
Data Sources
US Census Bureau 
US Census American Community Survey (ACS) 
Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Government (OKI)
Ohio Department of Development 
Projected Population data sourced from OKI Regional Council of Governments
Data obtained from the Clermont County Auditor's Office 2022
US Census Bureau On the Map 2019
Clermont County GIS (shapefiles, maps)
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R
e: 2022 Land U

se C
om

m
unity Survey – Executive Sum

m
ary 

D
ear 

, 

A
s part of Pierce Tow

nship’s effort to properly plan for the future in Pierce Tow
nship, the Land U

se Plan and 
subsequent survey have been launched to gain an understanding of the vision of the Tow

nship as desired by the 
residents. The survey w

as launched Septem
ber 30

th – O
ctober 14

th. The survey w
as posted via Q

R
 C

ode flier at 
a num

ber of local businesses including K
roger, Super Sam

’s, Poochie’s and B
iggby C

offee. The survey w
as 

also m
ade available on the Tow

nship w
ebsite, C

ER
K

L and Facebook. 

 A
 breakdow

n of the response profile can be found below
: 

T
otal Q

uestions: 44
T

otal R
esponses: 508

98%
 of respondents w

ere Pierce Tow
nship residents

23%
 of survey respondents w

ork from
 hom

e
7%

 of respondents w
ork for a business located in the Tow

nship
34%

 of respondents are retired
49%

 of respondents w
ere 55 years of age or older.

40%
 of respondents w

ork outside of the Tow
nship

95%
 of respondents ow

n their hom
e

G
ender:
o

Fem
ale: 45%

o
M

ale: 40%
o

Prefer N
ot to Say/Skipped: R

em
ainder

Staff’s interpretation of the survey is presented below
, w

ith significant inform
ation detailed per our analysis. 

Sum
m

ary: 

G
enerally, respondents believe that Pierce Tow

nship is a great place to live (81%
), w

ith only (4%
) in 

disagreem
ent. A

lthough, Pierce is seen as a great place to live, there is a desire to im
prove the com

m
ercial uses, 

overall aesthetic and functionality of SR
 125, including from

 a w
alkability perspective. 

Furtherm
ore, building hom

es and neighborhoods that integrate and incorporate into the natural areas of the 
Tow

nship, w
hile preserving the hills and topography are critical com

ponents for residents. 



W
hen asked how

 residents w
ould like to see the Tow

nship in 10 years, respondents prioritized the follow
ing: 

Safe 
84%

 
C

lean 
80%

 
Fam

ily oriented 
60%

 
Q

uiet 
59%

 
N

aturally picturesque 
55%

 
A

ffordable 
45%

 
C

harm
ing 

43%
 

It should be noted that “suburban (29%
)” w

as prioritized over rural (22%
) and urban (3%

). Further, fast paced, 
and bustling received 5%

 or few
er responses. In totality, significant priority is placed on protecting scenic areas, 

hillsides and corridors, indicating that the rural hom
es, on larger lots surrounded by natural space is generally 

im
portant. 

Priorities: 

83%
 in favor of SR

 125 corridor beautification

82%
 support m

ore stringent storm
w

ater regulations

81%
 in favor of m

ore aggressive natural space conservation

74%
 in favor of creative subdivision designs > “cookie cutter designs”

73%
 of respondents are Extrem

ely or V
ery Satisfied w

ith Tow
nship Services. (4%

 unsatisfied)

70%
 consider designating/protecting scenic areas, hillsides and corridors as “Extrem

ely/V
ery

Im
portant)

68%
 of respondents support the Tow

nship encouraging m
ore recreational developm

ent
o

58%
 H

iking Trails
o

45%
 B

ike Trails
o

30%
 A

ctivities for K
ids

o
25-29%

 Public Event Space, Playgrounds, Indoor Sports R
ecreation, C

anoe/K
ayak,

Pickleball, Public Fishing A
ccess

H
aving H

ealth and W
ellness R

ecreation O
pportunities (Extrem

ely or V
ery Im

portant 67%
)

55%
 in favor of the Tow

nship encouraging new
 developm

ent/redevelopm
ent

W
hen asked w

hether the Tow
nship should encourage m

ore retail developm
ent, the response w

as
split roughly evenly 41%

 in favor vs. 29%
 opposed and 29%

 neutral

W
hen asked w

hether preservation or prom
oting new

 developm
ent w

as m
ore im

portant, 58%
 of

respondents indicated they w
ere about the sam

e, w
ith m

any leaning to preservation of natural
areas (36%

).



