the laws of location and industry. 

 

5.1.5 Fairfax: Plans and Planning Documents 
 

Overall, Fairfax did not create plans in the early state of its existence, but recently it was 

involved and included in several community and regional plans. There also were many recent 

updates to the plans, zoning codes, and regulation administrators. The Zoning code was 

created in 1955, but was not updated until 2000. From 2000-2006, the code was amended six 



times, which proved that issues of that nature are more important now than they were in 

earlier times.  

 

There are two plans in general that deal directly with Fairfax: the Red Band Road Corridor 

Assessment, and The Wooster Pike Corridor Revitalization Plan.  

 

 

The Red Bank Road Corridor Assessment and Wooster Pike Revitalization Plan 
 

These two documents were created roughly around the same time, in 2000.  

 

The Village of Fairfax serviced the Hamilton County Regional Planning Commission (HCRPC) 

and the Hamilton County Office of Economic Development (HCOED) for the assistance in the 

creation of a revitalization plan for the Red Bank Road Corridor, part of the Village’s industrial 

district.  In order to enlist more help during the create process, members of the Fairfax 

administration, appointed 17 people to become associates of the Revitalization Committee.    

 

Both occurred because the administration noticed that the atmosphere was changing in 

Fairfax and the adjacent areas, with regards to the physical, economic and social conditions.  

These changes impacted the community’s viability.  Therefore the purpose of the study was   

“ to devise a series of recommendations that Village officials can consider when looking at the 

revitalization of the industrial district”  (Fairfax: Red Bank Road Corridor Assessment 2000, 3).  

The many factors and recommendations included in this plan are additional zoning, and an 

addition of an Architectural Review Officer, who will carry out a mandatory review of all 



developments, other than single and two family houses. This included any redevelopment 

plans.   

 

In 2000, public meetings were held in order to generate a vision, as well as goals and 

objectives for the Red Bank Road and Wooster Corridor.  160 property owners and 

residents were sent invitations, but only 10 people participated in the Red Bank Road 

discussion, and 18 people participated in the Wooster Corridor discussion.  

Red Bank Road Corridor Assessment: 

The statements below were based upon the opinions of community members aided by 
experts. 

In Five Years Red Bank Road Should be the Following: 
 

-Red Bank Rd. complete, 5 lanes  

-Well landscaped, safe sidewalks, well lighted 

-Bike trail connecting Murray Ave. to Ault Park 

-Well done entrance/ gateway, “Welcome to Fairfax”  

-Commuter rail w/ bus coordination• Attractive Industrial/ Commercial corridor Ford Plant (to look 

like)=Cincinnati Electronic Plant- Evendale=Kraft Building  

-W. side of street- Parking/ Bike trail  

-Swallen’s (redevelop)Call center?Park-n-Ride would help 

 

Vision: 
“The Red Bank Road area in the Village of Fairfax will be an attractive commercial/industrial 
corridor served by a five-lane major thoroughfare, with a consistent streetscape that includes 
a bike trail, a Village gateway/entrance sign, and facilities for public transportation.”(47). 
 

 

 



The Wooster Revitalization Plan 

The statements below were based upon the opinions of community members aided by 
experts. 

Goals 

- Establish a consistent image of the Wooster Pike Corridor 
-Expand the office/retail activities to adjacent land with complementary uses 

- Increase the effect of redevelopment on property value• Improve redevelopment potential 
-Develop a compatible land use pattern 

-Make the area more pedestrian friendly  
-Improve access onto and off of Wooster Pike to the corridor’s businesses 

-Connect the business districts on both sides of Wooster Pike 

 

Expected results: 
-A viable place where shopping, entertainment and services will occur 
-A mix of retail, services and professional offices that promote extensive renovation and 
redevelopment 
-The public and private sector investment in buildings and infrastructure 

-Increase of land use density 

 

Vision: 
“The Wooster Pike area in the Village of Fairfax has a consistent and unique image as a 

retail/office oriented corridor, with an inviting streetscape that attracts new businesses, and a 

pleasant and secure environment for pedestrian customers”(Fairfax Revitalization 

Plan:Wooster Pike Cooridor 2000, 43). 

 

In accordance with both of the recommendations, outside of the vision, Fairfax has currently 

updated their zoning cades and added an Architectural Review Officer. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Regional Plans 

 

OKI Regional Bike Plan: 
involved the planning for inter-modal transportation system 
 
Eastern Corridor Transportation Plan: 
This plan was sponsored by OKI as a Comprehensive Plan for Improving Transportation in the 
Cincinnati Metropolitan Area. It covered nearly two hundred square miles in parts of Hamilton 
and Clermont Counties in Ohio and parts of Campbell County in Kentucky – the entirety of 
the Village of Fairfax is within the study area. Outcomes of the project included expanding 
bus routes, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, highway widening and lane additions to red band 
road. 
 
Duck Creek Flood Management Project: 
Flooding on the Red Bank Road in Fairfax has greatly effected the industrial areas, at times 
causing the loss of 5 million dollars.  This fact encouraged the collaboration of the Army Corps 
of Engineers, the City of Cincinnati, and the Village of Fairfax, to conduct a feasibility study for 
the Duck Creek Flood Management Project. 
 
Madisonville Industrial Corridor Urban Renewal Plan 
Madisonville was involved in the creation of an urban renewal plan, in which a portion of it is 
located within Fairfax.  This overlap occurs because the plan called for a widening of Red Bank 
Road, from 2 lanes to 5 lines, and the eastern portion of the lane is road is located in Fairfax.  
Visions created by Madisonville, that will effect the physical nature of Fairfax include: 
-no new gas or auto service stations, institutional uses, churches, agriculture, or certain types 
of manufacturing uses permitted in area.  
-Buildings should be located close to the street, with similar building height, architecture, 
building materials, setbacks, and color. 
-Minimum setback from all lot lines is 10-feet. 
-There is no restriction on the maximum floor-space-to-lot size ratio. 
-Extensive landscaping is required, including areas between the street and the public right-of-
way.  
 
 
 
 



Overview of the Plans 
 

Overall, except for the Flood Plain Management Plan, many of the plans discussed 

improvements to the visual quality of the neighborhood, as well as the expansion of Red Bank 

Road. Also, it seems as if most of the plans and assessments were created in recent times. 

From what can be found, there were no plans created in the earlier history of the community.  

 

5.1.6 Fairfax: Community Representations of Space 

 

Community Website 

On the website, there was information in relation to technical information and services 

provided by the neighborhood.  Events were also located on the front page of the 

website, but it seemed as if one needed to be a resident of Fairfax in order to view these 

pages. From what can be viewed, there was a Village wide yard sale, Memorial Day Service 

and Parade, End of the School Year Lunch, 5th Annual Mayor’s Golf Series, a Kick off to 

Summer Concert, as well as a Chili Cook-off (Village of Fairfax Website, 2009). This allowed 

Fairfax to portray itself as a private or closed community.  

Events 

Other events advertised within the community in the form of signage, were in relation to 

social events, including the Spring Musical, which was held at the Mariemont High School, 

St. Margaret’s Fish Fry, and the Community Yard Sale.  

 



5.1.7 Summery of the Conceived 

Both the Village of Mariemont and the Village of Fairfax were conceived differently, for 

different purposes. Mariemont was envisioned by a philanthropist who had the amount of 

resources needed to ensure the that her plan could come to life. John Nolen created the 

actual layout and design of Mariemont, bringing an expert’s opinion as to how a community 

should be created. Mariemont is a planned community, which meant it was conceived in its 

entirety before it was constructed.  

 

As noted earlier, Fairfax came into being before Mariemont was created. As a result of several 

amenities that were already in place, it was ripe for human settlement and industrial 

development.  The village grew and changed according to its immediate needs. Fairfax had 

planned areas of the Village, with stated missions, but it seemed that the vicinity was never 

conceived in its entirety before it was constructed. This is evident by the fact that the houses 

were built before the infrastructure was in place, and that many of the key buildings, such as 

the churches, upgraded and changed locations according to the changing needs. Even the 

commercial area on Wooster arose out of a residential area.   

 

The community of Mariemont was conceived in order to provide housing and a comfortable 

living environment for all socio-economic levels. A nationally known planner was hired to 

design the community in a way that the model could be reproduced in other communities. In 

fact, it was often referenced as the beginning of the New Urbanist movement. Even though 

the intention of Mary Emery was to ensure that there was affordable housing, this did not 



actually occur.  Also, statistics cited in the Setting the Stage chapter, it suggests that it a 

neighborhood with housing costs that would most likely be for members of the upper levels 

of the socioeconomic scale. Fairfax, on the other hand, had more of a reserved vision, with a 

solid community that provided humble housing for its residents, with low taxes. These 

standards still apply.  There are modest and affordable housing options and most houses 

seem externally to be in good condition.  

 

Both communities have visions that provide some benefit for the community.  Even though 

Mariemont is considered one of America’s greatest neighborhoods by the American Planning 

association, it never was really accessible to lower income families.  As noted above, Mary 

Emery’s second reason for wanting to create this community was that it was to become a 

“National Exemplar”, and therefore was planned with beautiful landscaping and housing, 

becoming an attractive place to reside. Since John Nolen was striving for an excellent design, 

providing for a pleasant living environment, it was not surprising that Mariemont was never 

particularly affordable.   

 

The different ways in which each community was originally conceived affected their 

physical nature.  This was briefly discussed earlier in this chapter, but will be further 

analyzed in the proceeding chapter. It is interesting to note that as the plans have 

continued though the existence of the communities, the issues referenced and solutions 

sought by the two villages has seemed to switched.  Fairfax started to introduce increased 

regulations in order to gain a sense of place desired in the vision, while Mariemont 



seemed to be seeking additional freedom to accommodate the current needs of the 

community. 

5.2 The Perceived 

The observable features used to describe the physical aspects of the community were 

chosen for several reasons. Some of the factors describe the layout of the community and 

how that affected the manner in which people traverse throughout the community. 

Others were chosen because they helped to depict the visual characteristics of the 

neighborhood.  

5.2.1 The Village of Mariemont: 
Landmarks 

The map below depicts seven landmarks or points of interest that are noted by Mariemont’s 

Preservation foundation website as important aspects of the community. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 18: Landmarks Within Mariemont  

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Foundation 

 

 

 

They are 1) the Village Square 2) The Mariemont Inn-Maine Library 3)Family Statuary 4)Bell 
Tower Carillon 5)Old Town Center 6) Albert Place 7) Concourse 

 

The landmarks are all contained within the same neighborhood, but each has it’s own look 

and feel as shown in the images below.  The first image is of the Village Square, which was 

designed to be the center of the village, surrounded by restaurants, shops, and a movie 

theater. The Family Statuary is a landmark that can be seen from the one of the main roads 

leading into the Village Square. This acts as an introduction to the community.  It was 

commissioned by Charles J, Livingood and is a depiction of  French Peasants, which includes, 

“ a father, mother and child in the center, a grandmother and child on the left, and a 

grandfather and child on the right”(Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005). The third 

picture is the Bell Tower Carillon, which is Mariemont’s most prominent landmark and can be 

seen from a great distance. It was dedicated to Mariemont by Mary Emery’s sister. The forth 



picture is Old Town Square, home to many row houses and a small park with a fountain and 

benches. The fifth picture is a grouping of modest housing, which were named for Mary 

Emery’s late son, Albert. The sixth image is the Concourse, which overlooks the Miami River 

Valley  (Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005). 

 

Image 19: Landmarks Within Mariemont 

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005 

 

Traveling throughout the community, the viewer was constantly surprised by the assortment 

of architectural styles and visual qualities which give Mariemont a multi-dimensional 

atmosphere, with pockets of interest for it’s community members and visitors. The landscape 

continually changes as one meanders through the community, with each area having a 

distinct look, feel and purpose.  The landmarks range from the Village Square (upper left), 

with quaint shops and restaurants to the Bell Tower Carillon(upper right) located within a 

recreational park. This gives the area several types of community meeting points that serve a 

variety of functions.  For example the Concourse is the location of the taste of Mariemont, and 



the Old Town Square is home to luminary lightings that occur every December. Each of these 

area landmarks was designed to allow community members and visitors to congregate and 

interact with each other and the surroundings.  The landmarks, being fairly dispersed 

throughout Mariemont, allowed for every resident to have a special place, which can be 

perceived as their own. 

