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Introduction
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Lynchburg, Ohio was described as a quiet place where nothing 
ever happens by all of the people I met immediately after 
moving into town.  That was all anyone would say after telling 
them that I have been living in Cincinnati, which by comparison 
might as well be New York City.  For the most part, it was a quiet 
little town of just under 1,500 people.  The grander entertain-
ment opportunities that I had been accustomed to my entire life 
were no where to be found.  But the air was clean and I could 
hear birds chirping at all hours of the day.  And as if those simple 
pleasures weren’t enough to instill a new found respect for small 
town America, the characters of Appalachia that I met behind 
every door and across each service counter were some of the 
most genuine people that I have met in my travels across the 
country.

Monday, January 19th marked the beginning of my time in 
Lynchburg and immediately, though it was a cloudy, breezy day, I 
was instantly met with smiles and welcomed to the town.  As the 
mayor showed me down the street to the place that I would call 
home for the next 2 months, I realized that my commute to work 
was going to be a ONE minute walk.  As we climbed the rusty 
staircase that rose from the back alley to the doorway that 
symbolically marked the passage way between my private life 
and personal experience thus far in life and the drastically differ-
ent world that I was now officially immersed into, I caught my 
first glimpse of Lynchburg’s setting.  The landing at the top of 
stairs was on the west side of the building, only two blocks from 
the western edge of town.  The view overlooked a small but 
locally important river valley.  Beyond fields dominated the 
westward expanse until the treeline; that scene has become my 
new visual definition of Ohio.

Once I stepped inside, I found the Mayor’s mother and the police 
chief’s daughter readying my new abode.  The Mayor then 
helped me bring in my things, including the mattress.  In a small 
town, even those at the top of the social latter will provide the 
most basic helping hand.  Perhaps my viewpoint is a bit skewed 
as I wasn’t in town long enough to experience the downsides of 
living in a place where the trees, walls and of course the neigh-
bors talk, but at one point over lunch a few weeks later, the 
Mayor suggested that I appreciate small town community more 
than the people who have lived it their whole lives.

That theme has dominated my understanding of the planning 
field; we don’t know what we have until it’s gone and often we 
take the simplest things, the most important things in life, for 
granted.  It was from this perspective that I began to develop the 
concepts behind what would become the plan.  In short, the 
approach was to protect and enhance the positive attributes of 
the Lynchburg lifestyle, its natural environment and its identity.  

By the end of the initial physical analysis of Lynchburg, it had 
become rather apparent that the town had good bones, but the 
flesh had fallen away.  The overall layout of the old section of 
town was not only intact but incorporated alleyways into the 
circulation system.  In a conversation with the Mayor one after-
noon, I had mentioned to him that a current trend in the field of 
urban design has been to go back towards the “old urban fabric” - 
the basic framework that the New Urbanists have been pushing 
as a development doctrine.  The Mayor nodded with understand-
ing.

It was this understanding that was a critical component of 
formulating this plan.  The Village of Lynchburg, as had been 
made expressly clear in various conversations with the local 
townspeople, has had a poor history in regards to progress.  But 
from our first telephone conversation, the Mayor conveyed to me 
that things were different under his administration.  No longer 

would opportunities for the village slip through the cracks.  
No longer would the future of the village happen haphaz-
ardly without any foresight or intervention.

Knowing that we could more or less throw the old books out 
the window and start anew in Lynchburg with a progressive 
outlook was the greatest gift a planner could ask for.  From 
that perspective, the freedom to suggest more creative 
solutions was there.  In my opinion the best solutions are the 
more creative and unique as they respond directly to the 
challenges and opportunities present in the localized situa-
tion.  

Thus the plan is not necessarily a comprehensive plan but a 
hybrid plan that, while still looking at the larger picture, it 
incorporates some strategic planning influences to tackle 
specific issues such as economic development, hence the 
focus on Main Street and the park infrastructure.  As these 
two physical aspects of Lynchburg can be easily influenced 
by the village itself, it made sense to emphasize their rede-
velopment.  After all, it is those two pieces of the built envi-
ronment that can be shared by everyone.

And finally, it was that idea of everyone that we really 
desired to see in the plan.  Most of all we wanted to see the 
villagers in the process.  On one of my first days in the office, 
I was surveying the Mayor’s bookshelf and noticed Bowling 
Alone by Robert Putnam sitting there.  I was in the process of 
reading that same book at the time and the Mayor and I 
often referred to it as the inspiration for exciting each of our 
own interests in civic engagement in every step of the 
planning process from thence forth.  For too long the men-
tality of us and them dominated the mind set of the average 
citizen of Lynchburg.  The construction of this plan proved to 
be one of the best opportunities in a long while that called 
on the citizenry to take hold of their own future.

After it has been said and done, I would really just like to 
thank everyone who pitched in along the way, whether it be 
a ride to grocery store in Hillsboro, as there was no full 
grocery in town and I did not have a car, or for the use of a 
washer and dryer on laundry day.  Not only did I get to learn 
about a way of life that had been foreign to me until January 
of 2009, but there was an exchange involved for all of us and 
we were able to bridge one of the most forgotten cultural 
divides in our country:  the gap between urban and rural.
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When developing goals, objectives and plans for the future, it is 
important to first understand the past.  The precept is simple:  
you don’t know where you’re going unless you know where 
you’ve already been.  More concretely, the current state of affairs 
is always a product of the past and key insights into what should 
be done to remedy the problems of the present are often found 
in the past.  In the case of urban composition, both social and 
physical, this analysis is imperative.

So where does that story of Lynchburg, Ohio begin?  According 
to Hugh Isma Troth, an amateur yet thorough local historian, the 
tale begins in Virginia.  From there, the Byrd family claimed land 
in the Virginia Military District as payment received from the 
Commonwealth of Virginia for service during the American 
Revolution.  This land was in what would become southern Ohio.  
The owning family had ties with Lynchburg, Virginia and the 
property in Ohio then inherited the name.

1806 marked the first year that Westerners settled permanently 
in the area.  The names Van Meter and Miller came from Kentucky 
while the name Stroup came from Pennsylvania.  These families 
located in Dodson Township in the area that would become 
Lynchburg.  At some point two additional names that would 
contribute to the future of the area arrived; they were Smith and 
Botts.  In 1830, the village was officially platted by the two latter 
arrivals and the recorded history of Lynchburg began.

The first plat of the town shows two streets, Main and High, 
being the first crossroads of the town.  There were 12 lots, six on 
either side extending north along Main Street from the intersec-
tion.  Additionally, the system of alleys originated at this time.  
Main and High Streets formed the nucleus from which the town 
grew.  By 1833, the rail line that once ran through Lynchburg had 
been established and ran diagonally across Main Street to the 
south of Pearl Street.  The grid pattern of streets and alleys was 
fully taking form by this time.  By 1898 the village had stretched 
eastward to Park and Grand Avenues and South to Turtle Creek.

Growth did not return until 1940’s and that was when the subdi-
vision and in-fill period of development in Lynchburg began.  
The northeastern corner of town was developed at this time and, 
given the differences in lifestyle preferences between the two 
centuries, the individual parcels developed in a different manner 
from the original sections of town.  The automotive paradigm 
had taken hold; driveways replaced alleyways and the lot sizes 
increased.  Architectural differences emerged as well.  The 
Glenavy subdivision was began in the middle 1990’s and typified 
the modern subdivision with curvilinear streets, large lawns and 
long driveways.  It is important to note that this development is 
situated on the other side of Turtle Creek from the rest of town.  
This site is still in the process of being completed.

