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SEQRA RESOLUTION 

A regular meeting of the City of Syracuse Industrial Development Agency was convened 
in public session on March 19, 2019 at 8:00 o'clock a.m., local time, in the Common Council 
Chambers, City Hall, 233 East Washington Street, Syracuse, New York. 

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman and upon the roll being duly called, the 
following members were: 

PRESENT: Steven Thompson, Kenneth Kinsey, Kathleen Murphy, Rickey T. Brown, 
Michael Frame (via video conference at second location at NonoFab East, 257 Fuller Road, 
Albany, New York 12203) 

THE FOLLOWING PERSONS WERE ALSO PRESENT: Staff Present: Honora 
Spillane, Susan Katzoff, Esq. , Meghan Ryan, Esq. , Judith DeLaney, John Vavonese, Debra 
Ramsey-Bums; Others Present: Michael Lisson, Aggie Lane, Gail Montplaisir, Anthony Dipeso, 
Wendy Rucelli, M. Latimer, Fred Swayze, Richelle Brown, Kevin McAuliffe, Esq., Steve 
Hillebrand, Norman Smith, Sharon Owens, Lauryn LaBourde, Ebony Farrow, Peter King 

The following resolution was offered by Rickey T. Brown and seconded by Kenneth 
Kinsey: 

RESOLUTION DETERMINING THAT THE 
UNDERTAKING OF A CERTAIN PROJECT AT THE 
REQUEST OF NORTHSIDE GENESEE ASSOCIATES, LLC 
WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE 
ENVIRONMENT 

WHEREAS, the City of Syracuse Industrial Development Agency (the "Agency") is 
authorized and empowered by Title 1 of Article 18-A of the General Municipal Law of the State 
of New York (the "State"), as amended, together with Chapter 641 of the Laws of 1979 of the 
State of New York, as amended from time to time (collectively, the "Act"), to promote, develop, 
encourage and assist in the acquiring, constructing, reconstructing, improving, maintaining, 
equipping and furnishing of industrial, manufacturing, warehousing, commercial, research and 
recreation facilities, for the purpose of promoting economically sound commerce and industry to 
advance the job opportunities, health, general prosperity and economic welfare of the people of 
the State, to improve their recreation opportunities, prosperity and standard of living; and 

WHEREAS, Northside Genesee Associates, LLC or an entity to be formed (the 
"Company"), by application dated November 9, 2018 (the "Application"), requested the Agency 
undertake a project (the "Project") consisting of: (A)(i) the acquisition of an interest in 
approximately 1.7 acres of real property located at 1219-21 E. Genesee St. , 1225-27 E. Genesee 
St., 1231 E. Genesee St. , 1237 E. Genesee St., 1301 E. Genesee St., 1311 E. Genesee St., 1317 
E. Genesee St., 1323 E. Genesee St., 224 Ashworth Pl. , 212-214 Ashworth Pl., 210 Ashworth 
Pl., and 208 Ashworth Pl., in the City of Syracuse, New York (collectively, the "Land''); (ii) the 
demolition of 11 structures located on the Land; (ii) the construction of an approximately an 
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approximately 283 unit apartment building (the "Building") cons1stmg of approximately 71 
studio apaitments, 153 one and two bedroom units and 59 three, four and five bedroom units 
and/or townhome style units, approximately 8,000 s.f. of amenity space and an approximately 
283 space multi-level parking garage; and the construction of an internal courtyard and other site 
improvements, all located on the Land (collectively, the "Facility"); (iii) the acquisition and 
installation in and at the Land and Facility of furniture, fixtures and equipment (the "Equipment" 
and together with the Land and the Facility, the "Project Facility"); (B) the granting of certain 
financial assistance in the form of exemptions from real property tax, State and local sales and 
use tax and mortgage recording tax (in accordance with Section 87 4 of the General Municipal 
Law) ( collectively the "Financial Assistance"); (C) the appointment of the Company or its 
designee as an agent of the Agency in connection with the acquisition, construction, equipping 
and completion of the Project Facility; and (D) the lease of the Land and Facility by the Agency 
pursuant to a lease agreement and the acquisition of an interest in the Equipment pursuant to a 
bill of sale from the Company to the Agency; and the sublease of the Project Facility back to the 
Company pursuant to a sublease agreement; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to State Environmental Quality Review Act and the regulations 
promulgated thereunder ("SEQRA"), the Agency is required to make a determination with 
respect to the environmental impact of any "action" (as defined by SEQRA) to be ·taken by the 
Agency and the approval of a project and grant of financial assistance constitute such an action; 
and 

WHEREAS, to aid the Agency in determining whether undertaking the Project may have 
a significant impact upon the environment, the Company has prepared and submitted to the 
Agency Part 1 of an Environmental Assessment Form (the "EAF') with respect to the Project, a 
copy of which is attached here as Exhibit "A", with a copy of the EAF on file at the office of 
the Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency examined the EAF in order to classify the Project; and 

WHEREAS, by resolution adopted November 20, 2018, the Agency classified the 
Project as a Type 1 Action and declared the intent of the Agency to be "lead agency" (as defined 
by SEQRA) for the purposes of a conducting a coordinated environmental review pursuant to 
SEQRA; and 

WHEREAS, by letter dated November 20, 2018, notice was given to each "involved 
agency" (as defined by SEQRA) identified by the Company of the Agency's declaration to act as 
lead agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency received, with respect to the Project, letters dated February 8, 
2019 and February 25, 2019 (together, the "Involved Agency Letters") from the City of Syracuse 
Planning Commission and the City of Syracuse Board of Zoning Appeals, respectively, each an 
involved agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency received a letter dated February 7, 2019 ("HVU Letter"), from 
Housing Visions United, Inc. with respect to the Project; and 
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WHEREAS, the Agency considered the concerns regarding the Project set forth by the 
involved agencies in the Involved Agency Letters and set forth in the HVU Letter; and 

WHEREAS, as a result of its careful review and examination of the Project, the Agency 
finds that, on balance, and after careful consideration of all relevant Project documentation, it has 
more than adequate information to evaluate as required by SEQRA all of the relevant benefits 
and potential impacts of the Project; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency has prepared a negative declaration that summanzes its 
consideration of potential impacts in accordance with SEQ RA; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the members of the City of Syracuse Industrial 
Development Agency, as follows : 

(1) Based upon an examination of the EAF prepared by the Company, the Involved 
Agency Letters, the HVU Letter, the criteria contained in 6 NYCRR §617.7(c), and based further 
upon the Agency's knowledge of the area surrounding the Project Facility and the Land Use and 
Development Plan 2040 of the City of Syracuse (the "City"), all the representations made by the 
Company in connection with the Project, and such further investigation of the Project and its 
environmental effects as the Agency has deemed appropriate, the Agency makes the following 
findings and determinations with respect to the Project pursuant to SEQRA: 

(a) The Project consists of the components described above in the second 
WHEREAS clause of this Resolution and constitutes a "project" as such term is defined in the 
Act; 

(b) The Project constitutes a Type 1 Action; 

( c) The Agency declared itself lead agency with respect to a coordinated 
review of the Project pursuant to SEQ RA; 

( d) The Project will not have a significant effect on the environment, and the 
Agency will not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement with respect to 
the Project; and 

( e) As a consequence of the foregoing, the Agency has prepared a Parts 2 and 
3 of the Full EAF with respect to the Project, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "B", 
which shall be filed in the office of the Agency in a file that is readily accessible to the public 
· and the Executive Director of the Agency is hereby authorized to execute and cause publication 
of and distribution of this negative declaration in accordance with SEQ RA. 

(2) A copy of this Resolution, together with the attachments hereto, shall be placed 
on file in the office of the Agency where the same shall be available for public inspection during 
business hours. 
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(3) The Secretary of the Agency is hereby authorized and directed to distribute copies 
of this Resolution to the Company and to do such fmiher things or perform such acts as may be 
necessary or convenient to implement the provisions of this Resolution. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to vote on a roll 
call, which resulted as follows: 

Michael Frame 
Steven Thompson 
Kathleen Murphy 
Kenneth Kinsey 
Rickey T. Brown 

AYE 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

NAY 

The foregoing resolution was thereupon declared duly adopted. 
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STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF ONONDAGA 

) 
) SS.: 
) 

I, the undersigned Secretary of the City of Syracuse Industrial Development 
Agency, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that I have compared the annexed extract of the minutes of the 
meeting of the City of Syracuse Industrial Development Agency (the ''Agency") held on March 19, 
2019, with the original thereof on file in my office, and that the same (including all exhibits) is a 
true and correct copy of the proceedings of the Agency and of the whole of such original insofar as 
the same relates to the subject matters referred to therein. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that (i) all members of the Agency had due notice of such 
meeting, (ii) pursuant to Section 104 of the Public Officers Law (Open Meetings Law), such 
meeting was open to the general public and public notice of the time and place of such meeting 
was duly given in accordance with such Section 104, (iii) the meeting was in all respects duly held, 
and (iv) there was a quorum present throughout. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that, as of the date hereof, the attached resolution is in 
full force and effect and has not been amended, repealed or rescinded. 

'1 WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the Agency this day of April, 2019. 

(SE AL) 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

PART 1 OF FULL EAF AND NARRATIVE 
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 1 - Project and Setting 

Instructions for Completing Part 1 

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding, 
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification. 

Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to 
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist, 
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to 
update or fully develop that information. 

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that 
must be answered either "Yes" or "No". If the answer to the initial question is "Yes", complete the sub-questions that follow. If the 
answer to the initial question is "No", proceed to the next question. Section Fallows the project sponsor to identify and attach any 
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the information contained in 
Part lis accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information. 

Name of Action or Project: 
MICHAELS GROUP - EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map): 

NORTH SIDE OF EAST GENESEE STREET BETWEEN WALNUT AVENUE & PINE STREET 

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need): 

CONSTRUCTION OF A 283 UNIT RESIDENTIAL APARTMENT BUILDING ON 1.7 ACRES. BUILDING WILL INCLUDE MUL Tl-LEVEL PARKING WITH 
283 SPACES WITHIN THE BUILDING WITH ACCESS ON ASHWORTH PLACE. THE UNITS WILL BE A MIX OF TOWNHOMES, 1,2,3,4 &5 
BEDROOMS WITH THE MAJORITY OF THE UNITS CONTAINING 2 BEDROOMS OR LESS. THERE WILL BE APPROXIMATLEY 8,000 SF OF 
AMMENITY SPACE FRONTING ON EAST GENESEE STREET ALONG WITH A PUBLIC PLAZA. THERE WILL ALSO BE AN INTERNAL COURTYARD 
AREA WITH A SPA THAT IS ON TOP OF THE GARAGE. 