Community Boundaries 

Image 20: View into Mariemont(right) View from Mariemont(left) 

Source: Author, 2008 

 

 

The entrance to Mariemont was marked with a “Welcome to Mairemont” sign, but a driver 

does not necessarily need that type of marker to realize that they have encountered a 

different kind of community.  When first entering Mariemont, there is a clear visual distinction 

when one crosses into the neighborhood boundary. The landscape transformed from small 

strip malls and fast food restaurants to one of winding roads with overhanging trees and lush 

shrubbery.  This feature created an inviting introduction to the community.  There are also 

other less obvious clues that one has entered the community of Mariemont. For example, the 

street signs change from metallic green to a natural wood finish. The fire hydrants are also 

painted green instead of yellow to match the surrounding scenery.  These features allowed 



for members and visitors of the area to know exactly where they are and enableed them to 

feel a certain familiarity with the area, even though they might not live there. The clear 

distinction between Mariemont and it’s neighboring communities helped the visitor to stay 

oriented when traveling the area. The village boundaries also gave Mariemont a feeling of 

safety, permitting its community members to feel the security they need to fully interact with 

the environment.   

 

Directed Lines 

As seen in the Landmarks map, there were very strong directed lines in Mariemont. Almost all 

of the main roads lead to the village square, which made it easy for an outsider to find the 

main part of town, especially during the night time hours. Many of the smaller roads also lead 

directly to the landmarks that are present in Mariemont. After one visits the landmarks, it was 

easy to find one’s way back to the village and then out of Mariemont if desired. This feature 

allowed for easy travel and navigation throughout the town. Directed lines created a level of 

comfort for both visitors and community members alike. All roads eventually lead into the 

center of town, so it was nearly impossible to get lost in Mariemont.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Landscaping 

Image 21: Landscaping within Mariemont  

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005; Author, 2008 

Landscaping was also used throughout Mariemont to enhance the community’s visual 

identity. It added cohesiveness to the community, and gave boundary and depth to the 

directional lines. Trees row the streets on the main roads as well as the residential areas. As 

shown in the upper left picture in Image 20, landscaping was also used to create strong 

directional lines, pulling the viewer further into the space. Various shrubs, bushes and 

flowering plants adds color and texture to the landmarks, which created visual stimulation for 

the viewer and added an inviting and warm atmosphere for the landmarks and their 

surrounding areas.  



Repetition of Forms  

Another feature of Mariemont that gave its variety of architectural styles congruency was  

repetition of form.  This included the multiple arches as well as the many grided lines, which 

created harmony within Mariemont’s community boundary as well as added to its character 

(Banerjee, Lynch and Southworth 1990, 37). 

 

 

 

Image 22: Repetition of Forms 

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Foundation, 2005; Author, 2008 

 

 

Materials and Embellishments 

 

Mairemont was rich with a variety of materials including stonework, stucco, and brick all 

contained within the same structure. The assortment of building materials and architectural 

features was visually stimulating. Many of the Tudor style buildings are enhanced with 

embellishments such as terra cotta wall carvings. The finer architectural details also created a 

richer view for the observer as they approach the buildings.   The details were not only on the 



buildings but on the sidewalks as well. At different points on the street, the materials change 

from concrete to cobblestone. The Mariemont Company published a book that stated that 

more expensive materials would be used on the sidewalks to signify economic 

importance(1925, 33). The sidewalk in Image 22 is in front of the Mariemont Inn, which is one 

of the most prominent buildings. 

 

 

 

Image 23:Marials and Embellishments 

 

Source: Author, 2008 

 

 

 



Visual Hierarchy 

The hierarchy within the buildings is a quality that helped to set it apart from planned areas 

that can be found in many other suburbs. Instead of strips of building which are the same size 

and shape, there is a wide variety of scale in the area, which range from the large and ornate 

Mariemont Inn, to the modest sized, quaint shopping facilities. Even though there was a 

range in building size, nothing was built taller than the Inn. As a result, everything related well 

to human scale.  

 

The Village Square 

The Village Square was the focal point of the community and the central meeting point for 

community members and visitors alike. This made the Village Square an important feature 

and is worthy of special note. 

 

The Village Square was originally intended to be much larger than it is today, but because of 

the Great Depression, its size was limited.  John Nolen envisioned the village to, “be filled with 

numerous shops, a theater and an inn, all in close proximity to the town hall, library and post 

office” (Mariemont Historic Preservation, 2005). Even though the original plans were not seen 

though, much of the charm still remains. Today it is home to the Mariemont Inn, a theater and 

various other eclectic restaurants and shops. 

 

It was evident from the directed lines, that the Village was the focal point of the community. 

Entering into the community from the main routes lead one directly into the square.  The 

path into the square was one of visually exciting anticipation, due to the lush landscaping.  



The viewer was more or less satisfied when they are directed into an area that is rich with 

Tudor-style charm. The lines were also evident in the sidewalks leading up to the park in the 

middle of the square as shown in the image below. 

 

Image 24: Village Square 

 

Source: Mariemont Preservation Foundation 

 

5.2.2 The Village of Fairfax: 
 

Landmarks  

Fairfax did have some cultural landmarks that were notable within the community, but they 

were somewhat different than what could be found in Mariemont.  The first landmark was the 

Frisch’s Mainliner. In 1939, David Frisch began managing a restaurant in Fairfax called the 

Mainliner, the first drive in restaurant in Cincinnati, which eventually became the first Frisch’s 

Big Boy. Other places, such as the Wooster Tavern, were known for the best place to go on a 



Saturday evening. Some of the main features of the community, such as the school and the 

public park are difficult to find because they are mostly mixed amongst the residential fabric.  

 

 

 

Image 25: Landmarks and Fairfax 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

Community Boundaries  

It was easy to notice the change in community feel when traveling into Fairfax, through 

Mariemont.  The entryway into Fairfax from Mariemont was classified by a grouping of 

retail including auto industries and fast food restaurants. 

Even though there were no cohesive visual elements signifying the entrance into Fairfax, 

it seemed as if the lack of cohesion present was a major signifier of a new community.  

Another element that added to the creation of community boundaries was the fact that 



there was not much development on the West entrance into the neighborhood, since 

Columbia Parkway led into the community.  Within the residential areas, the types of 

homes, signage, and landscaping created a visual distinction between Mariemont and 

Fairfax.  It was more difficult to distinguish the difference between Fairfax, and Colombia 

township, located North of the community.   

Image 26:Fairfax Community Boundaries 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

Directed Lines 

Fairfax does have one main road, Wooster Pike, that runs though Fairfax. Even though the 

main road does exist, it leads directly into Mariemont, instead of other parts of the 

community. The commercial area of Fairfax has even been classified as a portal to Mariemont 

(Cullison, Henry, Fredlock 1992). The majority of the residential streets were somewhat 

gridded, allowing for these areas to be easily traversable. There was one section of the 



residential area that disrupted and started running on a different, grid, which made the area 

more confusing. 

 

Materials and Embellishments: 

Interesting materials and embellishments were not as noticeable in Fairfax, but they were 

seen when given a closer look. They were tucked away on side buildings or found in hidden 

corners within the community. It was possible to state that because the materials and 

embellishments were not an overt feature they did not effect the overall characteristic of the 

community. Therefore, people from outside the community will not seek them out. Also, 

many of the materials and embellishments that were more prevalent, take on a different form 

than those in Fairfax.  This included retro Frisch’s signage, which gives it more of an eclectic, 

haphazard feel. 

 

Image 27: Materials and Embellishments 
 

 



 

Source: Author, 2008,2009 

 

Landscaping/Streetscaping: 
There was some cohesive landscaping in the commercial area, and several of the individual 

businesses had their own landscaping, but  the business area  of the community does not 

contain the overabundance of landscaping or cohesion of  Mariemont. Other main visual 

elements included telephone wire, plastic landscaping, and a multitude of different types and 

sizes and signage. Some streetscape improvements seemed to be taking place, which 

included planters and sidewalks. It is interesting to note that even though there were some 

streetscape improvements, they did not span throughout the entire street and many of the 



storefronts they reside in front of are empty. On the other hand, most of the residential areas 

contained sidewalks, grass, and a variety of trees. 

 

 

Image 28: Landscaping in the Commercial Areas 

 

Source: Author, 2008/2009 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 29: Landscaping in the Residential Areas 

 

Source: Author 2009 

 

Repetition of Forms: 

There were not many repetition of form located within Fairfax. In fact the most noticeable 

form that repeated within Fairfax were the telephone wires. This was possibly why Fairfax 

lacks visual cohesion.  

 

Visual Hierarchy: 

There was not much visual hierarchy within the commercial area of Fairfax, and this may be a 

result of the area not being initially planned. It has been stated regarding Fairfax that “all built 

form is detached, often setback into the forest edge.  Elevation varies, with depressed spatial 

plains as if hung from the access of Wooster Pike” (Cullison, Henry,Fredlock 1992). The 

detached, varied feel of the buildings that are surrounded by parking, distorts the scale in a 

way that does not allow for human comfort within the space. 

 



Fairfax’s “Village Square”  
 
Fairfax’s commercial area contained venues for retail purposes, food and drink, and 

automobile needs. These purposes are mixed throughout Wooster Road. Even though they 

are available, there are not many public spaces around the commercial area for the residents 

to congregate.  It can also be stated that the residents of Fairfax could use Mariemont’s 

abundance of public space, although it is not known if this actually occurs. Also, since many if 

the auto oriented businesses exist amongst the food service businesses, this can create an 

unwelcoming atmosphere, as many of the auto-oriented businesses are located amongst a 

sea of parking. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 30: Business District 

 

 

Source Author, 2009 

 

 



5.3 The Lived 

From the conceived chapter it was discovered the manner in which both the Village of Fairfax 

and the Village of Mariemont originated, as well as past and present visions of the 

neighborhoods. Overall, Mariemont was a planned community with a grandiose vision, 

striving for excellence in design. In order to ensure that the community maintained the 

original character, much regulation was put in place. The current trend was to adapt the 

regulations placed upon the village square in order to meet the needs of the current 

population. The Village of Fairfax arose in a more organic fashion, and eventually sought to 

create modest homes in order to built a solid American community. Because of its unplanned 

nature, many of its staple structures and streets were changed to meet the needs of the 

growing population. It was discovered that the current trend of the community was to place 

more regulations on the community, especially relating to the aesthetics. From the perceived 

chapter, an understanding of the physical characteristics of the communities arose. The 

Village of Mariemont contained a cohesive visual quality, while Fairfax contained an eclectic 

visual quality.  These two sections were in place to provide a basic understanding of the 

communities.  

 

The following section sought to understand the community as experienced by its residents, 

through the observation and analysis of visual clues. As described in the methodology 

chapter, there were three foci of study within the lived chapter. They were 1) people, 2) the 

built environment and landscaping and 3) signage. Within these topics, clues found were 

then divided into the location of where they were seen. This included private areas, mixed 



areas, or global/ public areas.  Several of the sections were also further subdivided. For 

example, people was divided into two sub sections. The first being observations and the 

second being records of human interactions, within both events and organizations. In the 

observations subsection, the private, mixed, and global classifications referred to the 

descriptions in the methodology section. Within the second sub-section of the lived 

experiences, global, mixed and private took on new meanings. Global or Public referenced 

resident involvement for the betterment of the community, which meant taking part in 

community improvement organizations or actions. Mixed referred to social events that took 

place within the community. These types of activities both allowed for personal enjoyment 

and the creation of an engaging and social sense of place. Most of these events took place in 

public or semi-public places, such as a park or the school.  Private referred to any social 

organization in which membership must be purchased or obtained.  

 

Within the landscaping and the built environment, the private and mixed will discuss the two 

within the same section, but the global will discuss the two in different sections, since it is 

important to highlight buildings that are meant for the public and used as gathering spaces 

for the community.  

 

 

 

 

 

 



5.3.1 Mariemont: People - Observations: 
 

Private 

As some of the observation process took place on the first warm weekend of the spring, a few 

residents were working in their yard. There were also limited amounts of socializing within 

the yard space and one group of young girls was observed selling lemonade. Some neighbor 

interaction also occurred. On another visit to the neighborhood, no people were seen in their 

yard. This may be a result of the Carnival, which will be discussed in a later section.   