The railroad tracks that ran across the town were removed half-
way through the last century.  This act left a major axis perpen-
dicular to the only other through right-of-way, that being Main 
Street, void of any development.  Buildings were constructed in 
this space blocking the land from being used as a transportation 
corridor.  There has been a mix of commercial and residential 
uses ever since.

But the economic history of Lynchburg is one of the most impor-
tant pieces for discussion in this section of the plan.  Given that 
the town was settled shortly after the turn of the 1800’s and was 
located in land previously unsettled by Westerners, the initial 
residents were primarily subsistence farmers and much of the 
rest of the nearby areas functioned as agricultural land.  Once a 
critical mass of production was reached, certain individuals could 
operate services for the community concentrated in the town.  

1857 marked a distinct changing of the guard in Lynchburg.  That 
year, the Freiburg and Workum whiskey distillery opened its 
doors and began employing people in the vicinity of Lynchburg.  
The distillery eventually became the largest employer in the 
town and fostered the existence of a manufacturing base in the 
town.  This was a dynamic shift from an agrarian economic base 
as, in accordance with the history of industrialization in other 
areas of the county, the jobs paid in cash allowing the workers to 
partake in the larger economic world (i.e. the Sears and Roebuck 
Catalogue).   

However, Prohibition was a death sentence for the distillery and 
its doors were closed just before the 1920’s began.  The loss of 
the largest employer in town, especially one that provided a 
trade surplus, was a major blow to the overall livelihood of 
Lynchburg.  Sadly, many note this incident to be the beginning 
of the end for a vibrant local economy.  Ever since, the shift to 
small scale production of goods and, more recently, the reliance 
upon the retail/service sector has increasingly forced residents to 
find employment outside of the incorporated area. 

There have been two key actions made by the local government 
to first actively, and then passively reinforce this process with 
policy.  In the 1970’s the village government, primarily through 
the office of the mayor, set the village on a path to being a 
bedroom community instead of a relatively small employment 
center.  This was done by denying industries from setting up their 
works in the village.  This course of action was a direct choice 
made in light of the intended consequence.

Again in the 1990’s the village government blocked an industrial 
use within the village limits.  This time however, it was not for 
development reasons.  An offer was made to rekindle the distill-
ery as a production facility once again for the purpose of making 
whiskey.  However, the reopening of the distillery doors was 
denied on the grounds that alcohol production was inappropri-
ate for village values.  This was an act that inadvertently withheld 
jobs from being located in the community.

The sum of these events has left Lynchburg with little means of 
local employment and lent the town to the mercy of the indus-
trial cycles in Hillsboro and Wilmington.  The critical mass of 
economic activity needed to keep the system moving has been 
dwindling for quite some time.  However, it has not disappeared 
and it will be crucial for the vitality of the village to capitalize on 
suitable offers in the future.
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Lynchburg is located approximately 50 miles from Cincinnati, 
Dayton and the Ohio River.  From this position the village enjoys 
reasonable access to a large network of jobs in the southern and 
central sections of the state.  Additionally, the recreation oppor-
tunities that come with the aforementioned areas are nearby as 
well.  While the village is not located immediately off of a US 
Interstate route, its proximity to various state routes and 
extremely short distance to US 50 keep Lynchburg connected to 
the overall network of key transportation corridors.

There are two major regional  centers serving Lynchburg.  Both 
Hillsboro and Wilmington provide most of the jobs and services 
demanded by the citizens of the village.  Very often, as casual 
social surveying evidenced, individuals and households often 
enjoyed the services of the regional center in which employment 
was located.  Cincinnati and Dayton fill the rest of the service gap 
when necessary and also provide job opportunities.

Demographically speaking Lynchburg has a very homogeneous 
population but has a diverse age distribution.  Over half of the 
population is under the age of 44 with over 50 percent of that 
grouping over 18 years of age; there is a prime workforce contin-
gent living in Lynchburg.  Women hold a slight advantage over 
men in numbers.

Household makeup is primarily of the family variety.  The major-
ity of these households are traditional family units.  However, a 
quarter of the population is counted as nonfamily households.  
Elderly people living independently also count for nearly a sixth 
of the total number of households. 

Most people own their own home in Lynchburg leaving renters 
as the minority.  The average size of these units, distinguished 
along the same lines is remarkably close.  The most glaring 
difference between owners and renters, other than the ratio of 
the two, is that rental vacancies are higher that owner occupied 
housing.

Educationally speaking, most residents of Lynchburg completed 
high school or attained an equivalency or sorts.  Just under 15 
percent of the village residents have completed a higher educa-
tion program including associates degree programs.  While the 
school district is one of the best in the area, taking the next step 
seems to be an issue. 

Due to recent events in the economic landscape, the data 
collected for measuring employment in the year 2000, is 
extremely obsolete.  As a general point, interpretation of that 
data should factor in an extreme downturn in larger economy 
hitting the “Production, transportation, and material moving” 
sector of the economy very hard; this of course was the largest 
employment area at the time of information collection.
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State Parks

Total Outdoor Recreation Acres per 1,000 Residents



     

INCOME IN 1999     
Households 514 100.0 

Less than $10,000 44 8.6 
$10,000 to $14,999 35 6.8 
$15,000 to $24,999 87 16.9 
$25,000 to $34,999 92 17.9 
$35,000 to $49,999 108 21.0 
$50,000 to $74,999 90 17.5 
$75,000 to $99,999 40 7.8 
$100,000 to $149,999 9 1.8 
$150,000 to $199,999 3 0.6 
$200,000 or more 6 1.2 
Median household income (dollars) 34,792 (X) 

      
With earnings 412 80.2 

Mean earnings (dollars) 40,942 (X) 
With Social Security income 154 30.0 

Mean Social Security income (dollars) 10,951 (X) 
With Supplemental Security Income 23 4.5 

Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars) 6,313 (X) 
With public assistance income 6 1.2 

Mean public assistance income (dollars) 3,900 (X) 
With re�rement income 94 18.3 

Mean retirement income (dollars) 19,247 (X) 
      

Families 364 100.0 
Less than $10,000 14 3.8 
$10,000 to $14,999 15 4.1 
$15,000 to $24,999 53 14.6 
$25,000 to $34,999 61 16.8 
$35,000 to $49,999 90 24.7 
$50,000 to $74,999 77 21.2 
$75,000 to $99,999 39 10.7 
$100,000 to $149,999 9 2.5 
$150,000 to $199,999 3 0.8 
$200,000 or more 3 0.8 
Median family income (dollars) 41,375 (X) 

      
Per capita income (dollars) 16,315 (X) 
Median earnings (dollars):     
Male full-�me, year-round workers 30,337 (X) 
Female full-�me, year-round workers 22,422 (X) 

      
POVERTY STATUS IN 1999 (below poverty level)     

Families 22 (X) 
Percent below poverty level (X) 6.0 

With related children under 18 years 18 (X) 
Percent below poverty level (X) 9.3 

With related children under 5 years 3 (X) 
Percent below poverty level (X) 5.0 

      
Families with female householder, no husband present 9 (X) 

Percent below poverty level (X) 16.1 
With related children under 18 years 7 (X) 

Percent below poverty level (X) 17.9 
With related children under 5 years 3 (X) 

Percent below poverty level (X) 37.5 
      

Individuals 122 (X) 
Percent below poverty level (X) 9.1 

18 years and over 82 (X) 
Percent below poverty level (X) 8.4 

 