H
aving attractive/distinctive buildings is deem

ed im
portant by 58%

 of respondents

68%
 of respondents indicated enhanced sidew

alks/crossw
alks and enhancing pedestrian m

obility
w

as w
orth exploring

Top 2 C
ode Enforcem

ent priorities:

V
acant B

uildings/D
eteriorating Sites 

74%
 

G
eneral C

lutter/D
ebris 

38%
 

H
ow

 to Fix SR
 125 (T

op 3 C
hoices): 

A
dd m

ore trees and landscaping 
57%

 
Im

prove/add Sidew
alks/M

ulti-U
se Paths 

46%
 

U
pgrade the road 

38%
 

Should SR
 125 be m

ore w
alkable/bikeable or m

ore like a highw
ay? 38%

 w
alkable/bikeable and

52%
 prefer a blend, 11%

 highw
ay.

E
m

phasize and D
e-E

m
phasize: 

Em
phasize: 

H
ousing: Larger Lot H

om
es, H

ousing O
ptions for O

lder/Elderly R
esidents, Standard Single

Fam
ily H

om
es, H

ousing that is W
alkable/B

ikeable to C
om

m
ercial Services, H

ouses Surrounded
by N

atural Spaces

O
w

ner-O
ccupied H

ousing

U
ses: C

asual R
estaurants, Farm

er’s M
arket, B

rew
 Pub/W

ine B
ar, U

pscale R
estaurants, C

offee
Shops/C

afes, O
utdoor R

ecreation, Ice C
ream

/C
andy Shop, D

eli Style Sandw
ich Shop and

Entertainm
ent (B

ow
ling, M

ini G
olf, M

ovies)

D
e-Em

phasize: 

H
ousing: Starter H

om
es, Tw

o-Fam
ily, Tow

nhom
es, M

ulti-Fam
ily (3 U

nits +),
R

entals
A

uto Sales, Storage, A
irB

nB
 lodging, A

uto Services, Fast Food

A
ssets and L

iabilities: 

Assets (29%
 or m

ore respondents): Parks, H
ills/Terrain, H

ike/B
ike Trails, R

iver and G
olf C

ourses 



Liabilities (30%
 or m

ore respondents): C
om

m
ercial buildings are rundow

n/ugly, lack of restaurant 
options, traffic congestion, unw

alkable, lack of entertainm
ent, R

oad D
esign/Q

uality, C
ongestion on 

R
oads, Traffic Safety 

If you could fix, change or extend any roadw
ays in Pierce T

ow
nship, w

hich roads w
ould you m

ost like to 
im

prove? (C
hoices R

eceiving 30%
 or m

ore of responses) 

SR
 125 (O

hio Pike) 
58%

 
W

hite O
ak/Lew

is Intersection 
36%

 
N

inem
ile R

oad 
32%

 
M

erw
in Ten M

ile 
30%

 

T
op 3 preferred uses of the 2.53 acre site (M

aple/O
ak) 

Farm
er’s M

arket 
57%

 

R
estaurant 

41%
 

C
om

m
unity C

enter 
32%

 

Supported U
se(s) of T

ax D
ollars: 

R
oadw

ay Im
provem

ent 
74%

 
Sidew

alks (im
provem

ent/m
aintenance/installation) 

53%
 

Im
proved Streetscaping (C

urbs, trees) 
51%

 
C

ode Enforcem
ent (property cleanup etc) 

46%
 

M
ulti-U

se Trails 
38%

 
A

ttracting/R
etaining B

usinesses 
38%

 
B

usiness Façade Im
provem

ent 
16%

 
H

om
e R

epair G
rants 

13%
 

O
ther (please specify) 

5%
* 

N
one of the above 

3%
 

*O
ther responses included:

Street lights (4)
Entertainm

ent options for Fam
ilies/C

hildren (2)
A

llocating resources to support seniors (2)
D

eveloper incentives for m
ore entertainm

ent/business (2)
School/Education (2)
Police, Fire and EM

S enhancem
ent

H
aving m

usic or m
ovie nights in Pierce Park



B
oat ram

p
U

pscale restaurants
U

nderground utilities on SR
 125

Im
prove internet

Thank you, 

Eddie M
cC

arthy, Planning and Zoning A
dm

inistrator 




