   

 

Mixed 

Many people could be seen interacting with the mixed areas of the neighborhood, such as 

the community streets. Residents could be seen traversing the streets with their family 

members. Also, groups of young boys and girls could be seen playing or congregating in the 

streets either on foot, skateboard, bicycle, or rollerblades. Within other mixed areas, people 

could be seen enjoying the outside eating areas attached to various restaurants. For example, 

all the outside seating was occupied for the restaurant at the Mariemont Inn, as well as the 

outdoor seating for Starbucks. It must be noted that it seemed as if more people could be 

seen in the mixed areas that the private areas.  

 

Global 

At this point in the observations, most of the people enjoying the public spaces were seen at 

the Dogwood Park. There were a great number of children on the playground and there 

seemed to be a softball even taking place. Not as many people were seen occupying the 



public green space in the square. That being said, this space may be frequented more oftern 

during the evening hours.  As there seemed to be an event in the park, most people were 

seen occupying the Global spaces of the community. There also were young adults playing 

basketball or on the playground behind Mariemont school. On another visit, the community 

park was not populated at all, but this may be a result of the Mariemont Highschool/Fairfax 

Elementary School Carnival that was taking place on the grounds of the Mariemont High 

School. It contained several blow up features and was very crowded by both children and 

adults. 

 

Image 31: A Portion of Fairfax Elementary/Mariemont Highschool Carnival 

Source: Author, 2009 

 



Outlets for Public Interaction 

Private 

Organizations: 

Mariemont had a swimming pool within its boundaries, but memberships must be purchased 

Mixed 

Organizations: 

The Mariemont Recreation Association was located within Mariemont and seemed to 

organize the sports of the area. These sports included baseball, basketball, softball, soccer, 

and track. Basketball was for people living within Mariemont and ranged from second grade 

to twelfth grade.  Even though it seemed as if only Mariemont residents could sign up for 

basketball though the Mariemont Recreation Association, they competed against teams from 

Eastern Cincinnati. Glancing over the other sports, it seemed as if the Mariemont Recreation 

Association formed the teams, but they participated in leagues that involved other parts of 

the Greater Cincinnati Area.  

 

Mariemont also had an organization called the MariElders that served the older population 

residing in Mariemont, Fairfax, and Madisonville.  Other programs included the playmakers 

camp and men’s soft ball, which either has not occurred since 2007, or this portion of the 

website has not been updated since 2007 (Mariemont Community Website, 2009). The 

MariElders were mentioned in the community meeting minutes, which proved its existence.  

 

 



Events: 

Proof of events that occurred within the community could be found within the Village of 

Mariemont website in both text and photo form. The first document that highlighted many of 

the occurring events was the Mayor’s Bulletin, located in Appendix A. The content described 

both a Community Garage Sale and a Memorial Day Parade, in which both were well 

attended. A photo section also exits within the Mariemont website, which depicted scenes 

from past social events. It must be noted that not all events posted were from the time of 

study. Some of the images are depict and events which include the 2007 fireworks, the 

Memorial Day Parade, the 2007 Arbor Day celebrations, and the National Landmark 

celebrations. 

Image 32: Records of Events Taking Place in Mariemont 

     

 

Source: Mariemont Community Website, 2005 

 

Global 

Organizations: 

The Mariemont Preservation Foundation existed to “foster an appreciation of the unique 

qualities of the Village of Mariemont”(Mariemont Website, 2009). In order to accomplish this 

goal they preserved records, archives and historic properties. Joining and supporting this 



foundation costs a minimum of 20 dollars.  This factor could have allowed it to be classified as 

“private” although the building they occupy was open to the public, the trustees were 

volunteers, and they requested volunteers to conduct necessary tasks, such as grant writing 

and tour giving. The Preservation Foundation also hosted events throughout the year which 

included “Cocktails and Collectables,” “Taste of Mariemont,” and the Mariemont Preservation 

Foundation Holiday Reception. (also in conceived)  Mariemont’s newest organization is the 

Mariemont Civic Association. Descriptions as to what this association does was currently not 

available, but they do have 60 members. 

 

Events 

Several events that were listed on the website were in relation to community meetings, which 

included both the bi-monthly meetings. Proof of the existence of these meetings were found 

within the meeting minutes, located in Appendix A. It is interesting to note that both social 

events and community business events were located within the same grouping. An event 

that was highlighted on the events page of the Mariemont website was the Mariemont City 

Schools Public Meeting, which will be a community dialogue on the facilities plan.  According 

to the description, the plan options were developed though the assistance of  “community 

volunteers, district staff, and school facilities specialists”(Village of Mariemont Website, 2009).  

Even though the announcement was located on Mariemont’s website, the Mariemont City 

School district encompasses the residents of Fairfax, Mariemont, and Terrace Park. This 

indicated that the community volunteers could be from Mariemont’s surrounding 

communities, although since Mariemont was the only neighborhood with this information 

visibly posted on the website, it is likely that the majority of the community volunteers are 



from Mariemont. Although there was not proof if the school meeting has occurred, this was a 

clue that other meetings had occurred between volunteers, district staff and school 

specialists.  

 

An interesting component to the Mariemont website listed under the events tab was 

concerning the Mariemont Fire Department.  The community must decide whether to keep 

the Mariemont Fire Department, or join the Little Miami Joint Fire District.  In order for the 

residents to make an informed decision, a break down of the budget assuming each of the 

options was displayed. This could indicate that the residents were invested the financial and 

infrastructure changes that occur in the Village. 

 

5.3.2 Fairfax; People - Observations: 
 

Private 

As the observation process took place during the first warm weekend, there were many 

people tending to their yards, either mowing the lawn and/or working on the garden, or on 

minor construction projects. There were also a few people relaxing on their porches or 

playing in the yard as well as a birthday party occurring in a front yard. Some neighbor 

interaction was also seen. That being said, at this point in the spring, there seemed to be 

more people working in their yard, than relaxing. On another visit even more people were 

seen in their yards or relaxing on the porch. Also, a Community Yard Sale was taking place in 

which at least 15-20 household were taking part. Depending on where they were located 

within the community, some were well attended and others were not. Handmade signs were 

used to designate which houses were having the yard sales. The time of the sale was from 8-2. 



 

 

Image 33: Fairfax Community Garage Sale 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 34: Fairfax Community Garage Sale 

 

Source: Author, 2009 
 

Mixed 

Some people could be seen amongst the neighborhood streets. This included mostly walking 

or biking. Three teenage girls were also seen congregating on the street corner by one of the 

churches. A few families could also be seen in the outdoor seating at Coffee and Cream.  It 

should be noted that more people were seen on their properties, rather than in these mixed 

spaces. The Community Yard Sale, that was noted in the private section, could also be said to 

be a part of the mixed areas, as people must traverse through the neighborhood streets in 

order to get to the different yard sales (Fairfax Community Website, 2009). 

 

 

 



Global 

A few people could be seen eating lunch by the public park by the school.  It was observed 

that the least amount of people were in the public spaces, but this may be a result of lack of 

public space and that there were no public activities taking place at the time of observation. 

On another visit, one that was further into the spring, the park was well occupied, with nearly 

all of the parking spaces inhabited by a vehicle. Also a soccer game was taking place.  

 

Outlets for Public Interaction 

Private 

Organizations: 

The Fairfax Swim Club existed, although it was a private membership club. 

Mixed 

Organizations: 

There were also several local recreational organizations present in Fairfax. One such 

organization was Knothole Baseball, which has been in the community for over 40 years. 

Residents from the age of 5(TeeBall) to the age of 16(class AA) partake. Over the past four 

years, 160 kids participated on 11 teams.  Also, an average of 26 parents volunteer as coaches 

every year. In order for the organization to function, businesses and organizations both 

outside and within the community provide assistance. They include Fairfax Police 

Department, Frisch’s Restaurant, Mills Fence, Tarvin Plumbing, Buffalo Wings & Rings, and 

Thomas - Justin Funeral Home. At the end of each season, a Fairfax Knothole Day is held, 



which is concluded with a game between the Fairfax Police Department and the coaches.  

Events: 

Fairfax had several yearly special events as well as recreation programs that occurred on a 

regular basis, which included options for people of all ages. They are as follows: 

 

Ceramic Classes: These classes ran all year and were available for residents 16 years of 

age and above. 

 

Teen Dances: The dances were held five times a year in the Recreation Hall. They were 

chaperoned  and grades 5 through 8 may attend. 

 

Soccer Camp: This event was held for one week each year in July at the Fairfax Soccer 

Fields. The camp was available for residents and non-residents, although it was less 

expensive for residents.  

 

Youth Open Gym: This program was held in the Fairfax Elementary School Gym on 

Sundays starting in November. There were different times for children from grades 3-6 

and grades 7 and 8.  

 

Men’s Basketball: This program was available for all people within the Mariemont 

School district for people over the age of 16. It is held at the Mariemont high School 

and is year round.  

 

Adult Co-Ed Volleyball: Volleyball is held one a week beginning in November at the 

Fairfax Elementary School Gym. 

 

There was no documented evidence found that the events advertised on the community 

website and on the signage which were described in the conceived chapter existed. 



Residents seemed to be able to access this sort of information, but not people residing 

outside of the community.  

Global: 

Records of Public Involvement in Planning Meetings: 

Records of public involvement provided evidence of resident involvement within the 

community. Community participation was sought out for both the Wooster and the Red Bank 

Road plans, both of which are major plans that involve the city. It was noted that the 

community opinions played a part in the construction of a vision statement for the Village of 

Fairfax. The people that attended seem to care much about bettering the physical aspects of 

the community while making Fairfax a destination point for the city. Even though public 

participation was utilized in this process, 18 people attended the Wooster Corridor meeting 

and 10 people attended the Red Bank Road meeting. This does not seem to represent the 

majority of people that would be effected by any new developments along the roads. Letters 

were mailed to the property owners living around the Red Bank and Wooster area but, it is 

possible that the people who administered the public participation meetings were not 

effective in their ways of persuading the community members to attend the meetings.  

 

 

Organizations and Committees:  

There were a few organizations or committees in which at least one non-administrative 

citizen was involved. One example is the Community Improvement Corporation, which 

existed “to advance, encourage and promote industrial, economic, commercial and civic 



development of a community or area” (Village of Fairfax Website, 2009).  The members 

included one citizen, three business owners, the mayor, and several members of the Fairfax 

council.  Another example is the Board of Zoning Appeals, which consisted of the mayor and 

five citizens.  

 

Even though people were seen in both communities, where they were seen differed. In 

Mariemont, they were observed mainly around public spaces and local businesses, but in 

Fairfax, they were mostly seen in the residential areas. This may be true because Mariemont’s 

pubic space and commercial area was more accessible and inviting. Never the less, this did 

not stop the Farifax residents from enjoying their space. There were even some residents 

creating their own “mixed” areas, such as the girls congregating on the corner. Also, there 

were many recreational organizations and events provided for the citizens. The fact that 

Knothole baseball has been in existence for 40 years demonstrated that the events are well 

attended. Even though Mariemont does have more accessible public space, there is no 

evidence, that it caused one family to interact with another family in a more meaningful way 

or at all in these spaces, as opposed to the spaces in Fairfax.  

 

5.5.3 Mariemont; Landscaping and the Built Environment  

Private 

The residential landscaping appeared to be well kept as well as visually appealing, which 

according to Jacobs conveyed the fact that many of the residents appeared to have 

investment in at least their own property within the community. Most of the lawns, as well 



as the facades of the buildings are also well kept. Also, much of the landscaping was at a 

height that enabled the neighbors to freely converse with one another. There was 

absolutely no fencing in any of the front yards, suggesting that fencing was prohibited. 