 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS     
Popula�on 16 years and over 1,019 100.0 

In labor force 646 63.4 
Civilian labor force 646 63.4 

Employed 621 60.9 
Unemployed 25 2.5 

Percent of civilian labor force 3.9 (X) 
Armed Forces 0 0.0 

Not in labor force 373 36.6 
      

Females 16 years and over 538 100.0 
In labor force 296 55.0 

Civilian labor force 296 55.0 
Employed 287 53.3 

      
Own children under 6 years 117 100.0 

All parents in family in labor force 67 57.3 
      

COMMUTING TO WORK     
Workers 16 years and over 616 100.0 

Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 504 81.8 
Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 85 13.8 
Public transporta�on (including taxicab) 0 0.0 
Walked 10 1.6 
Other means 3 0.5 
Worked at home 14 2.3 
Mean travel �me to work (minutes) 30.8 (X) 

      
Employed civilian popula�on 16 years and over 621 100.0 

OCCUPATION     
Management, professional, and related occupa�ons 111 17.9 
Service occupa�ons 69 11.1 
Sales and office occupa�ons 166 26.7 
Farming, fishing, and forestry occupa�ons 0 0.0 
Construc�on, extrac�on, and maintenance occupa�ons 76 12.2 
Produc�on, transporta�on, and material moving occupa�ons 199 32.0 

      
INDUSTRY     
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hun�ng, and mining 10 1.6 
Construc�on 53 8.5 
Manufacturing 130 20.9 
Wholesale trade 24 3.9 
Retail trade 70 11.3 
Transporta�on and warehousing, and u�li�es 112 18.0 
Informa�on 13 2.1 
Finance, insurance, real estate, and rental and leasing 44 7.1 
Professional, scien�fic, management, administra�ve, and waste management services 19 3.1 
Educa�onal, health and social services 92 14.8 
Arts, entertainment, recrea�on, accommoda�on and food services 19 3.1 
Other services (except public administra�on) 23 3.7 
Public administra�on 12 1.9 

      
CLASS OF WORKER     
Private wage and salary workers 527 84.9 
Government workers 47 7.6 
Self-employed workers in own not incorporated business 45 7.2 
Unpaid family workers 2 0.3 
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Projected Population Distribution - 2020
Total:  12,005,733

Per Capita Personal Income - 2006
U.S. $36,714, Ohio $33,320



 Number Percent 
      

Total popula�on 1,350 100.0 
      

SEX AND AGE     
Male 641 47.5 
Female 709 52.5 

      
Under 5 years 123 9.1 
5 to 9 years 103 7.6 
10 to 14 years 117 8.7 
15 to 19 years 93 6.9 
20 to 24 years 64 4.7 
25 to 34 years 222 16.4 
35 to 44 years 209 15.5 
45 to 54 years 122 9.0 
55 to 59 years 56 4.1 
60 to 64 years 72 5.3 
65 to 74 years 85 6.3 
75 to 84 years 64 4.7 
85 years and over 20 1.5 

      
Median age (years) 32.6 (X) 

      
18 years and over 947 70.1 

Male 445 33.0 
Female 502 37.2 

21 years and over 900 66.7 
62 years and over 217 16.1 
65 years and over 169 12.5 

Male 67 5.0 
Female 102 7.6 

      
RACE     
One race 1,341 99.3 

White 1,332 98.7 
Black or African American 4 0.3 
American Indian and Alaska Na�ve 3 0.2 
Asian 2 0.1 

Asian Indian 0 0.0 
Chinese 0 0.0 
Filipino 0 0.0 
Japanese 0 0.0 
Korean 0 0.0 
Vietnamese 2 0.1 
Other Asian 1 0 0.0 

Na�ve Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0 
Na�ve Hawaiian 0 0.0 
Guamanian or Chamorro 0 0.0 
Samoan 0 0.0 
Other Pacific Islander 2 0 0.0 

Some other race 0 0.0 
Two or more races 9 0.7 

      
Race alone or in combina�on with one or more other races 3     
White 1,341 99.3 
Black or African American 5 0.4 
American Indian and Alaska Na�ve 11 0.8 
Asian 2 0.1 
Na�ve Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0 
Some other race 0 0.0 

      
HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE     

Total popula�on 1,350 100.0 

      
HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE     

Total popula�on 1,350 100.0 
Hispanic or La�no (of any race) 1 0.1 

Mexican 1 0.1 
Puerto Rican 0 0.0 
Cuban 0 0.0 
Other Hispanic or La�no 0 0.0 

Not Hispanic or La�no 1,349 99.9 
White alone 1,331 98.6 

      
RELATIONSHIP     

Total popula�on 1,350 100.0 
In households 1,350 100.0 

Householder 518 38.4 
Spouse 287 21.3 
Child 433 32.1 

Own child under 18 years 356 26.4 
Other rela�ves 62 4.6 

Under 18 years 33 2.4 
Nonrela�ves 50 3.7 

Unmarried partner 30 2.2 
In group quarters 0 0.0 

Ins�tu�onalized popula�on 0 0.0 
Nonins�tu�onalized popula�on 0 0.0 

      
HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE     

Total households 518 100.0 
Family households (families) 365 70.5 

With own children under 18 years 191 36.9 
Married-couple family 287 55.4 

With own children under 18 years 141 27.2 
Female householder, no husband present 60 11.6 

With own children under 18 years 41 7.9 
Nonfamily households 153 29.5 

Householder living alone 136 26.3 
Householder 65 years and over 65 12.5 

      
Households with individuals under 18 years 212 40.9 
Households with individuals 65 years and over 131 25.3 

      
Average household size 2.61 (X) 
Average family size 3.14 (X) 

      
HOUSING OCCUPANCY     

Total housing units 557 100.0 
Occupied housing units 518 93.0 
Vacant housing units 39 7.0 

For seasonal, recrea�onal, or occasional use 2 0.4 
      

Homeowner vacancy rate (percent) 2.2 (X) 
Rental vacancy rate (percent) 9.6 (X) 

      
HOUSING TENURE     

Occupied housing units 518 100.0 
Owner-occupied housing units 358 69.1 
Renter-occupied housing units 160 30.9 

      
Average household size of owner-occupied unit 2.68 (X) 
Average household size of renter-occupied unit 2.44 (X) 
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NATIVITY AND PLACE OF BIRTH     
Total popula�on 1,347 100.0 

Na�ve 1,339 99.4 
Born in United States 1,335 99.1 

State of residence 1,099 81.6 
Different state 236 17.5 

Born outside United States 4 0.3 
Foreign born 8 0.6 

Entered 1990 to March 2000 0 0.0 
Naturalized ci�zen 2 0.1 
Not a ci�zen 6 0.4 

      
REGION OF BIRTH OF FOREIGN BORN     

Total (excluding born at sea) 8 100.0 
Europe 4 50.0 
Asia 4 50.0 
Africa 0 0.0 
Oceania 0 0.0 
La�n America 0 0.0 
Northern America 0 0.0 

      
LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME     

Popula�on 5 years and over 1,246 100.0 
English only 1,221 98.0 
Language other than English 25 2.0 

Speak English less than 'very well 13 1.0 
Spanish 16 1.3 

Speak English less than "very well" 8 0.6 
Other Indo-European languages 9 0.7 

Speak English less than "very well" 5 0.4 
Asian and Pacific Island languages 0 0.0 

Speak English less than "very well" 0 0.0 
      

ANCESTRY (single or mul�ple)     
Total popula�on 1,347 100.0 
Total ancestries reported 1,256 93.2 

