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Syracuse - Onondaga County
Planning Agency

« E-911 Address Administration

» Geographic Information Systems
(GIS)

« Syracuse Office of Zoning
Administration

* Planning Services
—Onondaga County Planning Board



Onondaga County Planning Board

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

Intent: “to bring pertinent inter-community or county-wide planning,
zonln% site plan and subdivision considerations to the attention of
neighboring municipalities and agencies having jurisdiction”

Review: “compatibility of land uses, traffic, community character,
drainage, municipal and county development policies, capital Iprograms or
regulatory measures, such other matters as may relate to public
convenience, government efficiency, and to the achievement and
maintaining of a satisfactory community environment.”

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-municipal 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

* An Attractive Community
 Diversity and Choice

 Fiscal Strength

Land Use Vision




2010 Development Guide

Policies

« Urban and Suburban Settlement
Patterns

 Consider Natural Resources
 Consider Infrastructure Costs
* Invest In Existing Communities

* Redevelop Obsolete and Vacant
Sites

* Protect and Maintain Existing
Infrastructure

* Preserve Transportation Assets
-Conduct Coordinated Reviews

« Infrastructure for Job Creation

* Protect the Rural Economy

 Promote Sustainable Land
Development

 Encourage Compact
Development in Rural Areas



Onondaga County Settlement Plan

THE REGIONAL PLAN
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Onondaga County Settlement Plan

* Design Guidelines
* Regional Plan & Pilot Projects
 Traditional Neighborhood Development (TND) Code
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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
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Community vision
‘Neighborhood scale & design
Connectivity

‘Mixed-use neighborhoods
Multi-purpose streets
‘Pedestrian & transit friendly
Civic spaces
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Traditional town
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Housing Unit
Growth

7,000 new units
since 2000

147 subdivisions
« 2,600 acres

160 rural units
annually

200,000

Onondaga County Total Housing Units 1950 - 2000

175,000 1
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Source: US Census Bureau
SOCPA - November 2007
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B Towns O City of Syracuse

Residential Development in Onondaga County
1998-2007

ONEIDA

Legend

* New house in subdivision

* New house net in subdivsion




Housing Unit
Growth (continued)

« 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

4
% 3
g2 2000
g | 1982 2,336 sq ft
<
0

1

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




Walter

Infrastructure
Expansion

2001-2008

144 mi. of new water main

1,075 new hydrants

3 new storage facilities
2 new pumping stations
Cost per 1,000 gal up 78%

Annual Water Delivered
down 11%




Wastewater and
Stormwater
Infrastructure

« 57,201 feet of new
sewer in 2007

 Added 12,550 acres

to Sanitary District
since 1998

- Aging Infrastructure,
Stormwater mandates,
Septic limitations = L

County Pump-Stations

- Pump Etations
@ County Treatment Plants




Transportation
Infrastructure

« Added 61 Miles of
New Road since 2000

 43% Increase in

Daily VMT since 1990
DAILY VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED
(VMT)
- Average Commute ONONDAGA COUNTY

is Now Over 20 Minutes

12,000 +

10,000 +

DVMT(000)

8,000 +

6,000 -+ttt
1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020




Expansion of
Our Urbanized
Area

Urban land increased
92% since 1970

Increased by 50
square miles in 1990s

Suburbanization
of rural towns

US Census Syracuse Urbanized Area
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NO Regional
Population Growth

Onondaga County Population 1940-2000
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City of Syracuse 1970-2000

Population down 50,000
Households down 8,000

Housing Units down 3,600

Towns 1970-2000

Population up 35,000
Households up 44,000

Housing Units up 47,000




Continuing
Challenges....

| [

Syracuse Urbanized Areas
U.S. Census Bureau

1950 - 44 sq. miles
I 2000 - 184 sq. miles

Population and Urbanized Area

in Onondaga County 1950-2000
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The Challenges Are....

A Reduction in Farmland

Acres

190,000

180,000 +
170,000 +
160,000 +

150,000 +

140,000

Farmland in Onondaga County 1978-2006
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The Challenges Are....