 

 



 

 

Mixed 

The landscaping in the Mixed section refers to and plantings along any of the streets, whether 

they be residential or commercial. The landscaping in Mariemont can be seen in Images of 38-

40.  As noted in other chapters, the overall landscaping made the community appear visually 

cohesive and created neighborhood boundaries.  That being said, the landscaping situated 

on the boundary lines of the communities illustrated the interest of clearly marking and 

defining the exact location of the neighborhood boundaries.  Also, the placement as well the 

height of the landscaping could limit interaction between the two communities or give the 

impression that the community of Mariemont was not interested in connecting with their 

surrounding communities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 43 and 44: Landscaping Seen from the Streets of Mariemont 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

Image 45: Landscaping along Mariemont’s Community Boundaries 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Image 46: Landscaping on Mariemont’s Community Boundaries 

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

Global: 
The global landscaping in Mariemont was similar to the mixed and the private landscaping. It is very 

well kept in a manner that sought for beautification of the area.  There are several public spaces  for 

recreation and interaction in the area, such as the Village Square, areas surrounding Old Towne and a 

couple parks. They all contain lush landscaping.  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Image 47: Landscaping on the Concourse 

 

Source: Author,2009 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Facilities for Public Interaction 
 

Image 48: Mariemont School: Home to Many                                      Image 49:Place for Community Meeting and Church  

Community Events                                                                                             

 

Source: Author,2009                  Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

5.3.4 Fairfax; Landscaping and the Built Environment  
 

Private: 
 

The housing facades as well as the landscaping around the houses were mostly well cared for, 

although there were a few houses that are not as well kept. Different ranges of property 

upkeep are located in Images 50-57. There were also many houses in which extra care was 

placed into the landscaping, with shrubs and flowerbeds.  In fact, over half of the housing 

contained this type of landscaping. Some residents also used other types of decorating 

materials in their yard, such as statues and holiday inspired ornaments.  As many of the 

observations were conducted around the Easter holiday season one yard contained a huge 

blow up Easter bunny, and another yard contained wooden eggs on posts protruding from 

the ground, which from a distance resemble flowers.  Theses items could be seen as tacky, or 



could reflect openness to this type of individual expression of holiday cheer.  There were a 

few residents with either wooden or chain fences in their front yards, but mainly they seemed 

to be in existence to protect the landscaping. The height of the landscaping left much room 

for conversing between neighbors. 

 



 

 

There was a slight difference between the housing in the northern residential areas as 

opposed to the residential areas on the south side of Fairfax.  Overall, the housing on the 

south side seemed to be smaller and the landscaping and the facades were less preserved. 

Also, the sidewalks and the landscaping on the streets were not well maintained.  The 

exception to this was a newer condominium development.  This may be a result of the south 

side being built at different time than the north side, causing a disjoined effect between the 

two sides.  Wooster Pike may also act as a great divide as it is a busy, four land road. There also 

seemed to be a disconnect between the way in which the two sides interacted.  For example, 



the Fairfax Community Garage Sale that took place in Fairfax, did not seem to take place in 

the south residential area. Also, much of the signage depicting either community or school 

events/school pride also did not seem to be present in this area.  (The signage will be 

discussed later in the chapter). It is interesting to observe how this residential section was 

separated from the larger residential area. Instead of being located mainly adjacent to 

housing, it is basically surrounded by commercial businesses and office space.  It is wondered 

if this factor caused the island of housing to be less desirable. 

 

 



Mixed 

Fairfax’s business area contained some areas with landscaping and some areas, where all that 

is seen was telephone wires and signage. For example, as mentioned in other chapters, one 

portion of the street does contain streetscape improvements, from a beautification project in 

the seventies, but these improvements do not seem to be spreading into the areas. At the 

beginning of the commercial area, there seemed to be some improvements being made, 

such as new sidewalks, but these improvements do not seem to be extensive.  The streets in 

the residential areas contained trees, sidewalks as well as grass. Clues that point to the fact 

that there may be improvement beginning to occur in the business area could point to the 

fact that the administration, the business owners, and perhaps the residents are beginning to 

make the changes as discussed in the vision plans. It was interesting to note that even though 

the business area was not aesthetically pleasing, the residential streets contained sidewalks, 

trees and grass. 



 

 



 

 



Global 

The landscaping in the public park could be classified as utilitarian. There were baseball fields, 

a picnic area and a playground.  This area is surrounded by trees and grass, with little formal 

landscaping.   

 

 

 

 



Facilities for Public Interaction 

 

 



 

 

5.3.5 Mariemont; Signage 

 

Private: 
Several different types of signs were displayed on the private grounds of the Mariemont 

residents. The majority of the signage included information pertaining to the Mariemont 

school system. Usually this included plastic signage with an M or a fabric banner, also 

containing an M, which stands for Marimont. There are also several “for sale” signs within the 

larger residential areas, and “for rent” signs and in the smaller town-home area. In general, 



Mariemont has a minimal amount of signage on the private grounds. The ratio of properties 

containing signage versus property not containing signage was most likely 1 to 15. Within the 

neighborhood, roughly ten for sale signs were seen, but about three houses displayed “sold” 

signs. This would support the notion that even in a poor housing market, Mariemont has 

retained its desirability.  

 

 

 



Mixed 

In Mariemont, there were two specified locations where public notices were placed. This 

included plastic signage advertising recreational events such, as the spring play and civic 

activities, such as community meetings 

 

Global 
Global areas that contain signage were usually within Institutional areas, such as the 

Community Church and the Mariemont High School.  The Community Church seemed to 



display messaging regarding the community meetings, while the school contained 

permanent signage referencing meetings or information about events within the school. 

 



 

 

5.3.6 Fairfax: Signage  

Private 

Signage on the private properties in Fairfax contained anything from the advertising of 

community events and organizations, to signage relating to the schools. Much of the signage 

was plastic and non-permanent. Compared to Mariemont, there was more signage in Fairfax 

on the private grounds.  



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



Mixed 

Similar signage could be seen in the mixed areas of Fairfax as could be seen within the 

private areas of Fairfax. An exception was the Neighborhood Watch signs. This suggests 

that the residents of Fairfax do not seem to be concerned with what the signage within 

the business area portrays about the community, but more with the messaging within the 

residential areas.  

 



Global 

Within Fairfax, it did not seem as if there was much signage in the global areas. In fact, it can 

be said that there was signage needed, especially if many of the public spaces or areas for 

public recreation were hidden within the residential fabric. For example, the area of the 

community that contains the pool as well as the public park and a soccer and baseball field, 

was located in a cul-de-sac. This cul-de-sac was in close proximity to the school, but also could 

be confused with a residential street. Instead of having a sign that labeled the area as a park, 

there was a no outlet sign. This may have caused the recreational amenities to be difficult to 

find.  

 



 

4.4.7 Overall Observations 

It seemed as if not only the messaging on the signage was important, but also where the 

signage was located has emerged as equally important. Mariemont contained signage 

relating to community activities in designated, highly visible places. The majority of the 

signage in Fairfax was located in the residential area, much of which would not be seen 

by a passer by.  

 

It was interesting to note the interplay between the maintenance of the household 

property and signage that existed some of the yards. One of the houses that was not well 

maintained had two signs in the yard containing messaging about the schools.  This goes 

to show that even though this particular resident did not spend much time in the yard, 



there were still signs that they were invested in certain aspects of the community.  There 

may be other reasons that these particular houses not well kept, such as monetary. 

 

A further issue that could be related to signage were regulations that may be in place. As 

mentioned earlier, Mariemont contained strict regulations, which may regulate the type or 

amount of signage located in a yard. Even if there were not regulations regarding the 

signage, there was community standards in place for upkeep of each of the properties.  

 

There was an actual maintenance code entitled BOCA Property Maintenance Code, which 

stated the minimum amount of maintenance that was necessary for each property. If a 

homeowner did not comply with the maintenance code, they were given a Zoning Violation. 

If a violation was issued, a time frame was given in which they must bring their property back 



into compliance. With this in mind, it can be understood why the private properties located 

within Mariemont were all well maintained.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chapter 5: Analysis 

The conclusions chapter will bring together the layers in such a way as to aid in the explanation of the 

nature of each community. It specifically sought to find the “themes” as created by the conceived and 

perceived aspects of the triad, although this main focus was the themes created in relation to the way 

in which the residents experienced and interacted with their own community, or the lived layer of 

space.  This thesis did not seek to pass judgment upon the communities, but to explain them in a 

holistic fashion.   The charts below represent a summary of the clues that were found in each of the 

layers of space, as well as themes derived from the clues found. Although the themes and layers were 

examined separately, there was some overlap that will not be addressed because it is beyond the 

scope of this thesis.   

 

Several of the same themes were present in the conceived, perceived, and lived layers within each of 

the two communities.  Even though the themes may be classified as the same, the nature of their 

manifestations differed depending upon the layer of space in which they are being related.   This 

proves the interrelation of the layers of space as well as touches upon the difficulties present when 

attempting to interpret each layer separately. The themes that were prevalent throughout were 

discussed in great detail within each layer of space, while the remaining themes were briefly touched 

upon. The general themes are displayed below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Fairfax: Modesty, Unstructured; Adaptable to Change, Hidden, 
     Private or Closed yet Non-Exclusive, Divided 

 

Mariemont: Excellence, Structured and Organized; Less Adaptable to 

Change, Easily Found, Public and Open yet Exclusive, 
United 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 8:  

 

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 

 

 



Chart 9:  

Soure: Author, 2009 



Chart 10:  

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 



The chart displayed above represents clues related to 1) the intensity of landscaping, signage, and people 
and 2) overall maintenance of landscaping and built environment. It is noteworthy that Mariemont 
contains the highest concentration of the darker colors in the area of landscaping and built environment. 
Another pattern that presents itself in the chart is that in Mariemont, the darker colors seem to be 
concentrated in the global or public spaces, while in Fairfax, the darker colors seem to be mainly in the 
private areas.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 11:  

  

Source: Author, 2009 

 

 



Summary of the Clues in Relation to the Layers of Space  

Conceived Space 

The story behind the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax dates back to their point of origins. Differences 

in the two communities were found in the way in which they were conceived and developed.  

Mariemont was a planned community, which meant that space was laid out for housing, commercial 

areas, industrial areas, and specific landmarks. The way that the neighborhood was built made these 

areas both easily accessible and less susceptible to change.  Fairfax, on the other hand first consisted 

of various estates, which made way for housing and subdivisions, some of which made way for 

business developments on Wooster Pike. Many prominent structures, such as the school and 

churches, required either additions or a change in location, in order to accommodate changes in the 

population. There was never one plan for the entire village, allowing it to become more susceptible to 

change and adaptation.  Also, this resulted in some of the landmarks or other important aspects of the 

community, to be hidden amongst the residential fabric, such as the community center, the school, 

and the churches.  

 

Another important difference between Mariemont and Fairfax was in their stated vision during the 

creation of their built environment. Mariemont’s primary goal was to create a “national exemplar” so 

the design could be reproduced in other areas of the United States. Fairfax, on the other hand sought 

to build modest homes and establish a solid American community, free from the burden of high taxes.   

Projects also represented a part of the conceived space of the community. During the course of this 

study, there were two types of projects discussed in Mariemont.  One being minor improvements, 

such as curb additions, such as curb improvements to the streets and the other being a new 

condominium development named Jordan Park. The construction of Jordan Park symbolizes a 



changing sentiment within the conceived layer of space, in which new developments are desired. 

Another example of this change is the North Square District Study. This study was put in place to 

examine the re-zoning of the Village Square to allow for higher-density, mixed-use developments in 

order to accommodate the change in population. For example, it was noted that as the age of the 

residents increases, smaller residential units would be necessary.  

 

Recent planning projects regarding Fairfax centered around improvements to the visual 

quality of the neighborhood, as well as the expansion of Red Bank Road. Based on available 

information, there were no plans created during the early history or the community, and 

several plans, assessments, and regulations created recently. This suggested that both 

regulation and the creation of an overall vision for the community were not a concern of the 

neighborhood until recent times. The amount of newly created plans seems to show that 

some people within the community and the city understand the potential of the 

neighborhood. 

 

It is interesting to note that as the communities have developed over the years, the issues 

referenced and the solutions sought by the two villages have seemed to switch. Fairfax has 

begun to introduce regulations in order to gain a more desirable sense of place, while 

Mariemont seems to be seeking additional freedom or relaxing of the regulations to 

accommodate the current needs of the community.  Thus it appears as if at least the 

administration within Fairfax, as well as planners and administrators within Cincinnati, are 

beginning to focus more intently upon the conceived layer of space.  This does not seem to 

be the case for the majority of the residents.  



 

Another important distinction between the conceived space in Mariemont and Fairfax was 

discovered though researching the community websites.  The Mariemont website contained 

information that was easy to find and access. Information ranged from technical information 

for the residents as well as social activities and civic activities (community meetings). 