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: 704-576-8444 

NORTHSIDE GENESEE ASSOCIATES, LLC 
E-Mail: SHILLEBRAND@THEMICHAELSORG.~OM 

Address: 3 E. STOW ROAD SUITE 260 

City/PO: MARL TON State: NJ I Zip Code: 08053 

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: 704-576-8444 

STEVE HILLEBRAND E-Mail: SHILLEBRAND@THEMICHAELSORG.COM 

Address : 
3 E. STOW ROAD, SUITE 260 

City/PO: State: I Zip Code: 
MARL TON NJ 08053 

Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: 704-576-8444 

NORTHSIDE GENESEE ASSOCIATES, LLC E-Mail: 

Address: 
3 E. STOW ROAD, SUITE 260 

City/PO: MARL TON State: NJ I Zip Code:08053 
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B. Government Approvals 

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. ("Funding" includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial 
assistance.) 

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date 
Required . (Actual or projected) 

a. City Council, Town Board, oYeslZJNo 
or Village Board of Trustees 

b. City, Town or Village IZIYesDNo SUBDIVISION SITE PLAN REVIEW, SPECIAL 11/21/18 
Planning Board or Commission USE PERMIT 

c. City Council, Town or IZIYesDNo WAIVERS FOR DENSITY, SETBACKS, ZONING 12/1/18 
Village Zoning Board of Appeals BOARD 

d. Other local agencies IZ)YesDNo SIDA, CITY SEWER DEPT. & WATER 11/7/18 

e. County agencies IZ)YesDNo ONONDAGA STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 12/1/18 

f. Regional agencies oYeslZ)No 

g. State agencies IZIYesDNo NYSDEC - SWPPP 4/1/18 

h. Federal agencies oYeslZ)No 

i. Coastal Resources. 
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? OYesbZINo 

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? DYeslZlNo 
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? OYes[;Z]No 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.1. Planning and zoning actions. 

Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the DYeslZlNo 
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed? 

• If Yes, complete sections C, F and G . 

• If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1 

C.2. Adopted land use plans. 

a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site IZlYesONo 
where the proposed action would be located? 

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action IZ]YesONo 
would be located? 

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway lZlYesONo 
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan; 
or other?) 

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 
MANSION CORRIDOR DISTRICT 

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, DYeslZ)No 
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan? 

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 
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C.3. Zoning 

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. ll)YesONo 
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district? 

RB&RC 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? lllYesONo 

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? OYeslZINo 
IfYes, 

i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site? 

C.4. Existing community services. 

a. In what school district is the project site located? SYRACUSE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site? 
CITY OF SYRACUSE 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? 
CITY OF SYRACUSE 

d. What parks serve the project site? 
N/A 

D. Project Details 

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development 

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all 
components)? RESIDENTIAL 

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 1.60 acres 
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 1.60 acres 
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned 

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 1.60 acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? OYeslZ)No 
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units, 

square feet)? % Units: 

d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? lllYes• No 
If Yes, 

i. Purpose or type of subdivision? ( e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types) 
SUBDIVISION TO FORM SINGLE LOT 

ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? OYeslZ)No 
iii. Number of lots proposed?. 1 
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum 1.6 Maximum 1.6 

e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? OYeslllNo 
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: 18 months --
ii. If Yes: 

• Total number of phases anticipated --
• Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month __ year --
• Anticipated completion date of final phase __ month ___year 

• Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may 
determine timing or duration of future phases: 
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? IZ!YesONo 
IfYes, show numbers of units proposed. 

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more) 

Initial Phase +/- 283 

At completion 
of all phases +/- 283 

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? DYeslllNo 
If Yes, 

i. Total number of structures 
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and length 

iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: square feet 

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any OYesll)No 
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage? 

If Yes, 
i. Purpose of the impoundment: 

ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: D Ground water O Surface water streams • Other specify: 

iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source. 

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: million gallons; surface area: acres 
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: height; length 

vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete): 

D.2. Project Operations 

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? IZJYesONo 
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation ofutilities or foundations where all excavated 
materials will remain onsite) 

If Yes: 
i . What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? EXCAVATION FOR GARAGE LEVELS 

ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site? 

• Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): 30 000 

• Over what duration oftime? 3-4 WEEKS 

iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them. 
SAND/GRAVEL & GLACIAL TILL 

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? IZJYesONo 
If yes, describe. DEWATERING AS REQUIRED 

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? 1.4 acres 
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? 1.4 acres 
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? 24 feet 
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? oYes!Z!No 
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: 

LITTLE ABEA AVAILABLE Ot,l-SIIE EQB 8.ECLAMAIIOt,l 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment 0YeslZJNo 
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

If Yes: 
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic 

description): 
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or 
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres: 

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 0Yes0No 
IfYes, describe: 

iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 0Yes0No 
If Yes: 

• acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed: 

• expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 

• purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access): 

• proposed method of plant removal: 

• if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): 
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? IZ]Yes• No 
IfYes: 

i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 56 ODD gallons/day 
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? IZ]Yes• No 

If Yes: 

• Name of district or service area: CITY OF SYRACUSE 

• Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? IZIYesONo 

• Is the project site in the existing district? IZIYesONo 

• Is expansion of the district needed? OYesll!No 

• Do existing lines serve the project site? IZIYesONo 

iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYesll]No 
IfYes: 

• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 

• Source(s) of supply for the district: 

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? D Yesll!No 
If, Yes: 

• Applicant/sponsor for new district: 

• Date application submitted or anticipated: 

• Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: 

v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: 

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: gallons/minute. 

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? ll!Yes• No 
IfYes: 

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 50,000 gallons/day 
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated ( e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and 

approximate volumes or proportions of each): 
SANITARY WASTEWATER 

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? ll]Yes• No 
If Yes : 

• Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: SYRACUSE METROPOLITAN WWTP 

• Name of district: CITY OF SYRACUSE 

• Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? ll]Yes[]No 

• Is the project site in the existing district? ll]Yes• No 

• Is expansion of the district needed? OYeslZ]No 
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• Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? IZ]YesO No 

• Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYeslZ]No 
If Yes: 

• Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: 

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? OYeslZ]No 
If Yes: 

• Applicant/sponsor for new district: 

• Date application submitted or anticipated: 

• What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? 
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed 

receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 

vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: 

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create storrnwater runoff, either from new point IZ]YesONo 
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of storrnwater) or non-point 
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 

IfYes: 
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?-

__ Square feet or ~ acres (impervious surface) 
__ Square feet or _-1.:§_ acres (parcel size) 

ii. Describe types of new point sources. STORMWATER DISCHARGE FROM ROOF DRAINS 

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties, 
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)? 

ON-SITE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT FACILITY 

• Ifto surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: 

• Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? OYeslZ]No 
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? IZIYesONo 

f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel OYes lZ]No 
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 

IfYes, identify: 
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles) 

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers) 

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation) 

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, OYeslZ]No 
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit? 

IfYes: 
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet 0Yes0No 

ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year) 
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate: 

• Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2) 

• Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N20) 

• Tons/year (sh01t tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PF Cs) 

• Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 

• Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent ofHydroflourocarbons (HFCs) 

• Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) 
, 
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, 0Yesll!No 
landfills, composting facilities)? 

If Yes: 
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): 

ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or 
electricity, flaring): 

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as 0Yesll!No 
quarry or landfill operations? 

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions ( e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust): 
i,-. 

j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial IZ]Yes0No 
new demand for transportation facilities or services? 

IfYes: 
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): IZ]Moming D Evening • Weekend 

D Randomly between hours of to 
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: 

iii. Parking spaces: Existing +/- 20 Proposed 283 Net increase/decrease 263 

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? IZ]YesONo 
V. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe: 

GU8B GUIS Al QDJG EASI GEt-,IESEE & ASl::lWQ8Il::l 8EMQ~ED TWQ t-,IEW G!.!8B G!.!IS Qt-,! ASl::JWQBil::l t-,IQt-,IE Qt-,! EASI GEt-,IESEE 

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within½ mile of the proposed site? llJYesONo 
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric llJYesONo 

or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing ll!YesONo 

pedestrian or bicycle routes? 

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand 0Yes0No 
for energy? 

If Yes: 
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: 

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or 
other): 

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 0Yes0No 

1. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply. 
i. During Construction: ii. During Operations: 

• Monday - Friday: 7 AM -5 PM • Monday - Friday: 24 HRS/DAY 

• Saturday: 7 AM- 5 PM • Saturday: 24 HRS/DAY 

• Sunday: 8 AM- 3 PM • Sunday: 24 HRS/DAY 

• Holidays: N/A • Holidays: 24 HRS/DAY 
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, IZIYesONo 
operation, or both? 

If yes: 
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration: · \ 

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT & OPERATION FROM 7 AM- 5 PM ON WEEKDAYS 7 SATURDAY 
8 AM - 3 PM ON SUNDAYS 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? IZIYesONo 
Describe: LIMITED REMOVAL OF TREES 

n .. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? IZIYes• No 
If yes: 
i. Describe source(s), location(s); height offixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures: 

BUILDING MOUNTED LED FIXTURES 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? IZIYesDNo 
Describe: LIMITED TREE REMOVAL 

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? DYeslZINo 
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest 
occupied structures: 

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) OYeslZINo 
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage? 

If Yes : 
i. Product(s) to be stored 

ii. Volume(s) ___ per unit time (e.g., month, year) 
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities: 

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, • Yes IZINo 
insecticides) during construction or operation? 

If Yes: 
i. Describe proposed treatment(s): 

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? D Yes • No 
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal D Yes ONo 

of solid waste ( excluding hazardous materials)? 
If Yes: 

i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility: 

• Construction: tons per (unit of time) 

• Operation: tons per (unit of time) 
ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste: 

• Construction: 

• Operation: 

iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site: 

• Construction: 

• Operation: 
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? 
IfYes: 

D Yes IZ] No 

i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or 

other disposal activities):--------- - - -------- ---------------- --­
;;_ Anticipated rate of disposal/processing: 

• _ _ __ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or 
• _ ___ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment 

iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: ____________ ___ years 

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous 
waste? 

IfYes: 

OYeslZ]No 

i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: ______ ____ _ _ 

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: _______________ _ 

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated __ tons/month 
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: _ _ ____ ______ _ 

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? 0Yes0No 
IfYes: provide name and location of facility:--------------------------------

IfNo: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility: 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site 

a. Existing land uses. 
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site. 

Ill Urban D Industrial D Commercial D Residential (suburban) D Rural (non-farm) 
0 Forest D Agriculture O Aquatic D Other (specify): 

ii. If mix of uses, generally describe: 
MULTI STORY RESIDENTIAL TO SOUTH, SINGLE FAMILY HOMES TO NORTH, COMMERCIAL TO WEST AND EAST 

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site. 

