
How we got here

GROWTH OF CITIES 
AND TOWNS

 – The American city emerged from changes in 
the economy and means of travel
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The transportation-
land use cycle

New development

More Traffic

Road 
Improvements

Increased 
accessibility

Increased
land value

Congestion

THE CYCLE RESULTS IN:
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 – Auto Dependency
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 – Loss of green and farmland

RECENT CHANGES 
IN PERSPECTIVE:
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Regional trends

CHANGING 
DEMOGRAPHICS
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Median Age:
1970: 27 years
2000: 36 years

&���	��������	��	�"�������*�������#��&���	%����	������������������	�!����!�����	�
��)�����������%���&!+,���������	�
�������-��������!�����	�
�������������%��.�&

It all adds up to 
more cars!

UPS AND DOWNS IN THE REGION

City of Syracuse 1970-2000
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IMPACT ON 
TRANSPORTATION 
AND LAND USE
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1962
1,690 Sq Ft

2000
2,336 Sq Ft

EXPANDING 
URBANIZED AREA
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Smart growth '��	
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natural resources

Regional challenges and opportunities

The State Role in Revitalizing America’s Older Industrial Cities
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Spreading our tax dollars over a large area
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support mass transit
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Focus on 
climate change 
and reducing 
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Rising fuel cost = 
more interest in 
other modes/fuel 
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Location of New Development
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Please tell us where most future development in Onondaga County 
should be located. 

Model of New Development
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Please tell us how future development in Onondaga County should be arranged.

Solutions to Congestion
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In your opinion, which of the following do you think is the best long-term 
solution to reducing traffic congestion in Onondaga County?
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Smart growth
Smart growth is well-planned development that 
protects open space and farmland, revitalizes 
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 – Wider variety of 
housing choices
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improves quality of life
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 –  Reduce Vehicle Miles 
Traveled (VMT) up to 30%

 –  Reduce Green House Gas 
(GHG) up to 10%
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SMART GROWTH 
BENEFITS:

RESIDENTS IN 
SMART GROWTH 
COMMUNITIES:
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What smart gowth “is” and “is not”:



Neighborhood design

NEIGHBORHOOD DESIGN MATTERS
A 2005 study compared the trip characteris�cs 
of households in two suburban neighborhoods 
in North Carolina’s Research Triangle area.   The 
study results showed that: 

Residents in conven�onally-designed  –
neighborhood made about 90% of their trips by 
car, while neo-tradi�onal neighborhood residents 
made about 78% of their trips by car.  

Neo-tradi�onal neighborhood residents  –
generally made shorter trips. 

Neo-tradi�onal neighborhood residents fulfill  –
more of their needs within their neighborhood.  

DEVELOPING IN A       
TRADITIONAL PATTERN

Here we see an example of a “crossroads” 
where two major roads intersect in a rural 
community.  This community has already 
developed a public green and some 
surrounding mixed-use buildings.  

The next step is to develop addi�onal mixed-
use space as well as tradi�onal single-
family housing.  In a village, the density of 
development increases from the edge to the 
center – all within a walkable distance.  

This type of development can even 
incorporate large-scale retail, by integra�ng 
the big-box site at the edge of the village 
– accessible by both car and by the local 
network of sidewalks.  

Tradi�onal rural hamlet 

Add mixed-use & single 
family housing

Integrate large-scale 
retail at edges

Sources:  Kha�ak and Rodriguez, 2005; Onondaga County Se�lement Plan

Conven�onal 
development

Tradi�onal 
development

In tradi�onal development pa�erns, uses are 
mixed within walkable distances.  This denser 
type of development:

Preserves open space –

Allows for a variety of housing types –

Minimizes infrastructure costs –

Allows short trips to be made without a car –

mode_choice_commute.indd   2 4/21/2011   12:33:52 PM



Current land use
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CITY OF SYRACUSE LAND USE PLAN LAND USE VISION

Future land use 

See Inset See Inset 
Map CMap C
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Map AMap A

See Inset See Inset 
Map BMap B

NOTE: Please Print at 11x17 or larger



Population & employment

1990 2000 2008
% Growth from 

1990 to 2008
United States 248,709,873 281,421,906 304,374,846 22.4%
New York State 17,990,455 18,976,457 19,541,453 8.6%
Onondaga County 468,973 458,336 452,633 -3.5%
City of Syracuse 163,860 147,306 138,068 -15.7%

PERCENT OF 
EMPLOYMENT 
BY INDUSTRY
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A closer look at population
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WORKERS COMMUTING TO ONONDAGA COUNTY
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SUMMARY 
Total workers that live in NYS and work in Syracuse

98,215
Total workers that live in NYS and work in Syr (excluding workers that live in Syracuse)

62,160
Total workers that live in Onondaga County and work in Syr

84,730
Total workers that live in Onondaga County and work in Syr (excluding workers that live in Syracuse)

48,675
Total workers that live in Oswego County and work in Syr

4804
Total workers that live in Cayuga County and work in Syr

1784
Total workers that live in Cortland County and work in Syr

705
Total workers that live in Madison County and work in Syr

3235

Total Workers
0 - 100
100 - 500
500 - 1,000
1,000 - 5,000
5,000 - 10,000
10,000 +

WORKERS COMMUTING TO SYRACUSECOMMUTE  
PATTERNS

Onondaga County 
is a regional 
employment 
hub, and many 
of Onondaga 
County’s jobs are 
located in the 
City of Syracuse.         

USE OF ALTERNATIVE MODES
In 2000, the highest percentages of commuters using alterna� ve modes 
(i.e., biking, walking, riding a motorcycle, or taking transit) were found in the 
City of Syracuse.  



Cultural resources
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
In total, 54 archaeological sites have been reported within the I-81 
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HISTORIC RESOURCES IN THE I-81 CORRIDOR
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SURFACE WATER IN THE I-81 CORRIDOR

Water resources
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Sources:
NWI Wetlands: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the 
United States (1977 to 2010); FEMA Flood Plain: Q3 Flood Data forOnondaga County, NY (1996); NYSDEC 
Wetlands: NYSDEC, New York State Regulatory Freshwater Wetlands For Onondaga County (2007); NYSDEC 
Classified Waterbodies and Streams: NYS Department of Enviromental Conservation, Division of Water, 
Bureau of Water Assessment and Management, Waterbody Inventory and Priority Waterbodies List (2007).
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GROUNDWATER IN THE I-81 CORRIDOR
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Sources:
Aquifers: NYS Department of Health, Bureau of Public Water
Supply Protection, New York State Aquifers (2001).
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Parks & wildlife
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See table for names of parks 
& wildlife/conservation areas

1

Sources:
State Parks, Wildlife Conservation Areas: New York State Dept. of Environmental Conservation, DEC 
Lands - NYS (2008); Syracuse-Onondaga County GIS, Onondaga County Municipal Parks and Protected 
Open Space (2009); Muncipal or County Parks: Syracuse-Onondaga County GIS, Onondaga County 
Municipal Parks and Protected Open Space (2009), Onondaga County Parcel file (2008).
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