Arab 0 0.0 
Czech1 1 0.1 
Danish 0 0.0 
Dutch 11 0.8 
English 151 11.2 
French (except Basque)1 27 2.0 
French Canadian1 5 0.4 
German 242 18.0 
Greek 0 0.0 
Hungarian 4 0.3 
Irish1 232 17.2 
Italian 30 2.2 
Lithuanian 0 0.0 
Norwegian 0 0.0 
Polish 11 0.8 
Portuguese 4 0.3 
Russian 0 0.0 
Scotch-Irish 32 2.4 
Sco�sh 18 1.3 
Slovak 0 0.0 
Subsaharan African 0 0.0 
Swedish 3 0.2 
Swiss 0 0.0 
Ukrainian 0 0.0 
United States or American 376 27.9 
Welsh 6 0.4 
West Indian (excluding Hispanic groups) 0 0.0 
Other ancestries 103 7.6 

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT     
Popula�on 3 years and over enrolled in school 311 100.0 

Nursery school, preschool 4 1.3 
Kindergarten 26 8.4 
Elementary school (grades 1-8) 165 53.1 
High school (grades 9-12) 78 25.1 
College or graduate school 38 12.2 

      
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT     

Popula�on 25 years and over 869 100.0 
Less than 9th grade 63 7.2 
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 125 14.4 
High school graduate (includes equivalency) 422 48.6 
Some college, no degree 132 15.2 
Associate degree 45 5.2 
Bachelor's degree 48 5.5 
Graduate or professional degree 34 3.9 

      
Percent high school graduate or higher 78.4 (X) 
Percent bachelor's degree or higher 9.4 (X) 

      
MARITAL STATUS     

Popula�on 15 years and over 1,041 100.0 
Never married 222 21.3 
Now married, except separated 608 58.4 
Separated 9 0.9 
Widowed 85 8.2 

Female 78 7.5 
Divorced 117 11.2 

Female 71 6.8 
      

GRANDPARENTS AS CAREGIVERS     
Grandparent living in household with one or more own grandchildren under 
18 years 

20 100.0 

Grandparent responsible for grandchildren 18 90.0 
      

VETERAN STATUS     
Civilian popula�on 18 years and over 975 100.0 

Civilian veterans 146 15.0 
      

DISABILITY STATUS OF THE CIVILIAN NONINSTITUTIONALIZED POPULATION     
Popula�on 5 to 20 years 324 100.0 

With a disability 17 5.2 
      

Popula�on 21 to 64 years 743 100.0 
With a disability 152 20.5 

Percent employed 48.0 (X) 
No disability 591 79.5 

Percent employed 79.9 (X) 
      

Popula�on 65 years and over 179 100.0 
With a disability 92 51.4 

      
RESIDENCE IN 1995     

Popula�on 5 years and over 1,246 100.0 
Same house in 1995 710 57.0 
Different house in the U.S. in 1995 528 42.4 

Same county 250 20.1 
Different county 278 22.3 

Same state 188 15.1 
Different state 90 7.2 

Elsewhere in 1995 8 0.6 
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On Saturday, January 31st, we conducted an open house during 
which the attendees were asked to participate in a survey.  This arose 
from the need to engage the citizenry of Lynchburg in order for them 
to become more active in local government processes.  Right from 
the beginning of the project, the Mayor’s office had indicated that 
this was a top priority of the administration.  For decades, participa-
tion and faith in local governance had been in a substantial decline.  
The comprehensive planning process provided one the best oppor-
tunities to canvass the public and invite them back into the fold of 
what should ultimately be their government.  

Even though the Village of Lynchburg had made attempts to draw 
the public inside the decision making process, efforts mustered little, 
if any, turnout.  Thus, aided by the Planning Committee of Council, 
we hit the streets and spread the word about the event by going into 
businesses and politely asking to post an event flier while simultane-
ously informing the recipients on some of the critical details regard-
ing the what was to take place.  

As a result, we managed to attract a solid number of participants; 
most of whom had not been engaged in local government in quite 
some time, if ever.  Eight of the fourteen participants had not been 
involved with the comprehensive plan previous to the open house.  
The remaining members were made up of a couple of council mem-
bers, the Mayor and village employees.  While they may have a 
slightly different background for answering the questions due to 
their employment status, we can consider their votes relevant none-
theless since they reside AND work in the village; this is to say that 
they more or less spend their entire lives interacting with Lynchburg.  
The gender distribution was fairly equal with six women and eight 
men.  The age of the responders was slightly above the average age 
of all adults in the village.

As shown on the opposite page, there were eight boards placed on 
the walls and each participant was given a colored marker.  They 
went around the room at their own leisure and were asked to priori-
tize each item in relation to the others on the sheet.  There was little 
need for extra direction after this as the participants picked up the 
programming of the exercise in stride.  If a question did arise, the 
designer of the survey was on hand at all times to provide any clarifi-
cation.

The questions are all displayed at right so we will now summarize the 
results in the following narrative providing the mode value and then 
the average of the responses to each subheading in parentheses 
following the question:

When asked what is nice about Lynchburg, “Natural/rural setting” 
(Mode:  1; Average:  1.64) dominated the polling.  Each of the other 
sub-questions fared relatively equally and do not need extra prioriti-
zation.  The second board, which asked the converse of the previous 
board, the responders indicated that “Loss of community/culture” (1; 
1.73) was the gravest problem facing the community.  “Limited 
personal growth” (2; 2.67) and “Amenities” (3; 2.73) were next and 
were only statistically separated by the switching of one vote.  “Size 
of the community” (5; 3.6) and “Slow-paced lifestyle” (5; 3.87) were 
not seen as problems facing the community.

Parks and Recreation headed the third board and saw “Type of 
facilities” (2; 1.93) rise to the top of the charts.  
“Availability/Accessibility” and “Features/Amenities” (both 2; 2.71) tied 
for second and had identical voting patterns.  “Location” (3 and 4; 
2.86) closely followed and “Number of facilities” (5; 4.07) was an 
outlier at the bottom of the list.

Housing issues were presented on the fourth board.  “Maintenance 
and upkeep” (1; 1.73) was far and away cited as the biggest problem 
with the housing stock.  “General quality,” “Utility costs,” “Affordability” 

and “Size/space”  all shared the same mode (3) but can be 
ranked in descending order by their respective averages 
(2.87, 3.0, 3.33, 3.67).

Fifth came transportation and the “Street lighting” (1; 1.14) 
was clearly the dominant issue on this sheet.  “Parking” (2 
and 3; 2.92) came next and was closely followed by 
“Circulation/flow” (3; 3.14).  “Alternative Methods” (5; 3.64) 
had a greater mode value but a lesser average than “Traffic” 
(4; 4.07).  The statistical inference that we can make here is 
that “Alternative Methods” was a higher priority to more 
people that “Traffic.”

The sixth board, relating to economic development, was the 
first format variation of the boards.  This one had only three 
subheadings to comparatively rank with an optional fourth.  
“Service Businesses” (1; 1.36) held a narrow priority margin 
over “Industry/manufacturing” (2; 1.64).  “Agriculture” (3; 2.5) 
was a clear last.  Only one “Other” optional response was 
submitted as a fourth priority:  “Eco-friendly energy.”

A main street wish list followed in the seventh spot.  “Gro-
cery” appeared 9 times out of the 14 responses.  Three other 
responses can be considered as a component of a grocery 
(bakery, “Save-a-lot” and meat market + produce).  The other 
two responses were still food related (sports grill and a place 
for women to gather over tea and pie).