A Reduction in Farmland

* Inability to Support Mass Transit

« BACK TO LATEST NEWS

The following article is part of our archive

Centro plans fare hike, service cuts

earings on how to close expected $5 million bu

gig nuary 28, zoog

sing to raise bus fares anf'|g
&ected $5 million shortfal]
esday.

. ~ A
B increase the Syracuse b4
B 0, officials said. Almost ,',i

rthe nranngal theyw gaid %




The Challenges Are....

* Reduction in Farmland S el Electr]

56%

* Inability to Support Mass Transit

A Larger
. Natural Gag
CaI‘bOI‘I FOOth‘Int Current household e

emissions in typical
two-car household

Carbon Emissions Per Capita, 2005

2.4
2.35
2.3 1
2.25
2.2 1
2.15

Metric Tons

-

Syracuse Metro Area Average For 100 Metro
Areas




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
hew areas




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

ob centers I

wews nrirenm




The Challenges Are....

POVERTY IN ONONDAGA COUNTY

A Reduction in Farmland

Inability to Support Mass Transit

Increased Carbon Footprint

Demand for Services in New Areas
Abandoned Neighborhoods

 Concentrations of
Poverty

Syracuse City Onondaga Co. Towns

Housing Units Housing Units

Vacant Ow ner-
Occupied

Renter-
Occupied




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




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

, Population and Urbanized Area
« Concentrations of Poverty in Onondaga County 1950-2000
 Economic Competiveness oo | T dso000
160 | / 1 400,000
g 1407 1 350,000
= = 120 + + 300,000 .2
¢ Spreadlng OUI‘ taX 3 100 -+ + 250,000 =
§ 80 + + 200,000 é—
dollars over a larger |31 ihepes
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The Opportunities Are....

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

Emissions Allocated to Economic Sector
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The Opportunities Are....

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

 Rising Gas and Energy Prices

+ Ethanol

. Regular )
i gGasolinc

% Su pﬁca!olint |

» Bio-Diesel |
: Propane /

» Natural Gas




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

« Obesity, Public Health, and Walkable Neighborhoods

................................

s Excellus report: 43 percent of tested Central
e New Yorkers have high cholesterol

By James T. Mulder J The Post-Standard
September 16, 2009, 5:034M |

B

"GLOBAL THREAT
_WAITING AREA _




The Opportunities Are....

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

 Rising Gas and Energy Prices
* Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods




The Opportunities Are...

Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

Rising Gas and Energy Prices
Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods

Protecting Water and Open Space Resources

Community Discussion of Government

Modernization and Efficiency

Nthmsw'Eﬁ DIERARTMENT OF STATE

GOVERNMENT
SHARED SERVICES
_REPORT

S 20052000

Onondaga County Quality Community
Investment Trust Fund
December 2008




The Opportunities Are...

« Climate Change and Reducing Pollution

Rising Gas and Energy Prices
Obesity, Public, and Walkable Neighborhoods

Protecting Water and Open Space Resources

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
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.

...................................

* Statistically-valid I N

— 3,900 randomly-selected ¢ / & X e

households AL AN T T
— 25% response rate | “ |

* +/- 3.5% margin of error |,

P
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_________________________

* Reported differences TN T -

Villages ™ i 1 i

— Area of residence o B L I
— Income
— Age

Non-urban



New Development Types

B None OVery Little B Unlimited Amount O Quite a bit 0OSome

Small Shops and Business 45% 27% 96%
Farms 24% 39% 86%
Manufacturing/Warehouses 28% 35% 84%
Housing Development 29% 41% 70%
Large Storles. and Office 30% 499, 69%
Buildings
-50% 100%

Percent of respondents



Location of New Development

On open land at
the edges of
existing developed
areas
10%

Within already
developed
communities with
available buildings
or unused land
78%

Anywhere people
want to build
13%




Model of New Development

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

Housing and buildings
should be spread out, even if
it means less open areas
and farmland and having to
drive more
23%

Housing and buildings should be
closely spaced, with sidewalks
leading to nearby shops and parks,
even if it means having smaller
homes and yards and less space for
parking lots
7%




