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This Was A Boomtown Once

Syracuse MSA Population, 1900-1970
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And It Showed




Then |t Wasnot

Syracuse MSA Population, 1900-2020
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And It Shows




u n ogenna be @ lsoomtown again




But bad ti1 mes | ead

Map CP.5 | Urbanized
Area Growth 1970-2010

The urbanized area has
grown a lot
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Throwi ng away ol




And wasting land along the way




Youoyve

Plan Themes
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It with the
status quo

E un ill strengthen the quality of life and
3 f communities through the development

Onondaga County will support affordable, attractive, diverse, and efficient
housing and neighborho ain and attract future residents.

gr e a

nunity Mobility

the ability of people el frc E ) place within Onondaga County:
n the transportation system and to

Onondaga County will enhance mobility by improving the safety, accessibility,
and diversity of options for moving people within and between communities.

enways and Blueways

of oper

iltural, an
Vision:
Onondaga County will protect and expand greenways and blueways
to provide unique recreation and ecological health opportunities.
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So here are Bil || =
for handling a booming Central New York
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Median Household Income, Travis County TX and Onondaga County NY,
2000-2022
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A lesson from suburban Nashville
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Bradford Hills




A typical
subdivision In
Davidson
County north
of the City
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Lenox Village




Single Family
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Legend

Single Family
Detached Homes
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- Attached Homes/
| u Townhomes

Town Center Homes/
Condominiums

DNR ¢ U K ¢ B
subdivision

across the >
street from i o o
Bradford Hills

Single Family Pocket Parks

\ % Future Willage
Pavllion at N g
Wlage Green N X Lifestyle Center

Now Under Construction!
Lenox Village Lifestyle Conter
with Retail/Office
and Town Center Homes

Pie in the Sky Pizza
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Revenue and Cost
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Revenue and Cost Per Acre
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3 Conclusions about Smart Growtr

(Based on Survey of All Relevant Studies)

Cost of Infrastructure
38% Savings

Cost of Services
10% Savings (higher in rural areas)

Tax Revenue Per Acre
--10x more
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The exurban default in Upstate New York




The reality: Villages like this are thriving




Half of the population wants to walk T
even In Houston!

The preference for walkable urbanism among Harris County residents (2013-2020)

70
m2013 ®W2015 m2017 2019 H2014 m2016 m2018 2020

60
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A single-family An area with a mix of A single-family home A smaller, more urbanized
residential area. developments, including where you would need to home within walking
homes, shops, and drive almost everywhere. distance of shops,
restaurants. workplaces.
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You can demand more!