The final board was labeled “Critical Issues” and was designed 
to be the integration of most the other boards.  
“Amenities/Services” (2; 1.87) and “Economic development” 
(1; 2.6) emerged as top priorities.  “Appearance” (3; 2.8) 
followed next.  “Housing” (4; 4.17), “Parks and Recreation” (4; 
4.33) and “Transportation” (5; 4.47) were generally consid-
ered of less importance among the respondents.

As a brief summary, economic development, appearances 
and a better diversity of services are the biggest issues facing 
Lynchburg.  The loss of community/culture came as no 
surprise given the attitude towards the Village of Lynchburg 
as noted in the period leading up to the event.  This also can 
be understood to connect back to the identified physical 
problems in the village, specifically the appearance.  Civic 
pride is certainly in need of bolstering.
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At right we can see an illustration displaying information relating to 
the flow of water in and around Lynchburg.  A cursory glance reveals 
that the old section of town (i.e. north of Turtle Creek) is wedged on 
higher ground in between the confluence of the East Fork of the 
Little Miami River and Turtle Creek.  This natural boundary is 
predominately responsible for the developmental history of the 
town.  Much like the densest and oldest development in New York 
City is at the tip of Manhattan, where the Hudson meets the East 
River, the same situation arises here in Lynchburg at a much smaller 
scale.

The other surface water shown on the map is entirely the product of 
human intervention.  These ponds serve minimal purpose for flood 
and runoff control as they mostly sit near the principle watercourses.  
Thus they primarily serve esthetic rather than practical functions.  
Maintenance of these water bodies is a private responsibility.  In 
some cases, an individual property owner is accountable for the 
pond’s health; in other cases ownership is a joint venture between 
multiple property owners.

Blue, gradient arrows mark the primary drainage patterns in and 
around town.  In some areas, the pattern results from broad slopes 
collecting lesser volumes of water over a larger area and concentrate 
near the bottom of the elevation change.  In other places, the drain-
ing water has channelled the earth creating small ravines.  Here the 
water often flows in small and visible streams.  Heavier flows can be 
noticed during large rains and snow melts.  Erosion can be an issue in 
these areas.

There is a distinct relationship between the effluent and the flood-
plain:  the latter is often at its widest where larger drainages are 
discharged.  Outside the southwest side of town we can see the most 
dramatic example of this event.  The coupling of a large drainage 
area and a low lying plain have combined efforts to cause an area of 
the floodplain to extend itself fairly far from the primary watercourse.  
Inside town, where there is a considerable constraint upon develop-
ment due to FEMA restrictions, there are similar situations.  However 
these areas are smaller and in some cases, less accessible to the 
circulation network.  

As a final note on these natural water features, and their topographi-
cal counterparts, we can once again make deductions regarding the 
developmental history of the town.  Long before the restrictions of 
FEMA and the EPA, development stayed away from these areas.  As 
the town was settled in the early 1800’s, multiple generations could 
study the rise and fall of seasonal water levels and understand them 
in a tacit sort of manner.  This is especially notable on the southern 
edge of town where plat records line up perfectly with floodplain 
maps.  As Broadway ends into Texas Street, the smaller lot sizes give 
way into larger lots.  The smaller lots are outside the floodplain, the 
larger within.  The most fascinating point to be made here is the 
larger lots are platted in such a way that the property owner can still 
build a structure on a small area of each lot near the roadway.  I give 
credit to those of the previous generations for this foresight during a 
period absent of regulation.



Watercourses

16



Circulation

17

We can now transition to the other type of flow different than water 
in Lynchburg; that of course being the flow of people.  One of the 
first things we can notice about Lynchburg is that the skeletal frame-
work in the old section of town is well put together.  This is to say 
that the village does in deed have good bones.  An appropriate 
distribution of activities can take place in relation to the buildings.  
The principles of New Urbanism can be found in the old urbanism of 
Lynchburg; this is an opportunity to capitalize upon.

The circulation network present in the older core of town simultane-
ously combines and separates traffic.  The combination results from 
the system of alleyways, perhaps the best spacial asset already in 
place, which are safely accessible to all modes of transportation.  Due 
to the nature of these spaces, vehicular and pedestrian traffic mesh 
well given reduced speeds for motorized modes and the necessary 
width for passing.  The separation can be found on the arterial and 
collector streets.  In most cases sidewalks are present along these 
routes where vehicles attain higher speeds.  Additionally, parking 
areas can be moved to the rear of buildings opening up the front-
ages to a more inviting situation for street life and social interaction.  

Foundations for good aesthetic qualities are also present here.  Rear 
parking not only has functional benefits, but serves an attractive 
purpose as well.  The absence of cars provides more space for street 
trees and gardens.  This results in the creation of good sight lines 
down the street keeping the space open and inviting.  Replacing 
parking areas, which are predominately open hard scaped areas, with 
greenery can be perceived by pedestrians as the difference between 
trekking through a desert and strolling through the woods.  

However most of these situations are only a possibility in Lynchburg.  
On streets such as Broadway most people park their vehicles in a 
transitionary zone.  The space between front lawn and street turns 
into a cluttered space of gravel and mud.  Often the sidewalks are 
blocked by parked vehicles and the subsequent route of a pedestrian 
ends up becoming more of a walk through a swamp (especially in 
wetter seasons) than a comfortable walk down a pathway.  Given 
that “Appearance” was one of the primary concerns of participants in 
the open house survey, this is an aspect of Lynchburg’s right-of-ways 
that needs to be addressed.

Main Street (State Route 134) is the only through street in the entire 
village.  All other traffic has to come to a complete stop at some point 
in town before exiting.  This results in two important positives:  first, 
traffic has to slow down considerably maintaining a relatively peace-
ful atmosphere with the village.  Second, the immediate terminus of 
a route makes Lynchburg a destination of sorts.  According to the 
laws of physics, an object remains in its current state of motion.  In 
turn this means that if the traveler is stopped he or she has a greater  
propensity to do business in town.  Preserving this characteristic will 
have and enduring effect upon the vitality of the village as a place to 
live and work.

The other features in the adjoining graphic relate less to the flow, but 
the interaction between person and route.  The point where two 
pathways meet (shown as a red circle) is often an area of increased 
activity.  Making the most out of these spaces as inviting places for 
behavior as simple as a casual conversation or as a place to do busi-
ness is a real opportunity for improvement.  Naturally Main Street is 
already succeeding as the most common place for these meeting 
points but also happens to be the route with the most room for 
increased interaction.  Making better use of the corner at Pearl Street, 
a point that can be considered the heart of town, is the best example 
of this scenario.

Finally the orange triangles designate the visual approaches into 
town.  In other words, these are the points at which one may say “I 
am in Lynchburg” (or for the unfamiliar, “I am somewhere”).  Func-

tioning as gateways, the role these points serve elevate 
their importance in prioritizing circulation projects.  Cur-
rently, with the exception of South Main Street, these 
points are unmarked.  While the transition between town 
and country is fluid, it would make more sense to punctu-
ate these spaces to better define Lynchburg within its rural 
context.  Contrast has a stronger effect on ones’ impression 
than a gradual bleeding.
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Addressing the right of ways will be done all at once.  This section of 
the plan is primarily cosmetic in nature but also has ramifications in 
behavior and in the functioning of the spaces in question.  Essentially 
there are three types of circulatory spaces in Lynchburg.  They are 
arterial, local and alleyway.  Each serves its own distinct purpose and 
should reflect the landuse pattern.  Obviously Main Street functions 
best as an arterial while Broadway and Sycamore are at their best as 
local streets.

