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Syracuse - Onondaga County
Planning Agency

e E-911 Address Administration

e Geographic Information Systems
(GIS)

e Syracuse Office of Zoning
Administration

* Planning Services
—Onondaga County Planning Board



Onondaga County Planning Board

Provides recommendations on approximately 600 plann ing and zoning
referrals annually from 35 municipalities

« Intent: “to bring pertinent inter-community or county-wide p lanning,
zoning, site plan and subdivision considerations to the attention of
neighboring municipalities and agencies having juri sdiction”

- Review: “compatibility of land uses, traffic, community char ~ acter,
drainage, municipal and county development policies , capital programs or

regulatory measures, such other matters as may rela  te to public
convenience, government efficiency, and to the achi  evement and
maintaining of a satisfactory community environment "

e Limitations:
— NYS Home Rule — local planning and zoning documents
— Ability to overrule with supermajority vote
— Only actions within 500’ of a ‘trigger’
— Varied interpretation of extent of review permitted

— Difficulty in assessing and assigning inter-municip al impact for cumulative
effects of development on individual projects

— Economic conditions
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2010 Development Guide
Goals & Strategies

Goals For Onondaga County

 Economic Growth
e An Attractive Community
e Diversity and Choice

* Fiscal Strength

Land Use Vision




2010 Development Guide
Policies

« Urban and Suburban Settlement * Preserve Transportation Assets
Patterns

Conduct Coordinated Reviews
 Consider Natural Resources

e |nfrastructure for Job Creation
» Consider Infrastructure Costs

* Protect the Rural Economy
* Invest In Existing Communities

 Promote Sustainable Land
» Redevelop Obsolete and Vacant Development
Sites

 Encourage Compact

* Protect and Maintain Existing Development in Rural Areas
Infrastructure



Onondaga County Settlement Plan

Onondaga County Settlement Plan THE REGKINAL PLAN

OPEN SPACE STRUCTURE

e Regional Plan & Pilot Projects

 Model Traditional Neighborhood

Development (TND) Code

e Design Guidelines




Onondaga County Settlement Plan

* Design Guidelines
 Regional Plan & Pilot Projects
o Traditional Neighborhood Development (TND) Code



Conventional Zoning vs. Traditional
Neighborhood Development (TND) Zoning

Individual site

*Private site plan
*Property access
*Single-use zones
*Single-purpose streets
Automobile dominance
*On-site amenities

«Community vision
*Neighborhood scale & design
sConnectivity

*Mixed-use neighborhoods
*Multi-purpose streets
*Pedestrian & transit friendly
*Clvic spaces



Regional
Development

Trends &
Decisions




Housing Unit
Growth

7,000 new units
since 2000

e 147 subdivisions
e 2.600 acres

e 160 rural units
annually
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Housing Unit
Growth (continued)

e Home Sizes Up 40%

 Avg. Urban Lot Size = 0.87 ac
Avg. Rural Lot Size = 8.15 ac

Rural Acres Consumed Per New
Housing Unit, 1980 to 2000

2000
1982 2,336 sq ft

o r N W B»

Acres Per Unit

Syracuse Metro Area Average For 100 Metro Areas 1’690 Sq ft

>




Water
Infrastructure
Expansion

2001-2008
e 144 mi. of new water main
e 1,075 new hydrants
« 3 new storage facilities
e 2 new pumping stations
e Cost per 1,000 gal up 78%

e Annual Water Delivered
down 11%




Wastewater and
Stormwater
Infrastructure

e 57,201 feet of new
sewer in 2007

 Added 12,550 acres
to Sanitary District (
since 1998

* Aging Infrastructure,
Stormwater mandates,
Septic limitations fogend L

unty Pump-Stations

- Pump Etations
@ County Treatment Plants




Transportation
Infrastructure

Added 61 Miles of
New Road since 2000

43% Increase In
Daily VMT since 1990

Average Commute
IS Now Over 20 Minutes

DVMT(000)
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Urban land increased
02% since 1970

Increased by 50
square miles in 1990s

Suburbanization
of rural towns
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NO Regional
Population Growth
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City of Syracuse 1970-2000 Towns 1970-2000

Population down 50,000 Population up 35,000
Households down 8,000 Households up 44,000

Housing Units down 3,600 Housing Units up 47,000




Continuing
Challenges....
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The Challenges Are....

Acres
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The Challenges Are....

A Reduction in Farmland

 |nability to Support Mass Transit




The Challenges Are....

e Reduction in Farmland

* Inability to Support Mass Transit

« A Larger
Carbon Footprint

Metric Tons

Carbon Emissions Per Capita, 2005
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Syracuse Metro Area Average For 100 Metro
Areas




The Challenges Are....

- A Reduction in Farmland
* An Inability to Support Mass Transit

e Increased driving and a larger carbon footprint

 Demand for facilities and public services In
new areas




The Challenges Are....

- A Reduction in Farmland
* An Inability to Support Mass Transit
e Increased driving and a larger carbon footprint

 Demand for facilities and public services in new areas

 Abandoned neighborhoods, buildings and

Job centers




The Challenges Are....

A Reduction in Farmland

Inability to Support Mass Transit

Increased Carbon Footprint

Demand for Services in New Areas

Abandoned Neighborhoods

e Concentrations of

Poverty

Syracuse City

Housing Units
Vacant Ow ner-

Renter-
Occupied

Occupied

Onondaga Co. Towns
Housing Units

Vacant

Occupied

o
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The Challenges Are....