Land use or Current Acreage After Change 
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres+/-) 

• Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious 
surfaces 1.1 1.4 +0.3 

• Forested - - - --
• Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-

agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 
--- - --

• Agricultural - -- --
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.) 

• Surface water features 
- -- -(Jakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 

• Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) --- -- -
• Non-vegetated (bai'e rock, earth or fill) -- - --

• Other 
Describe: LAWN 0.6 0.3 -0 .3 
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? 0 Yes0No 
i. lfYes: explain: 

d. Are there any facilit ies serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed IZ]YesO No 
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site? 

IfYes, 
i. Identify Facilities: 

DORA DAYCARE NEW YORK HEART CENTER 

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? D YeslZINo 
If Yes: 

i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment: 

• Dam height: feet 

• Dam length: feet 

• Surface area: acres 

• Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet 
ii. Dam's existing hazard classification: 
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection: 

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, OYeslZ]No 
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility? 

IfYes: 
i. Has the facility been formally closed? 0 Yes0 No 

·• If yes, cite sources/documentation: 
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility: 

iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: 

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin O YeslZ!No 
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste? 

If Yes: 
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred: 

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any D YeslZI No 
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site? 

If Yes: 
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site 0 Yes0 No 

Remediation database? Check all that apply: 
D Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s): 
D Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): 
D Neither database 

ii. If site has been subject ofRCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? IZIYesONo 
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): B00075 

iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site( s ): 

l~SIIIUTIONAL CONIBOLS 
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? OYeslZ!No 

• If yes, DEC site ID number: 

• Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): 

• Describe any use limitations: 

• Describe any engineering controls: 

• Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? 0Yes0No 

• Explain: 

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? +/- 10 feet 

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? OYesGZ]No 
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? % 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: URBAN FILL 100 % 
% 
% 

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: >10' feet 

e. Drainage status of project site soils: D Well Drained: % of site 
D Moderately Well Drained: % of site 
Ill Poorly Drained 100 % of site 

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: Ill 0-10%: ~¾ofsite 
ll] 10-15%: 22 % of site 
Ill 15% or greater: 13 % of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? OYeslZ]No 
lfYes, describe: 

h. Smface water features. 
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, OYeslZ]No 

ponds or lakes)? 
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? DYeslZ]No 

If Yes to either i or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.i . 

iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, OYesGZINo 
state or local agency? 

iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information: 

• Streams: Name Classification 

• Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification 
• Wetlands: Name Approximate Size 
• Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) 

V. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation ofNYS water quality-impaired 0Yes1Z!No 
waterbodies? 

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: 

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? DYesGZ]No 

j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain? DYesGZ]No 

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? OYesGZ]No 

I. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? DYesGZINo 
If Yes: 

i. Name of aquifer: 
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
N/A 

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? DYesGZ!No 
If Yes: 

i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation): 

ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: 
iii. Extent of community/habitat: 

• Currently: acres 

• Following completion of project as proposed: acres 

• Gain or loss (indicate+ or-) : acres 

o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as 0Yesll]No 
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species? 

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of 0Yesll]No 
special concern? 

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? 0Yesll]No 
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: 

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to 0Yesll]No 
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304? 

If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: 

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? DYesll]No 
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? 
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s): 

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National DYesll]No 
Natural Landmark? 

If Yes: 
i. Nature of the natural landmark: D Biological Community D Geological Feature 
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent: 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? 0Yesll]No 
If Yes: 

i. CEA name: 
ii. Basis for designation: 
iii. Designating agency and date: 
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e. Does the project ,ite contain, or is it mb,tantially contiguous to, a building, archaeologic.al site, or district O Ye<iil1 No 
which is listed on, or h.1s been nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for indrn;ion 011, the 
State or National Re,gi::ter of Historic Places? 

If Yes: 
i. N al"ure of historic/archaeological res.ourc.e: • Archaeological Site • Historic Building or District 
ii. Name: 

iir. Brief description of attribute, on which li,ting is based: 

f I, the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an are-a de-,ignated as ;;clliitive for O Yes lZ]No 
archaeological site, on the N1." State Hic-toric Prem-vation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory? 

g. Have adclitional archaeological or historic site(, or resource., been identified on the project site? O Yes ll]No 
IfYes: 

i . Describe poc,sible res.ource{s): 
ii. Ba:,is for identification: 

n. b the project ,ite within five, miles of any officially designated and publicly acce;sib!e federaL state. or local 0-Yes ll]No 
scenic or aesthetic resource 'l 

If Ye,: 
i. Identify resource: 
ii. Nature of, or basis for, de,ignation (e.g., established highway oYerlook, state or local pan:, state historic trail or scenic byway, 

etc.): 
iii. Distance between project and reSource: mile.,. 

l. Is the project site located within a cbignated river corridor m1der the \Vild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers O YeslZ] ~o 
Proe:raru 6 NYCRR 666? 

If Ye,:~ 
i . Identify the nrune of the river and i t; designation: 
ii. Is the activity consistent with developlllent restrictions contained in oNTCRR Part 666? O YesO No 

-

F . . -\.ddition::t l Information 
Attach any additional infonnation which ruay be needed to clariJ:~nour project. 

If you have identified any ad\·erse impacts which could l>e as;ociated with your proposal, please describe tho,;e impact, plm any 
measures which you propose to avoid or minirui.ze them. 

G. YHifirntion 
I certify that the infonuation prov:ided i; tn1e to the be~, ofmy knowledge. 

Apphcant>'Sponrnr Name _J_E_SS_ D_. _S_IJD_r_J ~L,_P_E ________ _ Date 3,'1,' Q 

Signature 

( 
cl 

I 
Title VICE PRESIDENT 
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SEQRA Review 

East Genesee Apartments 
1. Consistency with Adapted Mansion Corridor District 

The proposed project lies within the Adapted Mansion Corridor Character Area as defined 
by the City of Syracuse's Land Use and Development Plan 2040. The Land Use and 
Development Plan notes that the Corridor building forms are residential in nature and 
vary from medium to large residential buildings including "Apartment Blocks." Apartment 
Blocks are defined as "brick clad, block like building forms usually with flat roofs" and 
contain varying front setbacks with landscaping. The plan goes on to note that there 
should be no parking within the setbacks and building entrances should be orientated 
towards the street along major transportation corridors helping to facilitate pedestrian 
access. As depicted in the project plans and discussed in more detail below, those 
elements have been incorporated into the project design to ensure consistency with the 
Land Use and Development Plan. 

From South Crouse to South Beech Street along the corridor there are a number of 
Apartment Block buildings ranging in height from 2 to 6 stories as outlined within the Land 
Use Plan and Development plan, most containing brick or some type of masonry fac;:ade 
including the 505 Walnut development which is six stories and directly across the street 
from the proposed project site. 

The proposed project was designed in consideration of the aforementioned existing 
structures along with specifically following the parameters as outlined within the Land 
Use and Development Plan. While the proposed project has a continuous footprint, the 
architecture is segmented into separate and specific areas to provide architectural 
interest with varying mass and elevations to emulate the appearance of multiple buildings 
similar to the older mansions and other apartment buildings within the corridor. For 



example, the public plaza and courtyard space creates the appearance of two separate 
buildings along East Genesee Street. The building is further broken down by extruding 
four and five level portions of the fac;:ade with varying materials and unique 
elevations. The western block of the proposed project includes store front glass at the 
amenity space to activate the streetscape and complement the commercial spaces on the 
south side of East Genesee Street. The building recess above the storefront is then treated 
with a small green roof. Continuing towards the eastern block, there are street level, 
individual entrance units with extruded brick fac;:ade, front porches and landscaped front 
yards facing East Genesee Street. The individual entry units are designed to 
function similar to a single-family dwelling and will drive pedestrian activity within the 
public right-of-way. The eastern most individual entry unit projects further East towards 
Pine Street to solidify this concept, activate the street corner and reduce the impact of 
the 6-story portion of the building. 
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A similar approach is used along Ashworth Place which also has individual and private 
entries at the street level but the overall building height is stepped down two stories along 
the entire North facing elevation to reduce the visual impact to properties north of the 
site. 

. ..... HKV 
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Along both East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, new sidewalks and tree lawns will 
be installed to replace the existing multitude of curb cuts, asphalt driveways and parking 
lots to create an inviting and continuous pedestrian experience with more greenspace for 
pedestrians walking or biking. 

The parking for the proposed project will all be located within an access-controlled garage 
and not visible from the street as recommended in the Land Use and Development Plan. 
Access to the parking garage was intentionally positioned as a singular entrance along 
Ashworth Place to reduce curb cuts and potential conflict points on the more heavily 
traveled East Genesee Street. 

The Land Use and Development Plan promotes residential density in areas such as the 
subject site in order to create more sustainable development. By locating the future 
residents within walking distance to many economic drivers (Downtown, SUNY Upstate, 
SUNY ESF, Crouse, Syracuse University, etc.) providing safe secure parking, reliance on 
individual vehicles is greatly reduced. 

Included within the Land Use and Development Plan there are a few sections in which The 
Adapted Mansion Corridor District is discussed and contemplated both historically and 



forward looking. Chapter 1 provides a chart to outline appropriate measures for the area, 
which are outlined below along with feedback relative to the proposed project 

Character Areas-Adapted Mansion Corridor 

Use: Residential: Office 
The proposed project is a multi-family residential building that will feature communal 
amenity space to allow for a "We Work" atmosphere for tenant use. With continued 
technological advancements more and more people are looking to work from home and 
seek services located within their own community. 
Use: Low-impact services and small-scale retail, restaurants (no more than 1,500 square 
feet} 

Current Zoning (RB/RC) does not allow for any retail component. That said, the proposed 
project has left approximately 1500 square feet of amenity space as undefined should the 
zoning change while the project is in development. Should the zoning remain in place not 
allowing any retail component the space will be utilized as a resident only feature. The 
space would be an attractive location for neighborhood scale service or retail. The multi 
family project located to the South recently opened a Coffee shop (Peaks Coffee Co) which 
has been very successful and well received within the neighborhood. 
Use: Community Gardens and Green Space: 
The proposed project has both a communal garden space and an internal resident only 
interior courtyard - with visible passthrough to create an interactive fluidity at the 
streetscape. The public spaces are designed to be an active, vibrant and engaging areas 
with seating and landscaping. The presence of this space along the East Genesee Street 
corridor will enhance the pedestrian experience for residents currently traveling from 
neighborhoods to the east towards destination points West and North of the site. 

The proposed projects current site configuration provides no opportunity for public 
engagement and is not an inviting pedestrian route due to a dilapidated sidewalk, 
unmaintained landscaping and multiple curb cuts. 