These spaces should be consistent throughout the village to unify 
each area of the village.  In theory this is similar to musical composi-
tion in that the circulation spaces are like the key of a song; the 
surrounding melodies can fluctuate and change just like each indi-
vidual property along the route does.  The village will subsequently 
be in aesthetic harmony.

The three groupings at right are visual descriptions of what each of 
these aforementioned spaces should look like.  At top we can see 
two versions for the arterials.  The upper portion is designed specifi-
cally for Main Street along the uptown blocks.  Space is allocated for 
on street parking in two six foot parallel sections on either side.  A 
brick border runs along the curb simultaneously spicing up the visual 
character of the street while also suggesting pedestrian traffic away 
from the street.  Within this brick paved space, light poles and 
signage can exist comfortably without encroaching upon the transit 
oriented portion of the sidewalk.  Street trees are placed within 
bump-outs that protrude into what would otherwise be parking.  
When these abutting the roadway, the sight line pinching action will 
also calm traffic, a notable problem on Main Street.  The elevation 
drawing further to the right gives a better representation of what this 
space will look like at eye level.

The lower section of the first drawing is a more general approach to 
arterial right of way design.  This will be more appropriate for the 
residential units alongside the roadway.  The sidewalks are more 
narrow as they will cater to lower traffic volumes.  A buffer between 
road and sidewalk also exists to make space available for more street 
trees.  Tree canopy coverage is important in all areas of town, but a 
denser canopy is more preferable in the residential sections versus 
the principle commercial strip where business signage needs to be 
visible.  Parking space is taken away since it will be accounted for in 
the rear yard area off the alleyway.

In the middle we can find the design for the local streets.  The right of 
way throughout town is about 50 feet on most all of the streets.  This 
gives ample room to work within.  Thus the street can remain 
relatively wide to accommodate more than just vehicular traffic.  
There is plenty of room to ride a bicycle without having to worry 
about competing with an automobile.  Also, guest parking can occur 
in addition to these activities.  Just like the second arterial design, 
there is once again a buffer between sidewalk and road allowing for 
street lighting and street trees.  The sidewalk then forms the outer 
border of the right of way and transitions the traffic smoothly and 
effectively to the adjacent property.  On the left of the plan view is 
the elevation once again showing scale between buildings and right 
of way.

Finally, the bottom set of illustrations show the design of the alley-
ways.  At left we can see that the 16 foot space allotted for circulation 
purposes is a hardscaped area.  This allows for maneuvering space on 
behalf of vehicles.  Also passing of other modes of traffic can take 
place without risking harm.  Down the center, a paving scheme 
should be in place that can let water percolate into the ground.  This 
will reduce the amount of storm water runoff and relieve a significant 
burden from other water collection infrastructure.
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A pattern analysis of Lynchburg reveals the gravest of underlying 
problems that can only be resolved through comprehensive plan-
ning.  By studying the different developmental patchworks, which 
incidentally may remind us of the Appalachian quilting tradition, we 
can see the areas where current and potential future developments 
are, or will be, the most disconnected from other settlement sectors.  
The importance of this physical trait translates directly into the social 
cohesiveness of Lynchburg as a whole.

So in describing each element of this graphic, we can begin with the 
blue areas.  These are the oldest pattern found in the patchwork.  
Here there are alleyways and the smallest lot sizes.  This is where the 
fabric of Lynchburg is best aligned with the description of traditional 
urbanism.  Due to the abundance of access points at the periphery 
these zones are more adaptable and transition better to other devel-
opments.  Hence we see fewer of the bidirectional, orange arrows 
delineating the poor transfer of movement between zones.  

Next we can analyze the green areas.  These are the most comparable 
to the blue zones.  The key differences here are larger lot sizes and 
the absence of alleyways.  Here the landscape is marked by front 
access driveways and homes oriented horizontally within their 
respective lots.  Typically, these residences developed in the post war 
period are of ranch style architecture.  The transferability of move-
ment between this zone and the others is still relatively good 
thought not quite as much as the blue areas.

Next we can see the yellow sections.  The general theme defining 
these lot collections is their relationship to the street.  Typically, these 
reside on the outlying areas of town and are responsive to a circula-
tion corridor.  The yellow lots are generally larger than the blue and 
are designed to interact with the frontage as the only access point.  
Back and side yards are reserved to serve nature more than village.  
Because of this, these zones are a poor development pattern for 
areas inside and on the immediate edges of town.

The last of the four color value fields is red.  As a definition, modern 
curvilinear subdivision is sufficient.  Dead ends are commonplace 
and severely restrict the flow of people beyond the boundaries of 
development.  This has proven to be an obstacle for emergency 
services as well as activities such as snow removal.  The worst case 
example of this phenomenon is the Glenavy subdivision on the 
southern edge of town.  While the natural boundary of Turtle Creek 
effectively disconnects the subdivision from the rest of the village, 
the division is furthered by the layout of the subdivision.  The only 
access point is on the west side along State Route 135.  Not only is 
the flow of people stagnated by this arrangement but future devel-
opment beyond the current bounds of the subdivision is impossible 
given the layout.  Connecting back to the main part of the village is 
also extremely difficult for any kind of vehicular traffic.  

Glenavy ends up giving us a clear demonstration of poor planning 
principles.  Not only do physical problems occur, but a major social 
consequence exists as well.  After extensive conversing on the subdi-
vision in general, it was frequently said that many people who live in 
Glenavy make a life out of turning left to work, shop and play in 
Hillsboro.  The direct impacts from this scenario are the loss of would 
be income and investment within Lynchburg as well as the formation 
of two Lynchburgs.  By this, it should be understood that two 
factions of people exist within one community.  As Lynchburg is 
comprised of just under 1,500 people, this separation is politically 
unhealthy.  Elections can be influenced by people who have little to 
do with the town and, perhaps even more importantly, they are less 
likely to give back to the community at large in any form other than 
the monthly water and sewer bill.  That is the principle reason why 
developments of this style need to be avoided in the future.
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The hands off approach to development over the last few decades 
really shows through in the existing landuse pattern.  Incompatible 
uses are far from rare and prime locations sit vacant.  For example we 
can see that Main Street is mired by these two problems.  At the 
principle intersection of town, that of course being Main and Pearl, a 
single family house sits in the shadow of a commercial building and 
is across the street from a major public space.  The street frontage is 
thus incorrectly punctuated and corner ill defined.  At the southern 
edge of the Main Street business district sits an abandoned building 
and two open, paved lots.  Once again the street frontage is discon-
tinued and the property is under utilized.

Off of Main Street we can see other incongruities.  The Dollar General 
store is one of the largest retail buildings in town.  However it is 
located on a side street and surrounded on three sides by residential 
uses.  Here the relationship between landuse and transportation is 
inappropriate as excess traffic exists on a residential street.  Aesthetic 
principles are also called into question with this use as well akin to 
other locations heading along the former railway corridor to the 
southeast. 

Yellow is clearly the predominate color on the opposing page.  This is 
not surprising as yellow denotes detached-unit residential uses.  
Given the town history over the last four decades, Lynchburg has 
become more and more of a bedroom community.  Much of the 
visual identity and spatial perception in town is the result of this.  It is 
the housing that really gives the small town experience.  