Promotional materials for these events were displayed publically in designated places within 

the community.  This structure of the website as well as the signage showed that it was a 

community proud of their heritage and current community state. Every area of the site was 

accessible for residents and non-residents alike, allowing the “face” of the community to be 

one that is open to all people.  

 

The Village of Fairfax as portrayed by its website was one that seemed to be more closed in 

nature. The Fairfax website contained technical information for the residents and many of the 

activities displayed were social in nature. Further descriptions and locations of the events 

were inaccessible to non-residents. Although the events planned and promoted within the 

community were social in nature, these events were most likely hidden from people residing 

outside of Fairfax. It is also possible that the community website specifically caters to or 

represents their community space to themselves.  

 

On their websites, there seemed to be differences present in the way in which the two 

villages represented the neighborhood to both themselves and the outside world. The Village 

of Mariemont seemed more public and accessible, concerning themselves with both civic and 

social aspects of the community. The Village of Fairfax, seemed to be more private, only 



allowing detailed descriptions of social activities to be viewed(via website) by the residents of 

the actual community.   

 

Perceived Space 

Within the perceived layer of space, data was collected using community features as 

discussed by Kevin Lynch. These features related to the physical nature of the community as 

well as how the physicality of the communities enabled people to move about the space. The 

features found within the Village of Mariemont were cohesive, structured and distinct, and 

contained multiple landmarks. The paths or directed lines within the community, as well as 

the community boundaries allowed for a space that was traversable with comfort and ease.  

The built environment was constructed in human scale, which has allowed for a walkable area 

in which community to utilize. These features also permitted the area to become a 

destination for people outside of the community. It can be noted that the planned nature of 

the conceived area of space has affected the perceived layer of space, creating a cohesive and 

travelable neighborhood.   

 

 On the other hand, the built environment of Fairfax was more detached, typical, and eclectic. 

There were some interesting features and landscaping present such as retro Frisch’s signage 

or the pocket park, but they were either hidden within the residential fabric, or an atypical 

landmark. The built environment within the main business area was not human scale and was 

filled with parking lots, which did not allow for a walkable area. The residential area, however, 

was built to human scale, which created an area that was more comfortable to traverse on 



foot.  The main directed line within the community, was Wooster Pike, which created a path 

leading directly into Mariemont.   Therefore, it appears as if the un-planned nature of the 

community has effected the perceived layer of space, creating a neighborhood with two 

personalities. One being the eclectic, sometimes haphazard business area, and the modest, 

yet fairly attractive residential and institutional area.  The fact that Wooster Pike leads directly 

into Mariemont allows for the probable overlooking of the residential/ institutional areas 

within Fairfax.  

 

Lived Space  
 

Within the lived layer of space, clues or data were collected in relation to 1) the landscaping 

and the built environment, 2)signage and 3)people. Clues were then classified according to 

whether they were 1)private or residential spaces, 2) mixed spaces, such as streets and 

commercial areas, and 3) global, or public spaces. Through this process, areas most important 

to the residents within the communities were highlighted.  

 

Since several of the themes can be found within all layers of space, many times the conceived 

and perceived effected certain aspects of the lived.  In Mariemont, many of the lived 

experiences taking place within the public and the mixed realms could be easily seen and 

found, within the designated spaces for community activity.  Even the signage that contained 

advertisements about the community were located in designated and visible places.  

Therefore, the lived space within Mariemont took on a more “public” or exposed role. 

Mariemont also obtained more of a public role in the sense that the perceived and conceived 



allowed for the community to become a destination for people residing outside of the 

neighborhood.  

 

While traversing through Fairfax on Wooster Pike, one would initially observe a cluster of 

businesses and restaurants. Many of the social facilities, (excluding restaurants), such as 

churches, recreation center, park, and school were not in locations that could be seen or 

easily found from the community’s main business area.  Signage for community events were 

not located in the business areas either, but on the residential properties, near the recreation 

center, or on the school grounds.  Therefore, the lived space within Fairfax acquired a more 

“private” or hidden role. Fairfax was also more private than Mariemont in the sense that it was 

not a destination for residents living outside of the community. This was enhanced through 

the fact that the main thoroughfare led into Mariemont instead of places of interest within 

Fairfax. 

 

The mainly private versus mainly public aspects of Mariemont and Fairfax also took shape 

within the landscaping and other aesthetics within the neighborhoods.  The landscaping in 

Mariemont was abundant and well maintained throughout the mixed, global, and private 

aspects of the neighborhood. Its presence suggested that the residents as well as the 

administration were concerned with all aspects of the neighborhood.  They appeared to view 

the whole neighborhood as one unit in which regulation was both placed upon and expected 

within private and public areas alike.  Therefore, the representational space within the 

community was global, encompassing all aspects of the community.  It appeared that in 

Mariemont, the good of the community would supersede any individual needs or personal 



expression in the way of neighborhood appearance.    

 

In Fairfax, it was observed that the landscaping in the private areas was mostly well 

maintained.  The residential or mixed streets contained by the residential areas were also 

fairly well maintained with grass, sidewalks and trees. Within these residential areas, symbols 

of personal expression were found, such as a blow up Easter Bunny, wooden Easter eggs, 

handmade signage and signage which contained political messages. The main business area, 

that acted as the “face” of Fairfax did not contain much landscaping and the overall visual 

quality was not to the level of the residential areas. Also, there were a few “going out of 

business” and vacant store signage. Therefore appearance seemed to matter more in the 

private spaces of Fairfax (as opposed to the business areas), where residents appeared to take 

pride in their yards and surrounding neighborhoods.  Therefore, representational space 

within the Village of Fairfax was private.  

 

Even though lived experiences within Fairfax manifested itself within the private realm, it 

seemed as if this in turn allowed for the private space to become more public. In many of the 

visits to the area, people were observed congregating on porches, seemingly enjoying the 

relaxing atmosphere. Even though the residents were assembled on their private spaces, it 

appeared that they were easily approachable and accessible to other residents of the 

community.   When comparing this scene to that of Mariemont, there were not as many 

people congregating in their private space.  This could be the result of a more accessible 

public space.  

 



Even though many of the residential properties were well maintained, evidence showed that 

this was not always the case, especially on the South side of Wooster Pike.   An interesting 

materialization of the unplanned nature of Fairfax is the residential island on the south side of 

the community. It has apparently caused this area to become isolated from the other areas of 

the neighborhood. This was proven when the community yard sale, present in the larger 

residential section, could not be found in this area.  This phenomenon was most likely both a 

factor of physical space (both Wooster Pike and limited public space) and the organic arising 

of the community, but it has seemed to effected the social experiences within Fairfax.   

 

It also must be noted that although unmaintained property could be a negative indicator of 

how the resident feels about their community and private space, this is not always the case. 

Sometimes the community member may not be concerned with physical appearances, or 

have a lack of funding. One of the houses that was not well maintained placed two signs in 

their yard containing messaging about the schools.  This goes to show that even though this 

particular resident did not spend much time in the yard, there were still signs that they were 

invested in certain aspects of the community 

 

The landscaping and built environment, both within the lived and perceived layers of the 

triad, also contained several other themes. For example, in both Mariemont and Fairfax 

landscaping was in the residential areas. In the pictures displayed in the lived and perceived 

section of this document, the landscaping that typified Fairfax was more modest in nature, 

while landscaping within Mairemont was more verdant in nature.  The same comparison 

could be made in regard to housing.  The housing stock in Fairfax was generally in good 



condition, but the size of the housing was smaller than those in Mariemont. These features of 

the neighborhood were important to the lived layer of space because they can be a reflection 

of what is important or cared for by the residents. 

 

A large portion of the data collected was based upon human interaction and records or 

clues pertaining to human actions, feelings or thoughts. These factors will be discussed in 

the following section. Mariemont has been noted for its citizen involvement in the 

maintenance of the overall character and quality of life (American Planning Association, 

2008). Clues which pointed to the importance of civic activities to the residents were found 

on the website and on the content of the signage in the mixed and global areas of the 

neighborhood. For example, the town meetings were both highly publicized on both the 

main page of the websites and on signage throughout the community. Other topics on 

their website include a description of the Fire Station budget as well as a survey for the 

residents of Mariemont to complete. The survey questioned them about the length of 

their residency in Mariemont and their experience with and opinion about the town 

council. An announcement was located on the front page of the website in order to 

ensure that people knew about the surveys and the fire department information. 

From first glance of the Fairfax community website, it appeared as if the citizens were not 

involved in any administrative duties. The “Residents” tab was separated from the 

“Administration” tab, and there were not any announcements for community meetings, or 

call to action to attend any meetings. Looking further into the situation, some community 



member involvement was noted, although participation was minimal. Records of community 

involvement were found within the Wooster Pike and Red Bank Road Revitalization Plans, as 

noted in the Conceived chapter. There was also one citizen involved in the Community 

Improvements Corporation, and the Zoning Board consisted of community along with the 

mayor. 

 

Therefore, there appeared to be a dividing line between the administration and the residents 

in Fairfax, although allowing for minimal involvement. On the other hand, the structure of the 

website may have not encouraged citizen involvement, the administration may have 

neglected to advertise public meetings, and they may also not hold a large number of public 

meetings. The images below depict a comparison between the main page of Mariemont and 

the main page of Fairfax. 

 

The manner in which the residents as a whole interacted with the neighborhood appeared to 

be different in Mariemont and Fairfax. Overall, there was a stronger divide between the 

administration and the citizens in Fairfax than in Mariemont.  Certain clues pointed to the fact 

that Mariemont residents took part in a greater amount of civically engaging activities than in 

Fairfax. Members of both communities took part in social activities. Recreational social 

activities appeared to be of more importance to a resident of Fairfax than civic activities, since 

they were better publicized. For example there were mostly social events listed on the home 

page of the website, and signage displayed to advertise these events. There were a wide 

range of activities listed that catered to people of all ages and there were recreational 

organizations, like Knothole baseball that existed in the neighborhood for 40 years. Baseball 



in particular brought together businesses, residents from inside the community and people 

from outside of the community. The notion that the businesses seemed inclined to become 

involved with and support community organizations showed that they found it productive to 

invest in the neighborhood in which they resided. The fact that the residents of Fairfax 

enjoyed mainly recreation activities, and did not seem to take part in activities that bettered 

the community mirrored the sentiment mentioned earlier that the lived experiences within 

Fairfax were more on the private side.   

 

 Recreational social activities also seemed to have relevance in both communities and there 

were a variety of organizations for all residents to enjoy. Of interest is that even though 

Mariemont has been noted for its civic engagement and the website or face of the 

neighborhood portrays an open community, certain physical features of Mariemont gave it 

an air of exclusivity. As noted in the lived section, the landscaping and the height of the 

landscaping could portray Mariemont as a community more open to connections within the 

neighborhood. Their website, however, would suggest otherwise and in this case outward 

appearances, such as landscaping may be deceptive, as it is assumed based on data collected 

in this study that Mariemont does indeed attract more involvement than Fairfax. A further 

explanation could be that even though Mariemont does want to engage with certain people 

outside of the community, the landscaping seems to suggest that they do not wish to be 

confused for or affiliated with their neighboring communities.  

 

There are also several other points that must be noted about the patterns of inconsistency 

found within the layers of space, the first being that the intentions did not always mirror 



the outcome. For example, the Village of Mariemont was constructed to house all socio-

economic levels, in particular, factory workers. This did not occurred, since Mariemont 

seemed never home to people of all socio-economic levels. The website portrayed 

Mariemont as open and easily accessible, and a destination point for people outside of 

the community. Although the community seems fairly well traversed, the establishments 

and atmosphere do not seem to attract a diverse range of people. 

 Significant relationships can also be found through discussing the lived layer of space in 

relation to social capital. Within the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax, various levels of 

social capital or networks of association exist. As noted previously, several classifications 

of social capital are present, two of which are bonding capital and bridging capital.  

Bonding capital is the networks of association found within a neighborhood that 

strengthens the community member’s relationships. Bridging social capital connects 

members within one community to people outside of the community. Both types of social 

capital are important as they unite a community and link separate communities together. 

The following analysis relating to social capital within Mariemont and Fairfax will serve 

both as a discussion of the various social relationships within the neighborhoods as well 

as a summary several aspects of the lived layer of space.    