Form: Medium~to-large residential buildings in forms that mimic historic single-family 
homes 
The proposed building when considered as a whole is a large residential structure. Please 
note that the specific character area description (Land Use and Development Plan 2040-
Page 17) states "These corridors were developed as high-end residential enclaves with 
apartment blocks introduced in the early 1900s." Apartment Blocks, within the Land Use 
and Development plan are defined as: "Apartment Block: Typically found directly on 
historic streetcar line, these are large, often brick-clad block like building forms, usually 
with flat roofs. The windows are usually vertically oriented with dividing panes. The front 
entrance may be recessed into a courtyard or capped with canopy or awning. The fa~ade 
and window spacing is symmetrically arranged. The front-yard setback varies, but these 
properties feature some landscaping." We believe the proposed project's architecture 
has been designed to account for having multiple building forms included - apartment 



block inspired but also large scale residential with ground level individual entry units. The 
individual building masses, courtyard spaces, window configuration, flat roof, individual 
entry units along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, and recessed upper floors 
result in masses similar to the medium to large historic residential buildings in the 
corridor. 

Form: Early 20th Century apartment buildings 
The proposed project is new construction with design inspiration and modeling to honor 
older apartment buildings while featuring some efficiencies and improvements such as 
structured parking, energy efficiency and life safety systems. 

Form: Office Buildings: 
No office buildings are currently located within the proposed projects parcels and none 
are specifically proposed, however, the project would feature large communal spaces 
intended to provide a live, work, play environment for today's modern user. 

Site Arrangement: Deep setbacks and landscaped front yards replicate historic 
residential pattern. 
The proposec;I project has setbacks which are similar to all existing structures and will 
incorporate front yards in front of each "brownstone" elevation -the distance of setbacks 
is somewhat limited in order to facilitate screened parking. Because the parking structure 
is two stories both the Genesee Street and Ashworth Place elevation has parking "at 
ground level" however the proposed project has "wrapped" the parking deck with 
residential units to screen the parking from the street creating a more pedestrian friendly 
environment but also allowing for controlled access covered parking. 

Site Arrangement: Large parking areas screened 
The proposed project meets this requirement with an entirely "wrapped" parking 
structure along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, along with green space on the 
roof of the parking deck creating a private outdoor amenity deck for the tenants but also 
helping to solve for grade differences between East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place 
while allowing the public courtyard area to extend back in between building elevations 
along East Genesee St. 

Site Arrangement: No parking in the setback 
There will be parking in the setback as outlined above-this is an improvement from the 
current conditions on the site where individual driveways have access through the 
existing setbacks and sidewalks. The proposed project will have a singular vehicular access 
point along Ashworth Place reducing traffic concerns along the main transportation 
corridor of East Genesee Street. This aforementioned approach is supported throughout 
the Land Use and Development Plan. 



Height: 2-6 Stories 
The proposed project ranges from 4-6 stories and is proposed to be 5' shorter than the 
recently constructed building across the street to the South. The Roosevelt, which is 
currently located on the proposed project site is 4 stories with a gable roof along East 
Genesee and 5 stories with a gable roof along Ashworth place. 

Setbacks: 25' to 50' In line with historic residential setbacks 
The existing buildings are, for the most part, built up to the right of way line of East 
Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. This is largely a result of the wide right-of-way within 
the corridor and large green spaces (+/-30' } between the curb line and right-of-way line 
which ultimately function as a front yard. For example, a more traditional right-of-way 
with only 15' of green space between the curb and right-of-way line would yield a 
compliant front yard setback (10'} for the project as currently proposed. Not surprisingly, 
the vast majority of buildings, especially on the North side of East Genesee Street, from 1-
81 to the commercial use east of the project site are positioned on the right-way-line. 
Similarly, properties to the north on Ashworth and East Fayette Street (I.E. Copper Beech, 
Housing Visions) are positioned at the front property line, similar to the current proposal. 
The project setbacks are consistent with most other buildings in the corridor. 

Street Pattern: These are generally high-traffic corridors with wide right-of-way 
The project site is located directly on a major arterial, high traffic corridor. As previously 
noted, East Genesee Street has a wide ROW which allows buildings to maintain a 
significant front yard green space while being built close to the right-of-way line. Smart 
Growth principals consistently recommend the construction of dense and compact 
development on high-traffic corridors because of the multi-model opportunities 
associated with public transportation, bicyclists and pedestrians. The infrastructu re is 
currently in place to support the future residents associated with the proposal. 

If density is not provided near urban areas, as the proposal is, then ultimately it is met in 
more remote underdeveloped areas which could lead to a decrease in green space and 
increased reliance on individual vehicular transportation . 

Street Parking: Varies 
There is currently parking along East Genesee street, Ashworth Place and Pine St, 
however, given the number of driveways and current curb cuts in place, the proposed 
project would actually facilitate more street parking should that be desired by the City. 

Trees: Required 
Currently there are a handful of mature trees along the frontage of East Genesee Street 
which provide little value. They are either overgrown evergreens in poor health or 
unmaintained deciduous trees that offer little in terms of canopy or aesthetics. There are 
no street trees along the Ashworth frontage. 
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The proposed project would include new landscaping and street trees conforming with 
City requirements will be provided along both frontages. The street trees, reduction in 
curb cuts, improved sidewalks and public gathering spaces will move the 1200 block of 
East Genesee taking it in the direction of a "complete street". 

Sidewalks: 5' 

Both the East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place frontage currently have portions of 
sidewalk which is broken up and interrupted by numerous curb cuts and loading areas. In 
some places, they do not have the minimum dimensional requirements for public 
sidewalks and in others, have deteriorated to a point where they are no longer considered 
accessible. 

The proposed project would include all new sidewalks along both East Genesee Street 
and Ashworth Place which would not only meet, but in many cases, exceed local 
requirements. The new sidewalks will enhance the pedestrian experience for people 
traveling the corridor. 

Furnishings Zone: Vegetation 

The proposed project frontage includes individual entrances and porches associated with 
the individual entry units along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. In each case, 
new attractive and well-maintained landscaping and foundation plantings will be 
provided to emulate a single-family home. This approach will activate the streetscape and 
create and inviting project. 

Curbs: Yes 

The proposed project would replace all existing curbs while also drastically improving the 
appearance of the site by increasing the overall linear footage with the removal of existing 
curb cuts. 

The proposed project meets this requirement - in fact, it would offer significant 
improvement from the existing structures as all driveway which intersect the setback and 
side or front parking lots/driveways, none in the rear of the structures. 



Response to Office of Zoning Administration Letter dated February 8, 2019. 

In the below section, as requested, we will address specific comments delivered via 
Heather Lamendola on behalf of The City of Syracuse Planning Commission via a January 
28, 2019 public hearing. Several review comments are based around the "City's 
Comprehensive Plan 2040" more specifically the Syracuse Land Use and Development 
Plan 2040 to which we would like to address as a whole before doing so on individual 
comments. The Land Use and Development plan, as outlined within, is intended to serve 
the following purposes. 

• Provide a valuable resource to guide evaluation of the merit and compliance of 
development projects 

• Opens doors to public funding for development and capital improvement projects 

• The plan can be used as a marketing tool to help stimulate investment into the 
City of Syracuse 

• Provides the foundation upon which zoning revisions or a zoning ordinance re­
write will be based 

The plan goes on to identify guiding principles, character areas, goals and recommended 
actions, neighborhood specific recommendations and continually references Smart 
Grown Principles. Several guiding principles, character areas and neighborhood specific 
recommendations will be referred to below both from the Planning Commissions 
comments but also in our responses to such, however, the Planning Commission did not 
reference Smart Growth Principles nor the overall intent of the Land Use and 
Development Plan. We do so, below: 

Create Range of Housing Opportunities and Choices 
Providing quality housing for people of all income levels is an integral 

component of any smart growth strategy 

The proposed project would deliver Class A housing to a wide range of perspective 
tenants including offering 10% of the overall unit count at 80% AMI. 

Create Walkable Neighborhoods 
Walkable Communities are desirable places to Jive, work, learn, worship, and 

play and therefore a key component of smart growth 

The proposed project is walkable to several of Syracuse's prominent business and retail 
districts - Downtown, Westcott and Marshall Street. Several major employers are also 
located within walking distance, including but not limited to: SUNY Upstate Medical 
University, SUNY ESF, Upstate Medical Biotech Center, Syracuse University and several 
hospitals. 



Encourage Community and Stakeholder Collaboration 
Growth can create great places to live, work and play - if it responds to a 

community's own sense of how and where it wants to grow 

The Land Use Plan and Development Plan specifically calls for growth in the Eastside 
neighborhood and outlines that historically, vacancy rates have remained high for the 
area. Quality new housing stock and substantial investment can be a catalyst. 

Foster Distinctive, Attractive Communities with a Strong Sense of Place 
Smart growth encourages communities to craft a vision and set standards for 

development and construction which respond to community values of architectural 
beauty and distinctiveness, as well as expanded choices in housing and transportation. 

The proposed project is a modern approach towards a 20 th Century Apartment block 
design - with special focus being paid to enhancing pedestrian activity and a vibrant 
streetscape along both East Genesee Street and Ashworth place. 

Make Development Decisions Predictable, Fair and Cost Effective 
For a community to be successful in implementing smart growth, it must be 

embraced by the private sector 

The proposed project is owned by a development group with a long track record of 
success in all areas of multi-family development and operations. Market research 
indicated this project will be successful and we are prepared to make a $60+M investment 
towards a first-class design meant to fit the demand of today's marketplace and the near 
future. 

Mix Land Uses 
Smart growth supports the integration of mixed land uses into communities as 

a critical component of achieving better places to live 

The proposed projects current zoning does not allow for retail use. That said, the project 
has a variety of uses surrounding it, predominately including retail, office and multi-family 
residential. The proposed project is almost exclusively studios, 1 bedroom and 2 bedroom 
units which will serve a market demand and demographic different than much of the 
recent development in the corridor which has been predominantly "purpose built student 
housing" and mostly 4 bedroom units. 

Preserve Open Space, Farmland, Natural Beauty and Critical Environmental Areas 
Open space preservation supports smart growth goals by bolstering local 

economies, preserving critical environmental areas, improving our community's quality 
of life, and guiding new growth into existing communities .. 
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The proposed project does not impact any current open space, farmland or critical 
environmental area. However, the project would be replacing existing multi-family which 
has reached the end of its usable life cycle. The proposed project utilizes a responsible 
building design which will promote social interaction through the use of several open 
spaces both public and private along with a vibrant, well lit street scape. 