A Reduction in Farmland

An Inability to Support Mass Transit

Increased driving and a larger
carbon footprint

Demand for facilities and public
services in new areas

Abandoned neighborhoods, buildings
and job centers

Concentrations of poverty

 Economic Competitiveness




The Challenges Are...

A Reduction in Farmland

* An Inability to Support Mass Transit

* Increased Driving and a Larger
Carbon Footprint

e Demand for Facilities and Public
Services in New Areas

 Abandoned Neighborhoods,
Buildings and Job Centers

e Concentrations of Poverty

Economic Competiveness

e Spreading our tax
dollars over a larger
geographic area

Population and Urbanized Area
in Onondaga County 1950-2000
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The Opportunities Are...







The Opportunities Are....

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

* Rising Gas and Energy Prices




The Opportunities Are....
« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution
* Rising Gas and Energy Prices

e Obesity, Public Health, and Walkable Neighborhoods




The Opportunities Are....
« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution
* Rising Gas and Energy Prices
e Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods

* Protecting Water and Open Space Resources




The Opportunities Are...

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

* Rising Gas and Energy Prices

* Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods
* Protecting Water and Open Space Resources

o Community Discussion of Government

Modernization and Efficiency




The Opportunities Are...

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution
* Rising Gas and Energy Prices
* Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods

* Protecting Water and Open Space Resources

o Community Discussion of Government
Modernization and Efficiency

« Smart Growth Legislation




The Opportunities Are...

Community Planning &
Transportation Survey

November 2010
Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation Council
Syracuse-Onondaga County Planning Agency




Background

e Statistically-valid

— 3,900 randomly-selected
households

— 25% response rate

* +/- 3.5% margin of error

* Reported differences
— Area of residence
— Income
— Age



New Development Types

B None OVery Little B Unlimited Amount B Quite abit 0OSome

Small Shops and Business 45% 27% 96%
Farms 24% 39% 86%
Manufacturing/Warehouses 28% 35% 84%
Housing Development 29% 41% 70%
L St d Offi
arge >tores and tce 30% 42% 69%
Buildings
-50% 100%

Percent of respondents



Location of New Development




Model of New Development

Please tell us how future development in Onondaga County should be arranged.




Approach to New Development

Please tell us which scenario best represents how you would like to see
future development take place in Onondaga County.

%
° %




Expansion of Services

When should government expand infrastructure and services into new areas
(i.e., roads, sewers, schools)?

&/



Perspectives on Planning

Which of the following statements is closest to your opinion?




Priority
Areas

B (1) Extremely Important O (2) O (3) Somewhat Important O (4) O (5) Not At All Important

Protecting our air and water quality

Preserving natural areas, habitats, and open land
Keeping the scenic beauty of Onondaga County
Reducing our energy usage

Preserving farmland

Helping to improve our struggling communities
Making our communities more walkable
Enhancing public spaces, parks, and trails
Reducing traffic congestion

Preserving historic homes and buildings
Improving public transportation (i.e., bus service)
Preserving 'small town' character

Lessening our dependence on automobiles

Including a mix of housing types for all ages and
income levels in every community

Encouraging a mix of housing, shopping, and offices
in the same area

Connecting neighborhoods to each other and to
nearby destinations

79% 15% |5
64% 20% | 13%
62% 25% [11%
52% 32% 12%
47% 26% 20% |5%
43% 31% 19% [4%
43% 27% 23% | 6%
40% 31% 24%
37% 28% 25% | 9%
34% 33% 24%  |8%
34% 30% 27%  |8%
31% 31% 25% | 10% [ads
28% 30% 250 | 12% |8
27% 28% 250 | 14% |6%
23% 36% 30%  |7%|4d
21% 31% 32% 10% [5%

0%

20%

40%

60%
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100%



Solutions to Congestion

In your opinion, which of the following do you think is the best long-term
solution to reducing traffic congestion in Onondaga County?




Transportation

Options

I would use the Syracuse Hancock airport more
often if flights were cheaper

| would use an express train to get from Syracuse
to other locations outside of Central New York if the
senice had convenient stops and schedules

| would use the Syracuse Hancock Airport more
often if flights were more convenient

To improwve air quality, | would consider carpooling,
taking the bus, walking/biking or buying a wehicle
with better gas mileage

If | commute from the suburbs to the city of
Syracuse, | would use express train or bus if the
senice had convenient stops and schedules*

| would drive less if my home/work was close to
public transportation (i.e., bus)

I would continue to drive even if other types of travel
were made more convenient and accessible

| experience delays in my daily travels

Freight movement (Ma truck, rail, or plane)
negatively affects my quality of life

-100%

B Strongly Disagree O Disagree

B Strongly Agree O Agree

92%

91%

83%

83%

82%

0%
Percent of respondents

100%



Key Survey Findings

 Strong support for smart growth concepts

e Support for preservation of and investment in
existing resources

e Support for planning for future growth

e Strong tendency towards SOV

o Satisfaction with overall transportation system

« Dissatisfaction with conditions & non-auto options

* Interest in exploring different transportation options



Onondaga County
Sustainable
Development

Plan




Scenario Modeling Tools















Sustainable Development Plan

Trends Analysis

Engagement

Defining Sustainable Development
Policies and Projects

Work Product



The New Onondaga County
Sustainable Development Plan

www.ongov.net/planning/coplan

Joanne M. Mahoney, County Executive

Don Jordan, SOCPA Director
donjordan@ongov.net

Megan Costa, Planning Services
megancosta@ongov.net
(315)435-2611