Vacancy blemishes Lynchburg consistently within its boundaries.  
This is a visual and an economic handicap.  Due to vacancy, property 
values are less than optimal, especially on adjacent parcels.  Whether 
the lot is empty or the building unoccupied, making better use of 
these sites should be a priority before any new development outside 
of the existing urban footprint takes place.  

Park spaces casually dot the landscape but are well placed.  On the 
western edge of the village, one park provides an opportunity to 
enjoy the river as well as the rural quality of the land beyond.  In the 
center of the main portion of town, a large space is reserved for the 
same use.  However, the other side of Turtle Creek is park-less.  As we 
have already seen, that sector is already cut off from the rest of town, 
especially for the principle users of parks:  kids.  But a solution resides 
quite literally in the backyards of this area.  Vacant parcels exist here 
and can be reclaimed to a higher use serving this public purpose.  If 
done correctly, then some of the circulation problems mentioned 
early in the plan can be partially overcome as well.

The northwestern edge of town sees part of the floodplain occupied 
by development.  It is safe to say that the long term occupation of 
this land by development is a poor idea for both physical and legal 
reasons.  However, due to the razing of the old distillery, a majority of 
this land sits vacant.  This makes for easy prevention of the above 
situation from reoccurring.  
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As the previous pages presented the associable problems with 
landuse, these two pages propose remedies.  

Working backwards through the listed problems, most of the land in 
the floodplain is designated for passive recreation, shown in dark 
green.  This land would remain undisturbed; whatever survives 
naturally in these areas is allowed to stay.  It would be feasible to 
locate trails within these areas as well as they can double as recre-
ation and transportation spaces without compromising their 
purpose.

As far as the locales already functioning as park space go, they all 
remain as such.  The only modification needed in these areas is the 
updating and enhancement of the facilities.  As mentioned earlier in 
the plan, adding an additional park space in the Glenavy subdivision 
would be extremely advantageous.  Locating this space on the 
northern edge of the subdivision would be the most preferable 
scenario.  From this position (the middle shade of green on the map) 
we can take out two birds with one stone.  First of all, the need for an 
accessible park in that area of town is met.  Secondly, locating it 
there, with the addition of a pathway bridging back to the terminus 
of Washington Street on the other side of Turtle Creek, will create a 
bridge of another sort as well.  With a literal common ground 
between the residents of the adjacent areas, a social bridging can 
take place.  Truthfully, the potential for children to meet in this space 
offers the most promise of all.  More on the connection back through 
to Main Street will be made later under the expanded section 
concerning parks.

Vacancy is a simple problem to solve on paper; on the ground it 
becomes a more complex issue.  For the purposes of this plan, the 
strategy for resolving the general issue of vacancy in Lynchburg is 
twofold.  First, effective economic development and growth should 
act to flesh out the community at large beyond its existing situation.  
Second, development should occur within the existing boundaries of 
the village before taking place elsewhere.  While it would be logical 
to save existing structures first, unoccupied land weighs in at a close 
second.  Nonetheless it would still be a good idea to develop a 
means to take better care of unoccupied buildings and barren lots.

Single family, detached housing will continue to dominate the 
Lynchburg landscape.  Because of the village’s role within the region 
as well as its size, this is the most suitable housing type for the fore-
seeable future.  This is the vernacular housing typology and should 
remain as such for one primary reason:  culture is largely contingent 
upon living arrangements.  Drastic changes would be destabilizing to 
the population.  However, the inclusion of new housing types to 
augment the existing pattern will help to increase lifestyle flexibility.  
This can be done by expanding attached and multifamily housing 
units.  These uses should be placed near the heart of town primarily 
along Main Street; this, of course is the most accessible section of 
town.

Working back towards Main Street then, as well as the old railroad 
corridor, the designation of mixing uses (orange) will further this 
endeavour.  Beyond the expansion of housing types, buildings that 
have the capacity to mix uses will also fill out the street frontages, 
better defining the neighboring spaces.  This is especially critical for 
the redevelopment of Main Street seeing as how it is the most 
suitable corridor for both use and appearance.  In other words, Main 
Street will have a more complete look, feel and function.  This will 
really give the village a stronger center of town.
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As we transition now into the first of the strategic elements of the 
plan, we find ourselves back on Main Street between High and Pearl 
Streets.  This is the northern portion of a two block target area for a 
redevelopment plan of Main Street.  Since Main Street is the life line 
of Lynchburg, it makes sense to concentrate activity along its route 
through town.  This way there can be a critical mass of businesses 
that can combine to serve the demands of the community.  There are 
currently plenty of available spaces, within a building or not, that can 
be made use of for economic development purposes.  

Looking back upon the results of the open house, there were a 
number of results relevant to Main Street including economic devel-
opment.  Expansion of services and amenities, cleaning up the 
appearance of town and establishing a grocery store are all things 
that will have their grandest impact on Main Street.  As these proj-
ects move forward, an opportunity to preserve the identity and 
history of the town arises.  While some buildings need more work 
that others to be fully rehabilitated, the architectural character is 
worth saving.  After all, they don’t build them like they used to.

Utilizing the Community Investment Corporation (CIC) to monitor 
and assist in implementing a redevelop program is the avenue of 
choice for making the necessary changes to the strip.  Under the 
control of the CIC, economic stimulus funding can be applied for to 
reduce the overhead of starting a business.  This reduction in the cost 
of doing business will allow for business creation or expansion in a 
market otherwise not conducive to such an activity.  Called a Retail 
Business Incubator, jobs can be created or retained in sectors includ-
ing services and office work.  The CIC will administer the program 
and will be responsible for the functions of applying for funding, 
aligning potential businesses for the funding, and making the sites 
relatively job ready.  

The drawing at right shows a less intensive redevelopment of Main 
Street.  Infill projects have filled the voids left between the buildings 
on the east side of the street near Pearl and on the abandoned lot 
south of the post office.  These buildings should be constructed in a 
manner where the scale and form match with the surrounding 
context.  Also, they should be compatible to mixing uses.  This way 
the old style of main street development, retail on the ground floor 
and apartments or other services on top, is feasible.  The thriving 
businesses are left untouched and allowed to flourish.  Repairs and 
facade refurbishments are a must and are the responsibility of the 
property owner.  

The street space is laid out according the previously displayed right 
of way designs.  The street trees, vintage lighting posts and reorga-
nized parallel parking instantly impact the appearance of the street.  
The bump-outs are best placed at the intersection of the alleyways 
and the street.  This prevents vehicles from blocking these access 
points to the rear of the lots.  A regular dispersal of street elements 
occurs naturally in this layout as well.  

Two public spaces occupy principle points on this block.  The post 
office features a public posting area that is highly visible.  Since there 
is no mail delivery, this is a location that is visited by more people, 
more frequently, than anywhere else in town.  The purpose of this 
element is to bolster community communication.  Civic engagement 
and community involvement were highlighted as major issues from 
the perspective of both the citizens and the mayor’s office.  The 
posting area is conceived to foster the fundamentals of this effort.  
Across the street and down the block, the site that formerly was 
occupied by the gazebo has been redesigned to serve as a more 
inviting public space that before.  The large trees and hedges that 
physically and visually cut the space off from its surroundings have 
been removed.  At the corner, the old fire bell from across the street 
has been transplanted to server as a sculptural piece of historic value.  
In the heart of the space, a hardscaped mound gently rises about 

two to three feet above grade.  Snaking through the middle 
of the space is a vector of flower gardens and a believer 
seating platform.  From this perch, a person can overlook the 
life in the plaza and the intersection of the two main streets 
in town.  Behind the exaggerated bench are more flower 
gardens.  Individual plots can be given to different commu-
nity groups so as to enable a little friendly competition.  And 
for the hot and humid summer months, the space is com-
plete with a drinking fountain.  Meanwhile, overlooking this 
plaza is a perfect location for a mural to cover the large brick 
wall of the juxtaposed building.  
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This depiction of redevelopment on Main Street is very similar to the 
previously described version.  However, the southern section of the 
two block target area shown at right is a more intensive redevelop-
ment.  Essentially, the north block is synonymous with a phase one; 
this is a phase two.  The existing buildings, compatible with the 
mixed landuse designation or of historical or social value remain.  
Due to the fact that the southwestern sector is almost entirely 
vacant, the amount of infill is much greater here.  The style guidelines 
remain the same.