Provide a variety of Transportation Choices 
Providing people with more choices in housing, shopping, communities, and 

transportation is a key aim of smart growth 

The proposed project is located within 150' of a Centro Bus stop, .9 miles to Interstate 
690 and has ample screened/covered parking for residents whom use their vehicle. The 
proposed project is within walking distance to many major economic drivers for the City 
of Syracuse, including the Downtown CBD and The Hill - home to several hospitals, 
universities and a myriad of retail/office space. 

Strengthen and Direct Development Towards Existing Communities 
Smart growth directs development towards existing communities already served 

by infrastructure, seeking to utilize the resources that existing neighborhoods offer, and 
conserve open space and irreplaceable natural resources on the urban fringe. 

Infrastructure is currently in place to serve the future residents of the project. As 
previously noted, the site is within walking distance of many large employers. 
Additionally, there are several retail offerings and services in the corridor to serve the 
project along with several new proposed locations opening closer to Interstate 690. 
The proposed project is located within a distressed census tract; however, the 
neighborhood is predominately multi-family rentals (to the South via "purpose-built 
Student Housing" and to the north by affordable housing. The proposed project would 
offer a conventional market rate option with an affordable component while utilizing 
existing infrastructure. 

Take Advantage of Compact Building Design 
Smart growth provides a means for communities to incorporate more compact 

building design as an alternative to conventional, land consumptive development 

The proposed project replaces approximately 50 residential units with approximately 300 
residential units while being able to offer indoor and outdoor amenity spaces sought after 
in today's market place, ample screened parking and interactive landscaped streetscapes. 



Specific Responses to Zoning Administration Letter 

1. The proposal is inconsistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan 2040, whereby the 
plan calls for focusing new housing development within and around existing anchors 
such as community centers, neighborhood business districts, and schools. The 
Commission stated that the proposal would encroach upon a residential neighborhood 
with single- and two-family wood-frame houses, and not be located near any such 
existing or proposed anchors. 

Respectfully, we disagree with this assessment on how the Land Use Plan reads and what 
it calls for. The Land Use Plan (page 29) specifically calls to "Preserve and enhance 
Syracuse's existing land use patterns" and goes on to state "protect and enhance a 
sustainable, urban land use pattern that accommodates a mix of land uses, including retail 
offices, restaurants, and schools within proximity to residential areas" but no where does 
it state that new housing development should be focused within and around existing 
anchors. However, we the proposed most certain ly is located nearby the aforementioned 
anchors. Examples are listed below: 
Community Center- Syracuse Stage, Thornden Park, Forman Park 
Neighborhood Business Districts- Downtown, The Hill (SU, Crouse, Upstate), Good Access 
to the interstate 
Schools - Syracuse University, Update Medical School, SUNY ESF 

COMMl.."111Y SERVICES -- - - - - - -
lRAVELDISTAI\CE* 

COIIIIMUl\lllY SERVICES -- NAME !'ROM SITE (IN_Mlµ:5) 

MAJOR HIGHWA Y(S) 1-690 0.9 

PlBLIC BUS STOP Centro Bus Stop 150 fl . 

SlBWA Y /RA IL STATION Syracuse Station • Amtrak 3.6 
MAJOR EMPLOYERS / 
EMPLOYMENr CEMERS Syracuse University 0,9 

PHARMACY Rite Aid o_, 
GROCERY: I\E.AREST MARKET Pri ce Rite 0.7 

I\EARESTLARGE MARKET Price Chopper 1.9 

DISCOU'IIT DEPARTMENr STORE Family Dollar 1 

SCHOOLS: 

.ELB\/IENfARY Dr. King Elementary 1.4 

M IDDLE / JlJ\JIOR HIG-1 Lincoln Middle 1 .. 8 
HIGH Henninger High 1.4 

HOSPITAL Upstate Universi ty Hospi tal 0.6 

~GENT'CARE Crouse Hospital Prompt Care 0.6 

POLICE Syracuse Poli ce Dept .0.4 
FIRE Syracuse Fire Dept 0.9 

POST OFFICE U.S. Post Office 0.4 

BAN< Chase Bank 0.5 

SENIOR CENTER Onondaga County Aging Office 1 

DAY CARE Learn As You Grow Child Care 1.3 

RECREA TlOi\11\L FACILITIES Thornden Park 0.5 

LIBRARY Petit Branch Librarv 0.9 



Furthermore, the site is not located within a primarily residential neighborhood. Aside 
from several dilapidated and in many cases abandoned homes along Ashworth Place, the 
project area consists of large-scale development to the North, Commercial and Multi­
Family residential to the West, a six-story large scale residential building to the South (that 
was previously a 4-story office building with a surface parking lot) and multiple uses to 
the East. 

2. The proposal is inconsistent with the Land Use Plan component of Comprehensive 
Plan, whereby the plan calls for preserving and enhancing Syracuse's land use patterns, 
as well as protecting and enhancing the character and "sense of plaJe" of Syracuse's 
neighborhoods. The proposal instead involves substantial demolition of primarily small­
scale buildings and their replacement with a single building having extraordinarily 
greater mass and scale. It does not enhance but rather contrasts with existing land use 
patterns, character and "sense of place" as advanced by the Plan. In addition, this area 
was identified as an "Adaptive Mansion Corridor" which calls for maintaining any 
existing large residential structures which characterize this neighborhood. The proposed 
building would be substantially larger than even the largest building currently within 
the proposed project site, inconsistent with the goals of the Adapted Mansion Corridor 
as noted in the Plan. The proposal appears instead to draw its inspiration from land use 
patterns and design cues from the far denser neighborhoods several blocks to the west. 

In regards to the Land Use Plan (Adapted Mansion Corridor) specifically calling for 
•''maintaining any -existing large residential structures which characterize this 
neighborhood" -we respectfully disagree. In fact, there is no specific language within the 
Adapted Mansion Corridor sections which call for this. Within the underlying themes 
portion of the Land Use Plan - page 28, the plan states "Smart Growth as an urban 
planning approach is based on a set of principles meant to guide development, with 
emphasis on directing growth to locations where infrastructure already exists, reduced 
reliance on private vehicle transportation (through density), mixed land uses, and 
provision of a variety of housing options. Smart Growth is typically associated with New 
Urbanism and the SmartCode which emphasizes a return to traditional urban design 
patterns and building styles. Focusing growth in areas with existing infrastructure is 
meant to reduce sprawl, commute times, and greenhouse gas emissions, encourages 
reuse of existing buildings, and protect natural and agricultural areas of urbanization. 
Pedestrian activity is further encouraged by mixing land uses, encouraging density and 
creating engaging urban streetscapes." 

The Development team of the proposed project is already a "resident" and participant 
within this very neighborhood as developer and owner of The 505 on Walnut. We are 
familiar with the variety of uses that are in place currently throughout the neighborhood 
which is very much in line with the description of uses outlined within the character area 
above - there is residential (existing structures and other multi-family projects), office 
(several medical, legal, etc.) retail (Rite Aid), a small restaurant (Peaks Coffee within The 
505 on Walnut) and services (a day care center east of the proposed project). The 



proposed project would simply enhance the character of this neighborhood through the 
delivery of new quality housing at a variety of price points and improve the overall 
population to support further growth to the north and downtown. 

Adapted Mansion Corridor: This character area is found along major transportation 
corridors and retains a legacy of large, detached mansion-like residences. Examples 
include West Onondaga Street, part of East Genesee Street, and parts of West Genesee 
Street. Building forms are residential in origin although uses may include residential, 
office, retail, small restaurants, and services although commercial uses should not exceed 
3,000 square feet. Some apartment block or row-house infill may be present. The streets 
retain a residential feel with landscaped front-yard setbacks. Parking should not be in the 
setback. Entrances should be orientated to the street to facilitate pedestrian access. 

3. The Project Site Review and Special Permit reviews evaluate the surrounding salient 
characteristics of a neighborhood and compare those to a proposal. The Commission 
noted that the proposal would eliminate a significant portion of and encroach upon 
contiguous existing neighborhood fabric. With the exception of one medium scale brick 
apartment building, the remainder of the block consists of two-story, wood frame 
residential structures, on relatively narrow long lots with modest front yards and deep 
rear yards. The proposal's 283 dwelling units and parking garage, with virtually 
complete lot coverage, would create a concentration of high density inconsistent with 
the low-to medium density of the existing neighborhood; Additionally, the proposed 
building's mass, scale, and materials are detailing would stand in stark contrast to the 
salient characteristics of the subject neighborhood. Also, absent any definitive objective 
market study; and in light of several similar projects within +/- a half mile, it is unclear 
whether there is a demand for a development of this density in general and specifically 
at the proposed location. 

Regarding a contiguous neighborhood fabric being solely residential, the proposed 
project block is not made up entirely of two story, wood frame residential structures. In 
fact, approximately ¼ of the block (western) is comprised of a one-story brick office 
building with surface (unscreened} parking along East Genesee and Ashworth Place. 
Directly to the East of the project is one story retail building (Rite-Aid) with surface parking 
exposed along both East Genesee and Pine Street. The existing structures located on the 
parcels associated with the proposed project are currently all multi-family rental 
properties and all but three of the properties to the north along Ashworth are either 
condemned, vacant land or multi -family dwellings. The latest version of Re-Zone Syracuse 
also indicates that the entire area north of Ashworth Place will be re-zoned to MX-4 or a 
considerably denser classification than the existing neighborhoods, including the subject 
re-development parcels. 
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We have commissioned an independent market study which has identified a capture rate 
of approximately 7%. Generally, capture rate at less than 10% is indicative of strong 
market support. Key Demand Conclusions were as follows: 

• Inclusion of only one and two-person households with one persons for studios and 
one bedrooms and a mix of one and two-persons for the two bedrooms. The 
target market will include young professionals, graduate student and residency 
students, and this may include roommate situations. 

• Low end affordability set based on ability to afford 35% of income for rent. Use of 
a low-end affordability generally eliminates the local student population. 

• Inclusion of existing renter households within the city, and use of a mobility 
(movement) factor to account for normal or typical tenant transition. 

• Strong market support for Studios, 1 bedroom and 2 bedrooms within the market 
place and included within the income qualified bracket. 

4.As noted above, the proposed Re-subdivision is inconsistent with the City's Re­
subdivision regulations, whereby the surrounding characteristics of lots (as opposed to 
tax parcels that were not combined through a legal re-subdivision) are small and range 
from approximately 33 feet wide to approximately 66 feet wide. THE LUDP also states 
that Jot width and setbacks are kept consistent with the desired character area. The 
proposal to combine a large number of lots into one is also not consistent with the goals 
and recommended actions of the Land Use Plan. 