Approach to New Development

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

Future growth will occur
mostly in existing
communities, with lots of
open space mainly in rural
areas. Government spending
will include investment in
restoring older buildings,
expanding bus service,
sidewalks and bike paths,
and fixing aging
infrastructure (i.e., sewers,
waterlines, roads and
bridges). Spending on new
infrastructure will be limited.
85%

Future growth will follow the
existing trend of new
development in mostly
suburban areas.
Government spending will
include road widening, rural
access to public water and
sewers, and expanding
fire/police and schools.
Investment in existing
communities, farmland
preservation, and public
transit will be limited
15%




Expansion of Services

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

Not at all, until we
experience regional
population growth
and run out of room
in our existing
communities

[0)
Sometimes, if it 3%

creates jobs and
community benefits,
even if it means we Anytime, as a way to
have to pay support growth, even
somewhat more if we have to pay
54% more

9%




Perspectives on Planning

Property owners
should be able to do
what they want with

New development should their land
be planned so that land 14%

development protects
neighbors and promotes
regional goals for orderly
growth and attractive
places, 53%

New development should
be reviewed so that what
one person does with their
land does not negatively
affect the health or safety
of nearby property owners,
33%




Priority
Areas

B (1) Extremely Important @ (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
inthe 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% |4g.
28% 30% 25% 12% (89
27% 28% 25% 14% 6%
23% 36% 30% 7% | 4%
21% 31% 32% 10% (5%
0;/0 20I% 40I% 60I% 80I°/o 1 06%

Percent of respondents



Solutions to Congestion




]
I rE l n S po rti l t I O n W Strongly Disagree @ Disagree B Strongly Agree O Agree
| would use the Syracuse Hancock airport more
O t |

o,
often if flights were cheaper 92%

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

91%

| would use the Syracuse Hancock Airport more

often if flights were more convenient 83%

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

83%

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

82%

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

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

| experience delays in my daily travels

Freight movement (via truck, rail, or plane)

O,
negatively affects my quality of life 88%

-100% 0% 100%
Percent of respondents



Key Survey Findings

« Strong support for smart growth concepts

» Support for preservation of and investment in
existing resources

« Support for planning for future growth

« Strong tendency towards SOV

« Satisfaction with overall transportation system

+ Dissatisfaction with conditions & non-auto options
* Interest in exploring different transportation options
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Scenario Modeling Tools
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VISION CALIFORNIA | CHARTING OUR FUTURE

Califoria must plan for future growth — by 2050 the siata’s population is axpactad to grow to nearly |
&0 million people and 24 million jobs.” The path that we take to accommodate growth can laadus inmany

diractions, Visian Califoria provides the infommation we nead to make informed dacisions aboce how and
wehara e Wl £ o,

What is VISION CALIFORMIAT

Wiskon Callfmia |5 i urp receden e fTort o eplore He critcal mie of landuse and ransportation nvesiments in meetng the envirmentaland
Trscal challengas facing e Goloen Stabe over te Coming decedes. The projadt, Rindad by e Callmia Hign-5peed Ral Authorty In perinersnip
with the Calfomia Sirabegic Groweh CoUnciL 15 developing twa new modaling tocks tn frmulat end compars stenarks for how Calfomia can
acoommedate growih, This inirocuces the Visio Callfornia Raui s modelng bool Bnd e resUits of two statewide seenaris.

* e 0F e B0 - bared pryjucsiors.

The Rapid Fire Model

Thhe Rapier Fire madsl |5 3 usa-friendy, rcadshest-bassd 100l LE=d 00 Foducs nd evaLETE high-level statewide and reglonal scenarics. Lsing
assumpions about populaon and Job grovin, our ravel betaMors, and e chanding chamctertstizs of cur cars, bulkings, fuels, and enengy
portfioliz, Hemodel Canquidkly test e fcts of o land us e and poilcy declskns Sross  wits veristy oTMETcs, INCLOng GHG emissims and
‘ir poliutione Tued, water and energy use; |and consumption; and MfrastEhge mst.