Within the Village of Mariemont, clues seem to suggest that there is much bonding social 

capital present. Networks of association are both of the social and civic nature. This 

includes anything from community yard sales, flower shows, and Memorial Day parades 



to community meetings and education related discussions. Fairfax is similar to Mariemont 

in that there are many social networks of affiliation, but there are limited amounts of civic 

networks of association. As mentioned earlier, Fairfax holds neighborhood activities such 

as community yard sales and teen dances, and social organizations, such as Knothole 

baseball. There are a few administrative committees, including the Zoning Review Board, 

which contains only one residential member.  

Interactions also exist within the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax in relation to bridging 

social capital. Clues found suggest that both communities could be said to have negative 

or positive bridging agents. The structure of the Mariemont website, and the way in which 

the community was planned and upheld, allows the area to feel open and accessible to all 

people. Also, Mariemont is regional a destination spot, which means it is necessary to 

interact with people outside of the community on some level. On the other hand, the 

manner in which the landscaping is situated on every boundary of the community 

suggests that there is not much interaction between Mariemont and its neighboring 

communities and that they do not wish to be confused with its neighboring communities.  

Therefore Mariemont could be classified as an open community with an air of exclusivity. 

It has been noted that if there is bonding capital present and little bridging social capital, 

isolated islands can be created, which seems present in Mariemont, to some extent.    

Some clues found within Fairfax alluded to the fact that there was not an abundance of 

bridging social capital present. For example, non- residents are not permitted to view 



details about social events.  Several other clues suggested that some bonding capital was 

in fact present. First, the swim club signage seen throughout the neighborhood 

advertised that all communities were welcome and the Knothole Baseball Organization 

was open to many communities. 

Within both communities, transition seems to be occurring and some of the original 

neighborhood sentiments have begun to change, although thus far it is mostly found 

within community plans or new regulations. Fairfax has implemented additional 

regulations, such as an Architectural Review Officer as well as aesthetic regulations to 

improve visual aspects of the community. Its point of origin has revealed that Fairfax had 

a history of allowing the space to take shape instead of shaping the space. That being 

said, it has been shown, through its annexation, that the residents, spurred by community 

leaders, can be motivated into civic action. Will Fairfax need to become more civically 

active in order to ensure that the visions created in recent plans will come to fruition?  

Several Mariemont residents and groups have asked for zoning changes that would allow 

for increased flexibility in order to create new developments. These developments would 

hopefully meet the needs of the changing population.  It is wondered if these changes 

will bring about a new chapter in the conceived, perceived, and lived aspects of both the 

Village of Mariemont and the Village of Fairfax.      

 



Community Themes 

Within the clues found in the Villages of Mariemont and Falrfax as well as the descriptions 

in relation to the layers of space, several themes were present throughout the conceived, 

perceived, and lived layers of space.  The themes found within Fairfax were modest, 

unstructured; adaptable to change, hidden, private or closed, yet non exclusive, and 

divided. The themes found within Mariemont were excellence, structured and organized; 

less adaptable to change, easily found, public and open, yet exclusive, united.  Although 

there were several distinct themes found within the communities, they all related to 

effected each other. The manner in which the themes are interrelated, can be seen in the 

charts below and further discussed in the paragraphs proceeding the charts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 12: Interrelation of Community Themes in Mariemont 

 



Mariemont 
Excellence: 

 

The theme of excellence was present within Mariemont, beginning with the conceived 

layer of space in relation to the creation of the community in its entirety. The vision of the 

community was to create a pleasant living environment for all socio-economic levels, 

which could be reproduced all over the country. In order to accomplish this feat, 

nationally known planner, John Nolen was hired.  As a result the theme of excellence 

permeated into the perceived layer of space, in the past and present alike. This is evident 

through the verdant landscaping and cohesive buildings and architectural features.  Clues 

suggest that the both the physical form of the community, the regulations, as well as the 

lived experiences of the community are effected by the desire to uphold the appearance 

of excellence within the community. This will be further discussed within the remaining 

themes.  

 



Planned, Regulated, Structured, Less Adaptable to Change 

 

The above listed words were present in the chart as two separate themes. Although this 

is true, they are also interrelated and will be described together.  In order for the 

community take on an “excellent” appearance, it had to be planned. Not only were most 

of the details regarding the landscaping, architecture, landmarks, streets, and landuse 

designations planned, but also regulations were established in order to maintain the 

characteristics that the features initially contained.  Also, inline with the planned aspect of 

the community was the structured and unchanging nature of the community.  As the 

community was basically planned in its entirety before it was constructed, the institutions, 

landmarks, community centers and residential areas were given designated locations from 

the beginning.  Many of the buildings and uses remain unchanged and intact since first 

constructed.  For example, Mariemont was initially constructed with one church, and 

remains the same.  Currently the community still contains regulations regarding the 

appearance of the community and what new developments are allowed to take place. 

Also these themes are presenting the notion that even the event signage is located in 



designated, highly visible areas within the community. Therefore, the conceived layer of 

space, as it pertains to the thought of space before it exists was important to the creators 

and current residents of Mariemont.  

Public/Easily Found  

 

Mariemont embodies its public role in many ways, and the theme operates in both the 

physical and social realms of the neighborhood.  The planned and structured nature of 

the community, allows there to be much public open space as well as many other easy 

found places for public recreation and gathering.  Also community elements, such as 

signage for events, were also placed in public, easily found places.   The representational 

space within Marimont is global or public, meaning, that not only were the public spaces 

well maintained, but also the private and semi-private. The majority of the persona of the 

community remains the same throughout the entire neighborhood, as can be seen in the 

image above. The overall look and feel of the community is cohesive. Even though there 

are regulations in place that help to uphold this characteristic within the community, the 

members seem civically engaged and willing to partake in activities that better the 



community, or activities for the public well being of the community.  They are also willing 

to accept regulations and sacrifice certain freedoms of private property in order to 

maintain the character of the community, for the good of the community.   The above 

factors allow the entire community to take on the role of public space, open for viewing 

by non-residents, and allowing all of the community to be pleasantly traversed by the 

residents and non-residents alike.  

United 

 

The Village of Mariemont is untied (which relates to public and easily found) in the sense 

that the people associated with the neighborhood, such as the community and the 

residents act together and share similar ideals.  Throughout the neighborhood and the 

website, there are promotional materials advertising community meetings and civic events 

for the community members to become involved. The residents have a voice in budgetary 

decisions and are surveyed about their experience with the neighborhood and the 

community council.   Mariemont is also united in that the community seen as one unit, 

meaning that one neighborhood personality resonates throughout the global or public, 



mixed or semi-private, and private spaces.  The entire neighborhood is of equal 

importance to the residents and the administration and they work together to maintain 

its current identity.    

Open, yet Exclusive 

 

 

Mariemont contained clues that mostly pointed towards the notion that it was an open 

community.   Every part of the community website was accessible for residents and non-

residents alike.  The way in which the community was designed, allows residents and non-

residents to easily traverse the many points of interest as well as the main business area 

within the community.  It was noted that through the community website, Mariemont was 

portrayed as an open community.  On several occasions, the restaurants were filled with 

people, some of which may or may not reside outside of the community. Other important 

themes, such as excellence, further allowed it to become a destination within the region. 

Although this is true, there were some observable features within Mariemont that 

suggested that it was also exclusive in nature. One example was the landscaping on every 

community boundary, limiting interaction between their space and the neighboring 



communities, as well as marking their territory, not allowing it to be confused for other 

communities.   Also, not much diversity was observed within the people present in the 

neighborhood.  It seems as if the theme of excellence also, causes the exclusivity, not 

wanting negative elements to taint their community space.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Chart 13: Interrelation of Community Themes in Fairfax 

 



Fairfax 

Modesty 

 

Modesty resonated throughout the layers of space, but the root of the theme can be 

found in the conceived layer within the point of origin.  The vision of the first subdivision 

was to build modest homes for a solid American community. The manner in which the 

surrounding developments were built carried the same sentiment.  For example, the 

churches and other such institutional establishments, were not grandiose in size, but built 

only to meet the needs of the current citizens.  As the size of the residents grew, additions 

were built or a change in location occurred. The modest nature of the community has 

carried through until current times. Most of the housing stock is smaller and less elaborate 

that that can be seen in Mariemont, but it is mostly well kept. Even though there is 

modesty present, clues suggest that many of the residents take pride in their own 



property.  There are numerous examples of yards in which much care was put into the 

upkeep, which could include flowers or other lawn ornaments.  Also, people were 

observed in their private properties, tending to their lawns, and other small construction 

or upkeep projects. There were several cases in which a lawn or housing facade did not 

seem to be properly maintained.  One such case where this occurred was on a property, 

which also displayed school signage.  This suggests pride in their children as well as the 

local school system.  The business district does not seem to hold the same type of 

modesty that the residential area. It is modest in that it is not grandiose is nature, but the 

same type of care placed in the private properties does not seem to be present.  

Unplanned, Unregulated/ Unstructured; Adaptable to Change   

 

The above listed words were present in the chart as two separate themes. Although this is 

true, they are also interrelated and will be described together. The unplanned and ever-

changing nature of the community also dates back to its point of origin. It arose as a 

result of the valuable location of the land.  The physical form of the community was ever 



changing as it begun as large estates, which transitioned into subdivions. Eventually a 

business district arose, displacing the residential homes along Wooster Pike. Many 

individual buildings, such as the churches and school were fated the same destiny as the 

overall landscape, as noted earlier in the conclusion.  Not only was the landscape ever-

changing, but as new construction occurred, little was done in the creation of an overall 

plan or set of development standards or regulations.  Clues did not suggest that the 

unplanned/unregulated aspect of the community caused Fairfax to be adaptable to 

change, it allowed the theme of change to be present throughout much of its existence. 

 

The notion of limited regulation and uncontrolled change throughout the development of 

Fairfax seemed to have had positive and negative effects on the community.   While, there 

was not any centralized public space and the business area was less then visually pleasing, 

this type of flexibility has allowed for a more diverse stock of building uses, thus providing for 

a variety of human interactions.   For example, Fairfax contained four churches, each classified 

as a different denomination. This would not only keep residents from looking elsewhere for 

their spiritual needs, but also has the potential to bring in people from outside of the 

community to attend these churches. Mariemont was designed with one church, and this is 

still the same. 

 

The unplanned, unregulated aspect of the community suggests a lack of thought about 

the conceived layer of space.  Especially in relation to the thought of space before it 

existed.  Although there has not been much regulation in the history of Fairfax, increased 



regulation and attention to the aesthetic nature of the community seems to be the 

current trend. 

 

Hidden/Private 

 

The theme of privacy was present in all three layers of space in Fairfax. Within the 

conceived layer, the community website would not allow non-residents to gain access to 

description of the activities taking place within the village. Within the perceived layer of 

space, the directed lines, or main road in the community, lead directly into Mariemont, 

instead of places of interest within Fairfax, leaving much of the community, unknown by 

passers-by. Also, within the lived layer, it was noted that the representational space within 

Fairfax, was the private space, meaning they cared mainly about the appearance of their 

own properties, rather than the community as a whole. Also there was not much public 

space available for congregation, and many of the institutional properties were hidden in 

the residential fabric, instead of a place that could be easily found, especially by people 



who did not live within the community.  Also the majority of the people observed were 

seen recreating or relaxing on their own property.  

It has been previously stated that the neighborhood of Fairfax contains two communities, 

one in the residential fabric (which also such institutions as the school, the community 

center, and churches), and the other in the business area along Wooster Pike.  Since 

Wooster Pike, which is also the main road in the community, leads directly into Mariemont, 

it is conceivable that passersby will overlook a large portion of the neighborhood. It could 

be said, that since the residential area is where the people of the community reside, that 

this is where the authentic personality would be found. If this were the case, then any 

casual observer would not gain a true sense of the nature of the community. It is 

interesting to note that the residents of Fairfax do not seem to be concerned that the 

business district does not portray the accurate characteristics of the neighborhood. Also 

they so not seem to be concerned with the creation of centralized public space that is 

accessible to both community members and non-community members.  

Divided 

 



Within Fairfax, the divided theme is present in many aspects of the community as well as 

throughout several of the other themes. As previously mentioned, there are two, dissimilar 

personalities to the community, one in the business area, and one in the residential area. 

The residents do not seem to be concerned by the notion that the business district does 

not reflect the residential areas of the community.  