The Character of Existing Neighborhoods is contemplated heavily within the Land Use 
Plan and discusses several considerations and topics. Moreover, it refers to Chapter 3, 
Neighborhood Specific Recommendations. The neighborhood specific recommendations 
for the Eastside, where the proposed project is located goes on to describe the 
"connective corridor from Syracuse University to Downtown along University Avenue and 
Genesee Street, pulling offices and activity from the University Hill neighborhood 
northward toward Interstate 690 and rapidly evolving Near Eastside neighborhood." 
"Today this is one of the most pivotal areas of economic development opportunity for the 
City of Syracuse as the Center of Excellence has built their new regional facility here and 
Upstate Medical is currently building a new biotech facility." 

"The near Eastside neighborhood uphill from Erie Boulevard faces similar vacancy 
challenges to those on the city's south and west sides and stagnant to decreasing property 
values." "Redevelopment of the area surrounding Upstate Biotech Center and the Center 
of Excellence should follow patterns described in the Urban Core character area. This 
should include pedestrian-heavy uses on the ground floor. Encourage a mix of residential 
and office/institutional uses upstairs to create a "24-hour neighborhood" which supports 
retail and services before and after, as well as during, regular business hours. This area 
represents a unique opportunity for reinvention and connectivity between Downtown 
and the University Hill.:" 



As previously referenced Re-Zone Syracuse currently contemplates a large volume of MX4 
due North and Northwest of the proposed project location. In order create a "24-hour 
neighborhood" there needs to be a good balance of uses, residential to support retail, 
retail to support residential, etc. 

Our location is immediately east to the connective corridor and well located to all 
contemplated neighborhood centers described within the Eastside Neighborhood. 
Furthermore, our project provides ample parking relative to the total occupancy which 
has not been provided traditionally, through the conversion of homes into rental 
properties scattered throughout this overall neighborhood. We believe our proposal will 
enhance the overall neighborhood and provide a solution towards the greater vision of a 
"24-hour neighborhood" supporting previously completed projects such as Update 
Medical Biotech and the Center of Excellence but also help to spur future investments 
within the neighborhood. 



Response to Office of Zoning Administration Letter dated February 25, 2019. 

In the below section, as request, we will address specific comments delivered via Heather 
Lamendola on behalf of The City of Syracuse Board of Zoning Appeals public hearing held 
on February 14, 2019. As previously contemplated without our response to the Planning 
Commissions comments along with general compliance within the Syracuse Land Use and 
Development Plan 2040, we feel that our project is appropriate for the neighborhood 
however the current zoning doesn't take into account the Land Use and Development 
plan and that the comments from the board are focused on historic uses and not forward 
looking. The Adapted Mansion Corridor calls specific criteria and uses, most of which are 
either not in compliance with the zoning or would make existing uses non-conforming 
from a Planning Perspective. The reality is that the neighborhood, like most others, has 
evolved through the years to accommodate market demands and best use, this includes 
when The Roosevelt was originally constructed along side what were at the time single 
family homes. Rezone Syracuse has been an on-going process for quite some time and for 
the balance of the neighborhood with the exception of this block, it seems to facilitate 
and support smart growth principals by promoting dense developments and a variety of 
uses through an MX4 classification. Below are specific responses to the specific comments 
as provided; 

1. Whether an undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood 
or a detriment to nearby properties will be created by the granting of the area variance. 

The board stated that the proposal would change the character of the existing 
neighborhood, which includes traditional wood-frame residential dwellings on East 
Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. The proposal involves substantial demolition of 
primarily small-scale buildings and their replacement with a single building having a 
much larger mass and scale. 

The requested variances are minimal when considering the facts and circumstances of 
this matter. The requested side and front setback variances will not materially change 
the setbacks that are present with the existing homes and buildings on the project site. 
The requested coverage variance is a function of the project's parking needs and is further 
minimized when taking into consideration the green space that will be created by the 
courtyard and public space area. It should be noted that the variances are consistent with 
the relief granted for other similar projects in the area (i.e., 505 Walnut, 1027-1029 E. 
Genesee, Peak Project). 

The proposed project has been intentionally separated into individual building elements 
which will function and appear consistent with existing surrounding buildings, including 
those located a long the corridor. The proposed project includes individual building blocks 
separated by a public plaza and individual entry units which will function similar to single 
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family or the existing multi-family structures which currently occupy the parcel. Part of 
what drives the necessity of "one building" from a code perspective is centered around 
parking - in order to provide ample and screened parking at the volume we propose, 
space is required . We feel we have done an appropriate job of solving this both practically 
from a volume perspective but also in line with the intentions of the Adapted Mansion 
Corridor relative to screening. The character of the project area is not residential as the 
site is surrounded by several large scale commercial and multi-family residential buildings. 
The proposed project will simply replace existing residential uses that have reached or 
are past their useful life with a new residential development. The requested variances 
will enable the applicant to address demand while also improving aesthetics and safety 
for residents and neighbors. Together, these improvements will enhance the character 
of the community. 

2. Whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by some method feasible 
for the applicant to pursue, other than an area variance 

The Board noted that by the nature of the proposal being new construction on 
vacant land that alternatives were open to the applicant so the requested variances are 
not necessary, or at least minimized. 

Alternatives to the project as proposed could include several smaller scale residential 
buildings, however, this approach would not provide the density required to achieve the 
objectives, Goals and Policies of the Land Use and Development Plan nor the Adapted 
Mansion Corridor. For example, screened/covered parking, reduction of curb cuts and 
enhanced pedestrian experience would be sacrificed and high-quality attractive design is 
compromised given the inefficiencies and associated costs. The quality housing that is 
sought after in today's market is significantly different than 25+ years ago - residents are 
seeking functional amenities, high end finishes, structured parking and multi modal 
transportation options. The proposed project would feature secure bicycle storage, 
pickup and drop off access for shared ride services and shuttle access to various drop off 
points around the City of Syracuse. 

Front Yard Setback: The proposed front setback is a direct result of the design of the 

building. It is intended to be close to the street to activate the East Genesee Street and 

Ashworth streetscapes. The units on the lowest level are townhomes with individual 

entrances, porches and stairs down to the sidewalks. On the East Genesee Street side, 

there is an oversized ROW which results in over 28 feet from the curb line to the Right 

of Way line. This area will be both well maintained landscaping and greenspace as well 

as a public plaza area in front of the storefront amenity space. The setback is also 

needed based on the building size which is designed to optimize parking and unit variety 

to best serve future residence of the development and the general housing need in the 

area. Complying with the required front setback would result in a loss of units, courtyard 

and amenity space with no significant benefit to the project. The proposed front 



setback is also comparable to the adjacent properties and the existing buildings on the 

site. 

Side Yard Setback: There is one side yard setback is 10.3 feet vs the 14' required by 

code. The building could be shifted further towards the east to meet the setback along 

the west property line; however, that would push the building closer to the two 

residential buildings along Pine Street. We felt it was appropriate to provide more than 

code requirement relative to the East set back and residential neighbors while 

tightening the space to the west which abuts a surface parking lot for an office building. 

It is more appropriate for the building to be closer to the existing commercial use and 

parking lot adjoining to the west. The width of the corridors has been designed to the 

minimum dimension possible which dictates the final size and shape of the building. 

Coverage: The coverage is based on the size and geometry of the two-level parking 

garage. The garage width is a result of the layout and dimensions of the parking spaces 

and drive aisles. The impact of the coverage is mitigated by an outdoor courtyard which 

will be built on top of the garage and contain greenspaces and landscaping similar to the 

505 Walnut project across the street. A reduction in the coverage would directly result 

in far less parking. 

In addition, the substantiality of a particular variance cannot be measured solely by 
comparing the percentage deviation from established requirements. The overall effect 
of granting the relief is the relevant inquiry. For the reasons set forth herein and in the 
application materials generally, the requested variances are not substantial when 
evaluating the project in the context of the existing conditions and the anticipated 
improvements associated with the project. 

3. Whether the area variance is substantial 
The board noted that the variances necessary to construct this proposal are 

substantial. The maximum structural coverage allowed is 40% whereby the proposal 
occupies approximately 84% of the (proposed) property. The required front yards are 
10' along Ashworth Place and Genesee Street, and 25' along Pine Street, whereby the 
proposal is 9'/1.7' and 10' respectively. 

Front Yard Setback: The proposed front setback is mitigated by the oversized right of 

way along Genesee Street. By located the building closer to the sidewalk the streetscape 

will be activated by the storefront area and townhome entrances creating a far more 

vibrant and safer neighborhood. Similarly, along Ashworth the proximity of the building 

to the sidewalk will allow for interaction between the proposed townhome units and 

the reconstructed public sidewalk. 



Side Yard Setback: The proposed side yard setback variance is not substantial in that it is 

within 4' of the zoning requirement. The setback along the western property line is a 

direct result of the desire to create a larger buffer area to the east adjacent to the 

single-family homes on Pine Street. 

Coverage: The proposed coverage is significant when measuring the size of the garage 

as it relates to the parcel area. However, the proposal mitigates this impact through the 

use of the rooftop courtyard and green spaces. However, when viewed from street level 

and taking into account the greenspace provided on top of the parking structure, the 

coverage is approximately 64% rather than 80%. 

4. Whether the proposed variance will have an adverse impact on the physical or 
environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district. 

The Board noted that the proposal to create a 76,656 square-foot lot, as opposed 
to the existing traditional urban residential building lots (the typical lot size within this 
block, with one or two exceptions, ranges from 3,300 square feet to 6,600 square feet), 
would result in the new construction of 283-unit apartment building, is in contrast to 
the existing physical character of the neighborhood. In addition, the proposed 
impervious coverage of 84% may have an adverse impact on storm water runoff as 
opposed to the current conditions. 

The variance requests will not have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or 

environmental conditions in the neighborhood. The project site currently contains 

residential apartment buildings of varying sizes and designs. The building on the 

northwest corner of East Genesee and Walnut Avenue intersection, has similar side 

setbacks to the proposed building as does 505 Walnut across the street. In addition, the 

proposed side setback will be adjacent to a commercial use and will not have any impact 

on that use or the conditions of the neighborhood. 

Further, the front setback is similar to other properties in the project area including the 

existing buildings on site . This is a direct result of the large ROW width of East Genesee 

Street. The setback will help make the front of the building more attractive and connect 

to the existing sidewalk activating East Genesee Street in a manner consistent with the 

Land Use and Development Plan. The proposed coverage and density are similar to 

other projects in the area and along the East Genesee Corridor. 

The project will also include new green infrastructure and stormwater movement 

techniques which will treat runoff for both water quality and quantity. Currently, all 

stormwater from the site is uncontrolled. Improvements also include the replacement 

of portions of an existing sanitary sewer which will greatly reduce inflow and infiltration 

(l&I). 
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5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created, which consideration shall be relevant 
to the decision of the Board of Appeals but shall not preclude the granting of the area 
variance. 

The board noted the proposal involves demolition and new construction, and 
therefore the alleged difficulty could be considered self-imposed. 