Statewide Scenarios

The Tollowing statew| oe SCENErios Pair a distnct 1and L cption with @ miderete trand-based policy packae. THE |0 Use ofions wary Me way
that Caifomia Bccommodates e same growth i population and jos. Ty Inchie 3 “Trend” polly package that SEsumes we mest fut do
it o far besgond) Calfomis's adopind Paviey | vehicle eMclency slanards and Low Carbion Fusd Stendsrd, and maks modest Mprovemsiis n
bulding enengy eMciency, water LE=efficiency, and renewable snengy generstion

“BUSINESS AS USUAL™ “GROWING SMART"

Thie scanaric combinas the rend land use pattams of
pact dacades with trend-based assumptions for modest
improvermems in auto and fuel tachnalagy, buiding energy
and water afficiency, and energy ganeration.

@i (@ ons @

Ir thiz szerarin, the state saas an increazing proportion aof
urban infill and compact growth. This land use patiern is
cambired with the same trend-based policy set a3 far the
Bueinass as Ueual scerarin.

v, 05- 122000
CARTHORFEAREDCIATRES
simminlimsin marmsi b

VISION CALIFORNIA | STATEWIDE SCENARIOS SUMMARY

HOUSEHOLD COSTS

Ware cenirally loeatad homee can desmeniically edura hourdhald driving
arel widity casis. Cabfomia houssholds in ihe Bowng Bmart scenern
spered SESN foss per Foar on mrio-sinied costs and vhlity bils.

INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS

Irsinciue casts rise in ina with lnd congamgrion, 25 disporsed
developmam calls fr bnger edemions of sawers, wabar pipas, lecal
roadvarps, and wility linas. Through 2050, tha Grawing Smart senero
saves more man $184 Aillion in cepial imestuoius costs, noe
1hen §:20,000per housshald.

WATER
Whare canpect devel opmet patisns, with nom smaller Io singla Famil
homes, bl\.:rhmns. arel mutfamily housing sz waisr. D:qmﬂg

Browing Smast s caresio 88ves Tamilifon acre-feal of waier.

EUILDING ENERGY USE

T Growing Smart scenanic GRS anOUal eneqgy sse oy 15% now
homes and businasses. This kasds 1o lowar bousahold wility bils, grassr
BNy Security, and krwsar carban amissians.

LAND CONSUMPTION

Tard dawabpman pattems wil doubk Califomia’s wban footprint by
2000, consuming mond than 5,300 suare nilss of famband, open span,
el tecreation arce. Tha Browing Smiat scanaria SAVes over 3 R0
square miasaf thi procious and firia rasaune.

VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED (VMT)

Aummobis smissons accoum for shaut 4% of cxbon amissions
n Califomia. They ara dlsp a primany causa of mthma and raspinary
ilnesses. How muth wa dita else imparis haw muth we spend
i, insrarce, snd namerenc. The Graowing Smat scanena, with
noe walkable, irarai-onanisd developrent, reduras VAT by naary
3.7 irllifon mikes o 205,

FUEL CONSUMPTION

Radured YMT in1he Growing Eman wenwrin reducas aranchila fusl
rorsunphion by neary T80 DkoR GAIIONE 1o 2080, This seves ihe
averega Calilomiz hausehad £2 508 per yaar.

GREENHOUWSE GAS EMISSIONS

Ware conpesct: dawal paitams, ol oreg with mora atficiam cars and
tuildings, deanar fuaks, and & clasner erangy porifaba sra ol assadial
n raduwing BHE animins. Tha Graowing Snart scnana presents 1he
releaseal 79 marilion medre fons of carban dicodda equivalent in 2090,
o 25% |eas than & Buningss as Lisual frius.

2050 SCENARID RESULTE
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Gsesr GO TO 2040 INVENT 2040 Qe

= Development Densit
E | ) Low density growth
2} Current patterns of growth

ol ® Moderately compact

j ) Highly compact
+ = Development Location

|@ Unfocused

2} Community and metros
2} Metropolitan centers

& ﬂmfa ~ Road Network

L) [@ Minimum maintenance

) Moderate increase

| Significant increase

Transit System
2} Minimum maintenance
|® Moderate increase

- () Significant increase

= Transportation Polic
2 Favor driving
..h,g 2} Maintain current mix

|® Support alternatives

) Strongly favor alternatives

'_-* Resource Polic
2} Reduce programs

mﬂ O Maintain programs

|® Expand programs

2} Maximize programs

1) SHAREYOUR L

* SCENARIO Sc?::ﬁfs MAIN Menu | 7
Nelcometo40]
By 2040, about 2.8 million more
people will live in the Chicago region.
We need your help: How should we
plan for this growth?