Although clues suggest that the above is true, there are various groups of people that 

appear to be interested in transforming the business area into a better space. This is 

evident though the many planning documents that surrounds Fairfax, as well as the new 

aesthetic regulations and architectural review officer. Since only a minimal amount of 

residents attended the community meetings in regards to the plans, it can be surmised 

that they were not concerned with revitalizing the area. Therefore, it seems as either the 

administration (which could include some residents), the business owners and people 

outside of the community are interested in the potential of the neighborhood. This point 

also is inline with the divided nature of Mariemont in the sense that the ideals of the 

administration and the ideals of the residents seem to differ. Also, there also does not 

seem to be any attempts made to join the two groups together to strengthen their cause.   

The divided nature of the community also seems apparent through the types of 

community functions that occur as well as advertised. There are many social events 

planned, but little promotion of civic activities, such as community meetings. This point 



also further implies that the ideals of the community are more social as opposed to civic 

and community improvement in its entirety.  

Closed

Several of the clues pertaining to Fairfax departed slightly from private and divided into 

the realm of closed.  For example, the website does not allow non-residents to gain access 

into detailed descriptions of social events and it is stated in the website that the events 

are for residents to enjoy. This along with the clues pertained to the private and divided 

nature of the community further implies that the community mainly caters to its own 

residents and focuses less upon people outside of the community.  

The accurate technique to discover the reasoning behind the above themes would be to 

survey the community members, which was outside the scope of the thesis. Further 

research within this topic could include community interviews in order to gain a better 

understanding of the community of Fairfax.  

 



Chapter 6: Conclusions 
There were several reasons as to why the Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax were chosen 

for this study. The overall theme being the differences present between the two 

communities, even though they resided in the same region. The differences include the 

ways in which they were founded and developed and the distinct visual boundaries 

created by the dissimilar aesthetic characteristics of the communities. Since the visual 

characteristics of a community can have an effect on they way in which a community is 

viewed by the outside world, it was important to examine these two communities in a 

more holistic manner. Consequently, from the onset on this thesis, it was noted that the 

Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax were different in many ways. Since this was the case, 

the purpose behind the study was to determine and analyze the nuances of the 

differences and thoroughly investigate the relationships present within the communities. 

In order to do so, Henri Lefebvre’s Triad of space was used to examine the mental 

(conceived), physical (perceived) and social (lived) facets that exist within a community 

space. Not only was Lefebvre’s triad used for a framework for the thesis in its entirety, but 

also a framework for both the perceived and lived layers were developed through 

synthesizing methods of observation and analysis as described by Kevin Lynch, Grady 

Clay, and Allen Jacobs.  
 



Data collected relating to the conceived layer of space was in reference to the thought of 

space before it existed, the planning of a development or event before it occurred, as well 

as the way in which the community members represented their space to the outside 

world. Therefore, the sources in which the data was collected included the origins of the 

community, past and present plans or planning documents, materials advertising events 

and the community website. Data related to the perceived layer of space was based upon 

the physical nature of the community as well as how these physicalities affected the 

manner in which people traversed the areas.  Data was collected using observable features 

as described by Kevin Lynch. Data collected based upon the lived layer of space was in 

relation to the lived experiences of the community members which included, how they 

felt about their community, how they interacted with the community space and other 

community members, as well as the most important areas. In order to allow for an area of 

study that fit within the scope of this thesis, interviews of community members were not 

able to be conducted.  As a result, a framework was developed to observe physical clues, 

which were used to analyze and develop ideas as to the lived nature of the Villages of 

Mariemont and Fairfax.  The structure was derived from synthesizing the work of Allen 

Jacobs, who prescribed a formulaic method of observation and Grady Clay, who 

prescribed an intuitive method of observation.  

Data was collected and analysis was completed in order to create themes that were 

present within each layer of space in each of the communities studied. Several themes 

permeated throughout the multiple layers of space.  



Before the onset of the study, there were known and visible differences between the 

Villages of Mariemont and Fairfax. Therefore, the purpose of this thesis was to unearth the 

nuances of these differences, in which Interesting themes and relationships were found 

and described, and patterns within the themes were discovered.  An additional purpose of 

this thesis was the creation of a framework which allowed for analysis and interpretation 

that can be harnessed to generation meaningful questions in order to survey the 

community members in future research.  Also, it is easy, and somewhat natural to base a 

perception of a community space on first impressions.  Therefore, it must be noted that 

the process of creating a detailed methodology founded upon the mental, physical, and 

social aspects of space was meaningful because the structure provided a method in which 

observation (a planner’s most naturalistic and accessible tool) combined with background 

research can be used to create a picture of a community that is deeper than first 

impressions.  

The methodological framework was not only in place to note what should be observed, 

but also how to observe.  The observation process must be completed in a manner that 

would permit the loosening of one’s language as well as the riddance of perpectivist fixes 

that would taint the observation process (Clay 1975). This practice would decrease the bias 

possible when utilizing a methodology including observation, and also allow one’s mind 

to be open to multiple interpretations of a clue or set of clues.   



In conclusion, the most pertinent aspect of this thesis in relation to the field of planning 

and urban design was a the creation of a detailed methodological framework, based upon 

several scholarly works, to complete a holistic analysis of the Villages of Mariemont and 

Fairfax without the use of community interviews. Therefore, it is hoped that with the use 

of the groundwork provided in this thesis, further studies will be conducted in which 

community interviews will take place.   

Summary of Findings 

• Themes present in Mariemont, throughout all layers of space are:  

Excellence, Structured and Organized; Less Adaptable to Change, Planned, 

Regulated, Easily Found, Public and Open, United 

o Other characteristics in Mariemont that either relate to the overall themes, or 

only permeate one or two or the layers are: Cohesive, Distinctive, Civically 

and Socially Oriented, Changing sentiments of decreased regulation 

• Themes present in Fairfax, throughout all layers of space are:  Modesty, 

Unstructured; Adaptable to Change, Unplanned, Unregulated Hidden, Private, 

Closed, Divided 

o Other characteristics in Fairfax that either relate to the overall themes, or 

only permeated one or two or the layers are as follows: Eclectic, Typical, 

Detached, Erratic, Mainly Socially Oriented, Changing sentiments of 

increasing regulation 

• The above themes and characteristics were brought together to formulate 

community profiles or thick descriptions of the Villages of Mariemont and 

Fairfax(described in the analysis chapter).   

• The themes found within each of the communities and in turn the community 

profiles seem to be opposite, beginning in the conceived layer with the planned 



versus unplanned nature of the neighborhoods, and effecting all layers of space, 

throughout the existence of both Mariemont and Fairfax. 

o Ex: Privately Oriented vs. Publically Oriented, 

o Divided vs. United 

o Modestly vs. Excellence 

• The only way to completely validate the community profiles are to interview 

neighborhood residents, which can be completed during further research of 

Mariemont and Fairfax.  
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Appendix 

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL 
 
VILLAGE OF MARIEMONT, OHIO 
 
REGULAR MEETING HELD IN COUNCIL CHAMBER 
 
JULY 13, 2009  
 
Mayor Policastro called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. with the Pledge of Allegiance to the flag. The following Council members answered present to roll call:  
Mr. Bevis, Mr. Ebelhar, Mrs. Schmit, Ms. Sullivan, Mr. Thomas and Mr. Wolter.  
 
Mr. Thomas moved, seconded by Mr. Ebelhar to accept the Minutes of June 22, 2009 and to accept the Budget Hearing of June 22, 2009 as written.  On roll call; 
five ayes, no nays (Ms. Sullivan abstained).   
 
The following communications were read by Mayor Policastro: 
 
From Police Chief Hines:  June 2009 Monthly Report.  Mr. Ebelhar commented that we are seeing more substance abuse incidents. Chief Hines said unfortunately 
it is on the rise.  Mayor Policastro said in an economy like this you are going to see more of this.  Mr. Ebelhar said he was anticipating more break-ins.  Chief Hines 
said he distributed the flyer announcing the Annual Police Night out which is schedule for Tuesday July 28, 2009. 
 



From Fire Chief Phifer:  June 2009 Monthly Report 
 
From Service Superintendent Scherpenberg:  June 2009 Monthly Report.  Mrs. Schmit said she has received complaints of the clover growing in the common 
areas.  It is a concern because it draws bees.  Service Superintendent Scherpenberg said they will spray the areas.  Mr. Bevis wanted to thank Service 
Superintendent Scherpenberg for his oversight to the repairs to the Tennis Courts.  They look outstanding.  He said the general maintenance of the area looks 
better this year than he can ever remember.  Mr. Ebelhar thanked the department for clearing the tree that came down during the last wind storm.  
 
From Building Commissioner Malone:  June 2009 Monthly Report.  Building Commissioner reported that permits are down which he attributes to the economy. 
 
From Tax Administrator Judd:  June 2009 Monthly Report.  Mr. Bevis asked if the Village is on budget for earnings tax this year. Mrs. Judd said we are meeting the 
budget but we are flat compared to last year.  
 
From Swim Pool Manager Beck:  June 2009 Monthly Report 
 
From Engineer Ertel:  Pre-Construction Meeting Agenda.  Engineer Ertel said it went very well and he anticipates work to start next Monday with the connector 
on Mt.Vernon.  Mr. Wolter said there had been mention earlier about taking pre-construction photos in case there are drainage issues we can then determine 
who is responsible for repairs.  Engineer Ertel said he took some still photos when selecting the streets.  He will take some more photos but at this time he does 
not have any concerns.  Mr. Thomas said he talked with Engineer Ertel about a unique system in Montgomery which alerts drivers when pedestrians are crossing 
busy streets.  The crosswalk lights up when pedestrians are in the crosswalk.  He asked the Engineer to look into the cost.  Mrs. Schmit said Madeira also utilizes 
the same system.  Engineer Ertel said he contacted Montgomery but he not heard back.  He will try to contact the City of Maderia.  
 
From Safety Committee:  Decontamination Unit.  Mayor Policastro said last year the Safety Committee recommended to Council that the decontamination unit 
be moved to another fire department.  The Village’s obligation is over.  Chief Phifer said the contacts have been made to have it moved. He hopes to have it gone 
by the end of the month.  Mr. Ebelhar commented that our liability insurance is due for renewal in August and it would be best to have it gone prior to the 
renewal date to avoid additional insurance costs.  
 
From Police Clerk Margie Maupin:  Mayor’s Court Statements for May 2009 
 
From Mayor Policastro:  Letter dated July 1, 2009 re: Power Outages.  Mayor Policastro said he is working with Duke Energy to find out why a small section of the 
Village experiences power loss during storms.  There is an area behind the pool in the woods where some poles and lines are affected by falling trees.  Because 
there are not that many house affected, they are one of the last ones to have the power in this area restored.  Mrs. Schmit said that her house loses power 
frequently.  
 
From Yvonne Lesicko:  e-mail dated July 9, 2009 re: Cincinnati Bell Video Service. Mayor Policastro said they have the same rights as Time Warner Cable and they 
will be doing some sort of cable TV. They will use existing lines. Solicitor McTigue suggested referring it to a Committee and requesting a representative from 
Cincinnati Bell Video Service attend.  Mayor Policastro referred the matter to Public Works and Service.  
 
From Clerk Tontillo:  Projected Annual Deficits and Options to Close Gap.  Mr. Ebelhar said for clarification the communication is from him but was prepared by 
Clerk Tontillo.  
 
Mr. Jerry Vianello, 6570 Wooster Pike was given permission to address Council.  He thanked the Maintenance Department for going out of their way for his family 
when his daughter was married at the Concourse.  It was immaculate and he appreciated all the work and effort.  He said he has been hearing rumors that the 
Village is one police officer short.  Chief Hines said staffing wise that was correct.  Mr. Vianello said that concerns him and he believes it concerns many residents 
based on what was just said about the drug situation.  It is only going to get worse.  He does not know what Council’s plans are but he would urge Council to fill 
the vacancy as soon as possible.  He also urged Council to talk with members of the community because many are very concerned.  Mr. Ebelhar said there is a lot 
of concern and that is why he anticipates with the passage of the levy we will be back to full strength at the first of the year.  Mr. Vianello said he appreciates the 
comment and he understands the Village’s economic problems, but when safety is compromised in the Village he would ask that Council address the issue 
between now and November and not wait for the levy.  If the Village is running short, Council needs to come to grips with that. He assumes the money had been 
budgeted for since the officer was on the payroll.  Mr. Ebelhar said he shares his concerns but Council is waiting on the levy. Mayor Policastro said one thing that 
is being done is looking into hiring a fill in officer that could end up being a full time officer if the levy passes.  His concern is if an officer goes down then the 
Village is really in trouble.  Police Chief Hines said they have interviewed a number of people.  Mayor Policastro said the fill in position may be covered by 2-3 
people.  Mr. Vianello said human resources is his field of work and he has always found in his experience you get a better quality candidate when you have a 
regular full time position versus getting 2-3 people to fill in whenever.  
 