The requested variances are largely requested due to the impending zoning change to a 
Mixed-Use district. The applicant has chosen to move forward with the project prior to 
the implementation of the new Mixed-Use Zoning which results in deviations from the 
current RB zoning district. The project as currently proposed serves to meet many of the 
objectives of the neighborhood by providing a variety of attractive housing serving a wide 
range of demographics. 

The applicant purchased the rental properties comprising the project site with the intent 
of operating the properties as they have been. However, the condition of the buildings is 
no longer competitive with the inventory being brought online. The renovation costs 
associated with creating units that are desirable and competitive within the market make 
renovations of the existing properties impractical. 



2. Stormwater Management. 
The project currently includes 12 properties totaling approximately 1.7 acres. There are 
11 existing multifamily structures, some with detached garages. There is currently no 
stormwater management for the site. 

Under developed conditions, there will be a variety of stormwater practices which are 
designed to meet the State DEC and City requirements for runoff reduction, water 
quality and water quantity. The final design details of the practices will be provided in 
the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP}. 

At a minimum, the practices will include underground storage below the garage (as 
shown on the attached utility plan), green roofs, a courtyard with turf areas and 
landscaping including new street trees. Additionally, portions of the City's sewer system 
will be relined in accordance with City requirements to reduce inflow and 
infiltration (l&I). The project provides greatly enhanced management of storm water a 
result of the new treatment and l&I reduction. 

3. Rare, threatened and endangered species 
The site is fully developed and contains 12 multifamily buildings with subsequent 
infrastructure including parking. There is no habitat to support rare, threatened or 
endangered species. 

4. Historic and Archeological Resources. 
There will be no impact on historic or archaeological resources. Please refer to attached 
"No Impact" letter from NY Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation. 

5. Gas and Electric 
Projected gas and electric demands are attached. Based on preliminary conversations 
with National Grid adequate capacity exists to service the project. 

6. Lighting 
Lighting will be contained on site and appropriate for residential use. Lighting will 
not impact adjacent properties and will be dark sky compliant. Fixtures will 
be 4,000k LED and primarily building mounted. There will also be low level landscape 
lighting in the courtyard area. There will be no large-scale commercial lighting. New 
lighting will result in a better lit and safer environment for pedestrians on East Genesee 
Street and Ashworth Place. 

7. Excavated Materials 
Excavation of soil will be required for the construction of the project as a result of the sub 
grade parking and the foundation system. Excavated materials will be hauled off site and 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable state and local regulations. The anticipated 
volume of excavation is approximately 30,000 cy's and will take place over a 3-4-
week period. 

8. Solid Waste 
The volume of solid waste generated by the facility is estimated to be approximately 67 
yards per week. The volume of recycled material generated by the project is estimated 



to be 22 yards per week. Trash will be collected in a compactor located in the garage level 
which will have direct access to Ashworth for loading. The trash will be collected 1-2 times 
per week and disposed of at the landfill and recycling center. 

9. Abatement Commitment 

The developer is committed to perform any/all required abatement as prescribed in the 

asbestos survey(s} for each property. Abatement will be performed in accordance with 

all applicable local and state regulations. 



EXHIBIT "B" 

PARTS 2 AND 3 OF FULL EAF 
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Full E11viro11me11tal Assessment Form 
Agency Use Only [If applicable] 

Project: I East Genesee Apartments 

Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts Date: I March 14, 2019 

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could 
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency's reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental 
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that 
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the 
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the 
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity. 

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
• Review all of the information provided in Part 1. 
• Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook. 
• Answer each of the 18 questions in Pait 2. 
• If you answer "Yes" to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section. 
• If you answer "No" to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question. 
• Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact. 
• Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency 

checking the box "Moderate to large impact may occur." 
• The reviewer is not expected to be an expe1t in environmental analysis. 

• If you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general 
question and consult the workbook. 

• When answering a question consider a ll components of the proposed activity, that is, the "whole action" . 
• Consider the poss ibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts . 
• Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project. 

1. Impact on Land 
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration ot: • NO il]YES 
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Pait l. D.1) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - j. If "No", move on to Section 2. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is 
E2d IZI • 1 ess than 3 feet. 

b. The proposed actio n may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f IZI • 
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or E2a IZI • 

generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface. 

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons D2a IZI • 
of natural material. 

e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year Die • IZI 
or in multiple phases. 

f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q IZI • 
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides) . 

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli IZI • 
h. Other impacts: • • 
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2. Impact on Geological Features 
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit 
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site ( e.g., cliffs, dunes, [l]NO QYES 
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", move on to Section 3. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. Identify the specific land fonn(s) attached: E2g D D 

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c D D 

registered National Natural Landmark. 
Specific feature: 

c. Other impacts: D D 

3. Impacts on Surface Water 
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water llJNO • YES 
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part l. D .2, E.2.h) 
If" Yes", answer questions a - l. If "No", move on to Section 4. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b,D lb D D 

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over l 0% or more than a D2b D D 

10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water. 

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a D D 

from a wetland or water body. 

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h D D 

tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body. 

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, D2a,D2h D D 

runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments . 

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal D2c D D 

of water from surface water. 

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge D2d D D 

of wastewater to surface water(s). 

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e D D 

stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving 
water bodies. 

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or .E2h D D 

downstream of the site of the proposed action. 

j. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q,E2h D D 

around any water body. 

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d D D 

wastewater treatment facilities. 
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I. Other impacts: ________________________ _ D D 

4. Impact on groundwater 

The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or ll]NO • YES 
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer. 
(See Pait 1. D .2 .a, D .2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t) 
ff" Yes", answer questions a - h. ff "No", move on to Section 5. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand D2c D D 

on supplies from existing water supply wells. 

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2c D D 

withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer. 
Cite Source: 

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and Dia, D2c D D 

sewer services. 

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 D D 

e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations D2c, Elf, D D 

where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, El h 

f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products D2p,E21 D D 

over ground water or an aqurfer. 

g. The proposed action may invo lve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 E2h, D2q, D D 

feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E21,D2c 

h. Other impacts: D D 

5. Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. ll]NO • YES 
(See Part 1. E .2) 
If " Yes", answer questions a - z. If "No", move on to Section 6. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occui· occur 

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i D D 

b. The proposed action may result in development within a I 00 year floodplain. E2j D D 

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain . E2k D D 

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e D D 

patterns. 

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, D D 

E2i, E2k 

f. Ifthere is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need ofrepair, Ele D D 

or upgrade? 
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g. Other impacts: ___ ______________________ _ 
D D 

6. Impacts on Air 
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. [Z]NO • YES 
(See Part 1. D.2.f., D.2.h, D.2.g) 
If " Yes", answer questions a - f ff "No ", move on to Section 7. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may 
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels: 

i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO2) D2g D D 

ii. More than 3 .5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N20) D2g D D 

iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g D D 

iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) D2g D D 

v. More than I 000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g D D 

hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions 
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h D D 

b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated D2g D D 

hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous 
air pollutants. 

c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions 
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs . per hour, or may include a heat 

D2f, D2g D D 

source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour. 

d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in "a" tlu·ough "c", D2g D D 

above. 

e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 D2s D D 

ton of refuse per hour. 

f. Other impacts: D D 

7. Impact on Plants and Animals 
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.) IZ]NO • YES 
If "Yes", answer questions a - i. If "No ", move on to Section 8. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part l small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o D D 

threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal 
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site. 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2o D D 

any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal 
government. 

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any E2p D D 

species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the 
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site. 

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p D D 

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or 
the Federal government. 
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural E3c D D 

Landmark to suppo1t the biological community it was established to protect. 

f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n D D 

po1tion of a designated significant natural community. 
Source: 

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or 
E2m D D 

over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. 

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb 
D D 

grassland or any other regionally or locally impmtant habitat. 
Habitat type & information source: 

i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of D2q D D 

herbicides or pesticides. 

j. Other impacts: D D 

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources 
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Pait 1. E.3 .a. and b.) IZ]NO • YES 
If "Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", move on to Section 9. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2c, E3b D D 

NYS Land Classification Svstem. 

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb D D 

(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc). 

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of E3b D D 

active agricultural land. 

d. The proposed action may irreversibly conve1t agricultural land to non-agricultural Elb, E3a D D 

uses, either more than 2.5 acres iflocated in an Agricultural District, or more than 10 
acres if not within an Agricultural District. 

e . The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land El a, Elb D D 

management system. 

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, CJ , D D 

potential or pressure on farmland. D2c,D2d 

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland C2c D D 

Protection Plan. 

h. Other impacts: D D 
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources 
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in [ZINO • YES 
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and 
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Prut 1. E .l.a, E.l.b, E.3.h.) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - g If "No", zo to Section 10. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local E3h • • 
scenic or aesthetic resource. 

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b • • 
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views. 

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h 
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) • • 
ii. Year round • • 

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h 
action is: E2q, 
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work • • 
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elc • • 

e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h • • 
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource. 

f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dia, Ela, • • 
project: Dlf,Dlg 

0-1 /2 mile 
½-3 mile 
3-5 mile 
5+ mile 

g. Other impacts: • • 

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources 
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological [ZINO • YES 
resource. (Patt 1. E.3.e, f. and g.) 
If" Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No", go to Section 11 . 

Relevant No,or Moderate ,. 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
m,:iv ,..,.,..,r l\rt'llt" 

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantial ly contiguous 
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on the National or E3e • • 
State Register of Historical Places, or that bas been determined by the Commissioner 
of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for 
listing on the State Register of Historic Places. 

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous E3f • • 
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory. 

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous E3g • • 
to, an archaeo logical site not included on the NY SHPO inventory. 
Source: 
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d. Other impacts: D D 

If any of the above (a-d) are answered "Moderate to large impact may 
e. occur", continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3: 

I. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, D D 

of the site or prope1ty. E3f 

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the prope1ty's setting or E3e, E3f, D D 

integrity. E3g, E la, 
Elb 

111. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which E3e, E3f, D D 

are out of character with the site or prope1ty, or may alter its setting. E3g,E3h, 
C2, C3 

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation 
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a [Z]NO • YES 
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted 
municipal open space plan. 
(See Part l. C.2.c, E. l.c ., E .2.q.) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No", zo to Section 12. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions , or "ecosystem D2e, Elb D D 

services", provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater E2h, 
storage, nutrient cycling, wild life habitat. E2m,E2o, 

E2n,E2p 

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. C2a, E lc, D D 

C2c, E2q 

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c D D 

with few such resources. Elc, E2q 

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2c, Elc D D 

community as an open space resource. 

e. Other impacts: D D 

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas 
[{]NO • YES The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical 

environmental area (CEA). (See Pait l. E.3 .d) 

If " Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", {;O to Section 13. 
Relevant No,or Moderate 

Part I small to large 
Question(s) impact impact may 

mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d D D 

characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d D D 

characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 

c. Other impacts: D D 
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13. Impact on Transportation • No [ZI YES The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems. 
(See Part 1. D.2.j) 
If " Yes", answer questions a - f If "No", £0 to Section 14. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j Ill • 
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j Ill • 

more vehicles . 