= Land Consumption
First, create your own future B &
scenario by trying different choices. ‘ r
Detached Homes
|® Selected choice | /,J' i 4

Second, explore different outcomes
and tradeoffs of your scenario.

Less - ' More ./

o

Last, be sure to submit your scenario
and tell us what you think!

Single Occupant Vehicles

Commute Time

¢

Energy Use

Water Use

==

Government Costs

¢

Household Costs

&

) Replay Last Choice




METRO s W : ¢
. GOTO 2040 _OMPARE 2040 Bt ) (DS ) (i) (Mambans) (2

Scenario: Innovate

A&, Your Scenario

Land Consumption

Density: Moderately compact Theme: low-density but green development @

Location: Unfocuzed < |essg

Foads: Minimum maintenance What if we relied on innovation and technological improvements to make our

; : Detached Homes
Transzit: Moderate increase region better?
Tranz, Policy: Support alternatives T

Ervira, Policy: Expand programs The region could continue to grow outward, but use clean energy and more

- efficient homes and vehicles to reduce the impact of development. To reduce
Change Your Scenario the impacts of new construction on the environment and energy use, homes

= mare choice mare cars =

and busineszes could uze “green™ dewelopment practices. The use of advanced

4  Preserve

Theme: community-focuzed

techncllulg?r and alternative fuels could allow traljlspclrtatmn sysilzemls to operate B T e
more efficiently and support the uze of alternative tranzportation in lower-
development and small-scale density areas.

= shaorter

tranzportation improvements,

Energy Use

L

Reinvest

Theme: highly denze development
and major investment in
tranzportation infrastructure.

. |nnovate

U Theme: low-density but green

development.

J_ Current Trend

Theme: continuing today's

dewvelopment patterns and levels of
tranzportation investment,

Click here for image credit, to see
more images and to learn more
about this scenario.

@ Fate this Scenario

This future for our region would let us
continue to grow as we have been --
but it relies on the adoption of
advanced technology that may or may
not come to pass,

Details on CAP's 'Innovate’ scenano.

{opens in new window)
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The Grand Vision is asking

. g 3 1 Land Use and New Housing Units in
| - Walkable Areas
n “0“5"19 "l'!icatnrs s = mixed use and
[ [ | The following charts show each rian orlented design
WPENS scenario’s performance relating to 7,000
L]

land consumption, housing choices 5.970
wh'“ :nnuld and walkable neighborhoods Bt 4430
growth occur? 3500

How will we move ¢
ﬂ Er“ss m= rﬂ nlu “P Acres of Ff:n‘and Forest

Let's Decide How.

The Grand Vision
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You can view many more scenario indicators along with detz Transportation ._ "%%\:5"9':;1

208

00 &
O @

in the Scenario Overview PowerPoint. Please note that ¢ INdicators 250
window. foltowlr

getting around the region

THE GRAND
Scenario A - Future growth will follow the
existing trend of low-density development
in rural areas, with minimal growth in
existing cities and villages.

Scenario A- Transportation Priorities

Transportation investments will be largely _
in widened roadways for commuters, and -
include some multi- use trails, but minimal -
investments in bus service and walkability. ﬁ,‘
. = R &bt
| il [l ¥ Additional Transit Ability to
| e | : Roads Availability Bike or Walk
in the coming decades. ..

_ Scenario B - Future growth will occur in
rural areas, but with new homes clustered
to maximize open space, and minimal
growth in existing cities and villages.

Take the time, help Shape our uture.
Share your vishon for regional growth.

. Transportation investments will be largely Scenario B Transportation Priorities

" in new or widened roadways for
commuters. This scenario includes some =
investment in walking and bicycling trails = dbtth
but the effectiveness of transit and - =] Ebt
Ikability f ting is limited by | =
walkability for commuting is limited by low — == G

densities.
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