One of the key differences is the street layout.  Instead of having 
parallel parking on both sides of the street, one side has angular 
parking.  Historical research shows that this layout has existed on 
Main Street before.  This arrangement increases the availability of 
parking, especially for the longer length vehicles common in Lynch-
burg.  There is also more room for the street trees to flourish.  Their 
placement more towards the center of the right of way will also 
increase their effect.  

Vehicular access points have also been reorganized.  The curb cuts at 
the library and the bank have been eliminated and the functions 
responsible for them have been moved to the rear.  This allows for a 
maximization of parking and a continuous street frontage to better 
define the corridor.  The rear lot areas are also better defined than at 
present.  Keeping them hardscaped and in good condition will go a 
long way elevating the overall quality of the district.  

This block also features the crossing of the two axes that run all the 
way through town.  Main Street was previously identified as the only 
through street in town.  But the old railroad right of way used to be 
the other continuous stripe of land running from one edge of town 
to the other.  In a few pages, the future of the former railroad will be 
discussed at length; right now we will focus on this intersection.  On 
the west side of the street, a small plaza has been created.  This area 
provides an excellent place to sit and people watch.  Color can also 
be added to the scene through seasonal plantings and flower beds 
here.  On the east side of the street the corner of Main and Washing-
ton has been redone to provide a complementary space to the one 
on the west.  This also preserves the sight lines for traffic to safely 
make turns.  Running between these two spaces, on a diagonal line 
across Main Street, is a recreational pathway stretching all the way 
from Glenavy in the east to Crapton Park in west.
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The second strategic element of the plan deals with the park and 
open spaces system around town.  These areas are crucial to the long 
term health of Lynchburg.  Parks not only add significantly to prop-
erty values but also foster better physical and emotional well being 
among residents.  While these areas require a public investment in 
construction and maintenance, the return is substantial.

Per earlier discussion in the plan, we found that a good volume of 
park space already exists within the village but is lacking in crucial 
areas.  Also, almost a third of the land area of town has no immediate 
access to the greenspace infrastructure.  Additionally, there is land in 
the floodplain of both the East Fork and Turtle Creek that can be 
reclaimed as a higher use in the form of passive recreation spaces.  
The task at hand is to appropriately expand the park facilities and 
connect them in a manner conducive to park like activities.

On the diagram at right, the darker green hues mark the places 
where the passive recreation spaces should be located.  Most of 
these are on parcels that are predominately in the floodplain.  The 
others occupy lots that are tough to access via a public right of way; 
basically this is will assign a definite value to lots that are not suitable 
for private development.  Largely due to geographical features, these 
spaces generally form a ring around most of the village.  While not 
intended to be a greenbelt, this will form a good transition between 
Lynchburg and its contextual milieu.  

The lighter green areas are the active recreation parks.  The western 
most of which is Crampton Park.  This park will fulfill its role best with 
an open layout, a picnic shelter, barbecues, a playground, and possi-
bly a band shelter or stage to complement the covered bridge at the 
north end of the park.  This should be a place for community wide 
events during the appropriate seasons.  Due east of Crampton Park 
lies the park where the old school building once sat.  The design of 
this park will be detailed more on the next page; for now we will 
mention that it should be more of play oriented space than a gather-
ing place.  South of this park, the vacant property in between Wash-
ington and Jackson streets should be redeveloped into plots for 
community gardening.  Like the flower beds at the corner of Main 
and Pearl, some more of that friendly competition between different 
community groups could produce (no pun intended) interesting 
results.  Following Washington Street out east, we can find the other 
new park space primarily for the use of the Glenavy residents.  This 
park should be similar to the park in the center of town.  Playgrounds 
and fields as well as other sporting facilities should be located here 
to complete the availability of amenities.  This park is of the utmost 
importance for both play and social reasons.  We have already men-
tioned that there is no such space available to that section of town at 
present.  Placing a park here will also have an important social ramifi-
cation.  When a pathway is built in between this park and the termi-
nus of Washington Street, it becomes a point of interest and a meet-
ing ground for residents from two distinctly different sections of 
town.  

But it is the connection aspect of this strategic plan that is the most 
important.  Serving both recreational and transit purposes, making 
attractive and effective connections between the park spaces will 
dramatically enhance the quality of life in Lynchburg.  When it comes 
to attracting new residents, this will be a major selling point.  It is safe 
to say that no other community in the immediate region has any 
type of network even remotely similar to this proposal.  

To accomplish this task, reclaiming a portion of the wide right of way 
on Washington Street is mandatory.  Continuing back along the old 
railway corridor, back towards Main Street, Washington and Jackson 
Streets should be converted into one way streets in order to narrow 
the designated area for vehicular traffic freeing space for the main 
pathway.  The South Main Revitalization diagram shows the intersec-
tion of this path and Main Street, the location that most necessitates 

an intricate design.  Out of the entire comprehensive plan, 
this feature is one of the most important elements.  It is in this 
manner that the town can once again be unified into one 
coherent social unit.

Lastly, the other two parks (Crampton and the former school 
site) should be connected via the alleyways.  Pedestrian traffic 
is already following these right of ways and can be further 
directed to do so by an alternative paving scheme for the 
center section of the alleyways.  This will denote that the 
alleyways, those of course being the one east of Sycamore 
Street and north of Pearl Street, make a formal and important 
connection between two nodes of activity.
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The layout of this park should serve as a model for the principles 
associated with park redevelopment in Lynchburg.  The space as 
whole is acutely defined by street tree plantings.  Structured activi-
ties should be clustered at the most accessible point in the park.  
Shade trees should be planted in these areas to counter the hot  
summer sun and to create a visual epicenter iconic of a gathering 
place.  Excess open areas should revert back to natural habitats for 
both environmental protection purposes as well as reduce mainte-
nance costs.  Also, a balanced assortment of activities should be 
taking place in each park.

So in this park we can see these principles clearly at work.  Along the 
edges, trees help to set the park apart from the surrounding context.  
Really the division between street and field is the most important 
point behind this.  The preexistence of the baseball diamonds influ-
enced the orientation of the overall park layout.  These spaces are 
large and open and are balanced on the other end of the park with 
separate fields for other types of sports play.  In between, two shelter 
houses provide space for family, church, etc. get-togethers or simply 
for relief from the weather, rain or shine.  The addition of a play-
ground and a basketball court fulfill demand for other types of 
activities, especially for children.  Providing spaces for their play will 
help to keep them out of trouble.  The meeting ground of the park is 
located at the point where the pathways from the other parks meet.  
The activities are primarily clustered around this point.  And finally on 
the eastern edge of the park, there is a field of indigenous plants; 
during the spring and summer this space will come alive in color 
with flowering plants.
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