Mr. Bob Hat was given permission to address Council.  He said in 2006 he was hit in a pedestrian crosswalk outside the Mariemont Theatre.  The light was green 
when he walked across and was struck by a car. He said the car came back and hit him again.  His wife was in sandals and had she been where he was she would 
not have been able to get up.  At the time of the trial both the defending attorney and he addressed the Police Chief because there are no laws on the books 
regarding a pedestrian being struck in a crosswalk.  He did not want to sue anybody but it was interesting to him that the person who hit him did not lose her 
drivers license, did not get rated, in fact nothing happened to her.  Recently he left the Mariemont Theatre and crossed the road to the Mariemont Inn and the 
light had already turned red while he was half way across the walk.  He is bringing the matter up due to the mention of the lighted crosswalk in Montgomery and 
Madeira.  He asked Solicitor McTigue why when he was hit he relied on the prosecutor and he asked why there are no laws on the books. When the Police Chief 
was addressed at the time it was discussed by the attorney that the Village ought to take care of getting a law on the books if someone gets hit in the crosswalk 
that there is some liability.  He is not saying it has to be financial, simply something that goes on the record. Solicitor McTigue said he does not recall the trial 
exactly but he did remember that the case was tried and the defendant had a lawyer.  Magistrate Gaines made a decision that the driver was found not guilty.  He 
said the Village’s code mirrors the Ohio Revised Code. He said he believed that the Magistrate found her not guilty because the judge was not convinced the 
pedestrian had been struck and contact had taken place. It was not because sanctions were not on the books.  Mr. Hat requested that the matter be looked into 
to protect citizens by imposing sanctions on drivers who hit pedestrians in a crosswalk.  
 
Mr. Jeff Pike, 6920 Madisonville Road was given permission to address Council.  He said one of the crosswalk signs from Graeter’s to the square is out. He is 
concerned because it is a congested area.  He is in favor of reducing the speed limit in the area.  He said almost once a week someone is almost hit in the 



crosswalk at West on Madisonville Road.  He is in favor of anything that can be done to slow down the cars.  He noted that several street lights are out particularly 
the one at the intersection of Madisonville Road and Wooster Pike.  
 
Mr. John Altman,6616 Pleasant Street, was given permission to address Council.  He observes during the school year that children get stranded in the middle of 
the crosswalk at the median.  Cars do not stop to allow the pedestrians to finish crossing.  His concern is one day a child may get hit. He would recommend that 
crosswalk be considered for lights as well.  Mayor Policastro suggested having a police officer in the area to reduce the speed of traffic.  Mr. Thomas said one of 
the problems may be that cars turning westbound on Wooster Pike do not see the flashing lights indicating they need to slow down.  
 
Mr. Ken White, 3829 Settle Road, was granted permission to address Council.  He said there is a federal program called ‘Safe Routes to Schools’. The school district 
has begun to look into the program and perhaps it is something that could be done between the Village and the school district.  Mayor Policastro suggested that 
children go on Fieldhouse and cross over Wooster Pike where there is a crossing guard.  Mr. White said there are federal grants for the program.  Mayor Policastro 
suggested looking into it. 
 
Ms. Jane Coffee,4315 Joan Place was given permission to address Council.  She said there is an age old problem that affects residents along Joan Place, Rowan 
Hill and Bramble Drive.  It is the one way connector between Bramble Hill and Rowan Hill by the hospital.  It is marked one way.  It is apparent that neighbors are 
going the wrong way.  The stop sign is covered by brush.  She is willing to trim it back provided she does not get into trouble. She has contacted the police 
department who told her it is no man’s land.  Mayor Policastro said it is private property that is owned by Mercy St. Theresa.  Ms. Coffee said she has spoken with 
the hospital several years ago.  There has been no action.  She is fearful that a nasty accident is going to happen.  She asked how to appeal the fact that it is a one 
way street.  She asked why it is marked one way and who marked it one way.  Mayor Policastro said there is not much the Village can do because we do not own 
the property.  Mercy St. Theresa controls it.  Ms. Coffee said the residents use it.  Mayor Policastro said it is supposed to be used as a one way exit for the hospital. 
The possibility to annex the street was not accepted favorably years ago by Council.  Mr. Bevis said there is an agreement between Mercy St. Theresa and the 
residents of Rowan Hill that precludes the road being owned by the Village and precludes it from being two-way.  It is an exit only out of the hospital parking lot.  
It does not mean that people will not violate the stop sign and drive through the wrong way.  He suggested that Ms. Coffee trim back the brush to see if that 
helps the situation.  Mayor Policastro said the liability would be on the driver who caused the accident just as if in a private parking lot.  At the time of an accident 
the police would make a report.  He suggested Ms. Coffee write a letter to Mercy St. Theresa and copy him as well.  
 
Mr. Altman asked about the status of the stimulus money for the police department.  Mayor Policastro said he got a hold of Jean Schmidt who indicated that the 
money would come from the State of Ohio.  He along with Mr. Wolter went to a seminar which he found worthless.  Mr. Wolter said the stimulus money is 
targeted for brick and mortar projects of a large magnitude.  Mayor Policastro said several attempts have been made but have gotten us nowhere.  Ms. Sullivan 
said the stimulus money is chaos. 
 
Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mrs. Schmit to pay the bills as approved by the Mayor, Clerk and Finance Chairman.  Mr. Bevis asked about the payment to 
Baxter pre-cast Bollards for the Village Square. Service Superintendent Scherpenberg said it was for two replacements that were damaged during a car accident. 
Mr. Bevis asked if the Village was remunerated.  Mayor Policastro said the individual was drunk and was driving with no insurance. He no longer can be found.  
Mr. Bevis thanked the Service Department for completing the repair of the guard rail at Miami and Rowan Hill.  Mr. Wolter commented that the dispatch fees are 
higher than usual.  Police Chief Hines said it is due to increase in calls for service and a price increase per call from $14.00 to $14.55.  The Police Chief’s Association 
was able to negotiate the $14.55 price as they wanted to raise the rate even more.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.    
 
Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mr. Bevis to accept the recommendation of the Finance Committee which recommends the following changes to the 
Ordinance affecting recreational employees, Pool Manager and Building Inspector.  The Finance Committee recommends the following changes be made to the 
existing Ordinances with implementation of rates beginning July 1, 2009: 
 
·        Pay ranges for the Recreation Employees will reflect a 2% wage increase from existing hourly rates 
 
·        That the compensation range for the Inspector for the Building Commissioner for residential and commercial inspections reflect a 2% increase from existing 
rates 
 
·        That the compensation of the Pool Manager be increase by 2% 
 
·        That the compensation for the Village Engineer by increase by 2% 
 
The Finance Committee requests that the Solicitor prepare the necessary ordinances as an emergency measure for the immediate preservation of the public 
peace, health and safety of the Village of Mariemont under the emergency clause for the protection of public health and well being.  Mr. Ebelhar apologized for 
the emergency clause but these seemed to have gotten lost in the shuffle.  Normally, these rates are addressed at the same time as the full time employees. The 
Committee recommends the rate be effective July 1, 2009 which will comply with the obligations to OPERS. On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  
 
                Mr. Wolter thanked everyone who helped with the fireworks.  In spite of Mother Nature we were able to pull everything off.  He received a nice letter 
from Mr. Lynch who reiterated how well everything went. 
 
                Mr. Wolter said he has received complaints from residents in the Historic District about garbage.  Residents are indicating that people are not using 
garbage stickers and somehow someone is picking up the garbage.  Ms. Sullivan said there have been a number of vacancies within the past month.  The 
residents moves and stacks up the garbage in the back.  Sometimes the landlords will contact Rumpke and arrange for a pick-up. Mayor Policastro said the police 
have been down the lanes quite a bit.  Police Chief Hines said the department has been aggressive on warning people who have trash violations, grass and signs.  
 
Mayor Policastro read the following miscellaneous announcements: 
 
Mayor Policastro referred the matter of the Village’s liability insurance to the Finance Committee.  Mr. Ebelhar said he has received some solicitations from 
competitors and is interested in seeing the bids. 
 



Resolutions: 
 
“Adopting the Budget for 2010 and To Declare Emergency” had a first reading.  Mr. Thomas moved, seconded by Mr. Wolter to suspend the rules to allow for the 
second and third readings.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  The Resolution had a second reading.  Clerk Tontillo said he has been putting together the state packet 
and it will be delivered on time to the auditor.  The Resolution had a third reading.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mr. Thomas to adopt the Resolution.  On roll 
call; six ayes, no nays.  Mr. Ebelhar moved, seconded by Mrs. Schmit to invoke the emergency clause.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Resolution No. R-12-09 was 
adopted. 
 
“Additional 4.75 Mills Tax Levy in Excess of 10 Mill Limitation for Current Expenses for 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, and 2014” had a first reading. 
 
“To Confirm the Reappointment of Christopher M. Ertel as Village Engineer for Calendar Years 2009 and 2010 and to Set Compensation and To Declare 
Emergency” had a first reading.  Mr. Thomas moved, seconded by Mrs. Schmit to allow for the second and third readings.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  The 
Resolution had second and third readings.  Mr. Wolter moved, seconded by Mr. Bevis to adopt the Resolution.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Mrs. Schmit moved, 
seconded by Mr. Ebelhar to invoke the emergency clause.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Resolution No. R-13-09 was adopted. 
 
Ordinances: 
 
“Ordinance Adding New Residence D District to Mariemont Zoning Code and Amending Section 151 of the Mariemont Zoning Code to Reflect the same” had a 
third reading.  Mr. Thomas moved, seconded by Mr. Wolter to adopt the Ordinance.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Ordinance No. O-6-09 was adopted. 
 
‘To Amend Section 78.01 of the Mariemont Code of Ordinances, Schedule IX and Schedule II Changing the Speed Limit on U.S. Route 50 through Mariemont 
Square from 35 MPH to 25 MPH and Increasing Time Limit for Parking from Two Hours to Three Hours” had a first reading. 
 
“To Amend Ordinance No. O-10-08; To Set Compensation for the Inspector for the Building Commissioner and To Declare Emergency” had a first reading.  Mr. 
Bevis moved, seconded by Ms. Sullivan to suspend the rules to allow for the second and third readings.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  The Ordinance had a 
second and third reading.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mr. Bevis to adopt the Ordinance.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Mr. Ebelhar moved, seconded by 
Ms. Sullivan to invoke the emergency clause.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Ordinance No. O-7-09 was adopted 
 
“To Amend Ordinance No. O-9-08; To Increase the Pool Manager’s Salary; and To Declare Emergency” had a first reading.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mr. 
Bevis to suspend the rules to allow for the second and third readings.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  The Ordinance had a second and third reading.  Mr. Wolter 
moved, seconded by Mr. Ebelhar to adopt the Ordinance.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mr. Wolter to invoke the emergency 
clause.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  Ordinance No. O-8-09 was adopted. 
 
“To Repeal Ordinance No. O-7-08 Pertaining to Maximum Pay Rates for All Grades of Recreation Employees and To Enact New Legislation Pertaining to Maximum 
Pay Rates for all Grades of Recreation Employees; and To Declare Emergency” had a first reading.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by Mrs. Schmit to suspend the 
rules to allow for the second and third readings.  On roll call; six ayes, no nays.  The Ordinance had a second and third reading.  Ms. Sullivan moved, seconded by 
Mr. Wolter to adopt the Ordinance. On roll call; six ayes, no nays. Mr. Bevis moved, seconded by Ms. Sullivan to invoke the emergency clause.  On roll call; six ayes, 
no nays.  Ordinance No. O-9-09 was adopted. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:26 p.m. 
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