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access . D2j Ill • 
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j Ill • 
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j Ill • 
f. Other impacts: • • 

14. Impact on Energy • No [ZjYES The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy . 
(See Part I. D.2.k) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No", £0 to Section 15. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k Ill • 
b. The proposed action wi ll require the creation or extension ofan energy transmission Dlf, Ill • 

or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-fami ly residences or to serve a Dlq, D2k 
commercial or industrial use. 

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k Ill • 
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square Dlg • Ill 

feet of building area when completed. 
e. Other Impacts: • • 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light • No [Z] YES The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. 
(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and o.) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - /.' If "No", ,f~O to Section 16. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact .impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m Ill • 
regulation. 

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any res idence, D2m, El d Ill • 
hosp ital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home. 

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o Ill • 
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n IZI • 
e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, E la IZI • 

area conditions. 

f. Other impacts: • • 

16. Impact on Human Health 
[Z]NO • YES The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure 

to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part I.D.2 .q., E. l. d. f. g. and h.) 
If " Yes", answer questions a - m. If "No", RO to Section 17. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may cccur occur 

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld • • 
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement commun ity. 

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, E lh • • 

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site Elg, Elh • • 
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the Elg, Elh • • 
prope1ty (e.g., easement or deed restriction) . 

e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place E lg, Elh • • 
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health . 

f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t • • 
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the 
environment and human health. 

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q,E lf • • 
management facility. 

h. The proposed action may result in the unea1thing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, E.lf • • 

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of D2r, O2s • • 
solid waste. 

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of Elf, E lg • • 
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. El h 

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill E lf, Elg • • 
site to adjacent off site structures. 

I. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, Elf, • • 
project site. D2r 

m. Other impacts: 

Page 9 of 10 



17. Consistency with Community Plans • No [ZJYES The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans. 
(See Part 1. C. l , C.2. and C.3 .) 
ff "Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", go to Section 18. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2, C3, Dla • IZI 
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, Elb 

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village C2 Ill • 
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%. 

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2, C2, C3 • IZI 
d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use C2, C2 Ill • 

plans. 

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3, Dlc, Ill • 
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Dld, Dlf, 

Dld, Elb 

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4,D2c, D2d Ill • 
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j 

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or C2a Ill • 
commercial development not included in the proposed action) 

h. Other: • • 

18. Consistency with Community Character 
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character. • NO IZ]YES 
(See Part 1. C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - g If "No", proceed to Part 3. 

Relevant No,or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, E3f, E3g IZl • 
of historic importance to the community. 

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. C4 lZI • 
schools, police and fire) 

c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where C2, C3, Dlf IZl • 
there is a shortage of such housing. Dlg, Ela 

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized C2,E3 IZl • 
or designated public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectura l scale and C2,C3 • lZI 
character. 

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 lZI • 
Ela, Elb 
E2g, E2h 

g. Other impacts: • • 
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Agency Use Only [IfApplicable] 
Project : I East Genesee Apartments 

Date: I March 14 2019 

Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts 

and 
Determination of Significance 

Pait 3 provides the reasons in suppott of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for eve1y question 
in Patt 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a patticular 
element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact. 

Based on the analysis in Patt 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess 
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will not 
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the ce1tification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its 
determination of significance. 

Reasons Supporting This Determination: 
To complete this section: 

• Identify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity, 
size or extent of an impact. 

• Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact 
occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to 
occur. 

• The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes. 
• Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where 

there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse 
environmental impact. 

• Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact 
• For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so that 

no significant adverse environmental impacts will result. 
• Attach additional sheets, as needed. 

See Part 3 - Additional Information 

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

SEQR Status: [l] Type 1 • Unlisted 

Identify portions ofEAF completed for this Project: [Z] Pait 1 [l] Part 2 [l] Part 3 
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Upon review of the infonnation recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information 
(See Pact 3 - Additional Information) 

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the 
Cit'i of S'iracuse Industrial Develo12ment Agenc'i as lead agency that: 

[Z] A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact 
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued. 

• B. A lthough this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or 
substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency: 

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative 
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617. 7( d)). 

• C. This Project may result in one or more sign ificant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact 
statement must be prepared to fmther assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those 
impacts. Accordingly, this posi tive declaration is issued. 

Name of Action: East Genesee Apartments 

Name of Lead Agency: City of Syracuse Industrial Development Agency 

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Honora Spillane 

Title of Responsible Officer: Executive Director _/l -----... 
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: I ID~ A a .1~ ) Date: - March 19, 2019 

_/="'" 

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible 0 ~ 
11.../ 

Date: March 19, 2019 

For Further Information: 

Contact Person: Bryan A. Bayer, C&S Eingineers, Inc. 

Address: 499 Col. Eileen Collins Boulevard, Syracuse, New York 13212 

Telephone Number: (315) 455-2000 

E-mail: bbayer@cscos.com 

For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to: 

Chief Executive Officer of the po li tical subdivision in which the action will be principally located ( e.g., Town / City / Village of) 
Other involved agencies (if any) 
Applicant (if any) 
Environmental Notice Bulletin: htt12: //www.dec.nv.gov/enb/enb.html 
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City of Syracuse Industrial Development Agency 

Michaels Group 
East Genesee Apartments 

FEAF Part 3 - Additional Information 

1.) Impact on land - The proposed project will have a small impact on land. The total project area 
involves the disturbance of approximately 1.6 acres. 

Excavation of soil will be required for the construction of the project as a result of the subgrade parking 
and the foundation system. Excavated materials will be hauled off site and disposed of in accordance 
with applicable state and local regulations. The anticipated volume of excavation is approximately 
30,000 cubic yards and will take place over a 3-4-week period. On-site soils are identified as urban land, 
and therefore these soils are not considered natural material. The 3-4 week period for excavation is a 
relatively short duration. As such, the removal of soils associated with this project is not considered a 

significant environmental impact. 

Lastly, the duration of the project is estimated at 18-months. Construction activities typically result in 
potential impacts associated with traffic, dust, stormwater, and noise. These potential impacts are 
minimized as a result of the following measures: 

• The developer will be required to implement a maintenance and protection of traffic plan for use 
during construction. The plan will be reviewed and approved by the City of Syracuse. 

• The developer will be required implement best management practices for dust control. 

• Stormwater will be addressed by implementation of erosion and sediment controls during 
construction. 

• The proposed project will cause a temporary increase in ambient noise levels from the operation 
of construction equipment. Measures to minimize noise impacts during construction will include 
adherence to local ordinances for working hours and inspection of equipment for proper 

muffling. 

2.) Impact on geological features - The project site does not contain known unique or unusual land 
forms (e.g. cliffs, dunes, minerals, fossils, caves) . No impact to significant geologic features will occur 
because of the proposed action . 

3.) Impacts on surface water - The project will not involve impacts to surface waters. There are no 
surface waters with in the project footprint. Potential impacts to nearby surface waters from 
construction will be avoided by implementation of appropriate soil erosion and sediment controls 

4.) Impact on groundwater-The project is not located within the footprint of a sole source, primary, or 
principal aquifer. The project does not involve use or disposal of hazardous materials, bulk storage of 
petroleum or chemical products that could potentially contaminate local groundwater supplies 

5.) Impact on flooding - The proposed project is located outside the regulated floodplain boundaries. 
No impacts to floodplains will occur as a result of this project . 
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6.) Impacts on air - The USEPA, through the federal Clean Air Act (CAA), has established National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide 
(SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), particulate matter (PMlO and PM2.5), ozone, and lead. An area that 
violates a national primary or secondary NAAQS for one or more of the USEPA designated criteria 
pollutants is referred to as non-attainment. A maintenance area is one that has previously been in 
violation of the NAAQS but has since implemented an avoidance plan and has had no additional 
violations over an extended period of time. 

The project is located in Onondaga County. According to the USEPA Green Book (current as of February 
28, 2019), Onondaga County is currently in attainment for all criteria pollutants, except CO, which is 
listed as "maintenance". Based on a detailed review of the Green Book, Onondaga County was 
designated as a CO non-attainment area until 1992. Since 1993, the County has been in compliance (i.e., 
maintenance area) with the NAAQS for all criteria pollutants, including CO. An area that has remained 
in compliance with the NAAQS for an extended period of time is re-designated as "attainment". 

According to both the NYSDEC and USEPA, Onondaga County is in full attainment with the CO NAAQS. 
Specifically, Onondaga County was designated as a maintenance area in 1993, and has not had any 
violations of the NAAQS since that time. NYSDEC met the requirements specified in two Maintenance 
Plans, each lasting a period of ten years. Therefore, the 20-year maintenance period is over and NYSDEC 
has met its obligations; Onondaga County is in attainment with the CO NAAQS. 

Air emission sources require consistency with State and federal air quality standards. The New York air 
permitting program regulates sources of air pollution. The program is required under provisions set forth 
in the federal Clean Air Act and New York State regulation (6 NYCRR Part 201). NYSDEC Division of Air 
Resources administers the air program. The project does not include equipment that requires 
registration or permitting from New York State's air program. 

7.) Impacts on plants and animals - The proposed project is located in an urban environment. Habitat 
availability is limited; wildlife occupying the existing project space are likely to re-occupy it post 
construction. No habitat exists for species considered rare, threatened, or endangered by federal or 
state regulations. No significant impact to plants and animals will occur as a result of this project. 

8.) Impacts on agricultural resources- The project is not located in a New York State Agricultural District . 
No farmland soils occur within the proposed limits of disturbance. No significant impacts to agricultural 
resources will occur. 

9.) Impacts on aesthetic resources - The project site does not contain, and is not located adjacent to, 

identified scenic/aesthetic resources. There are no officially designated federal , state, or local scenic or 
aesthetic resources within the vicinity of the property. 

10.) Impacts on historical and archeological resources - Coordination with the New York State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) is complete for the project. The SHPO indicated by letter on February 5, 2019 
that the project will have no impact on archaeological and/or historic resources listed in or eligible for 
the New York State and National Registers of Historic Places. This letter is provided as Appendix A. 
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11.) Impacts on open space and recreation - The proposed action will not result in a loss of recreational 
opportunities, and/or open space. There are no existing recreational opportunities on-site, and the site 
is not located in a designated municipal open space plan. 

12.) Impacts on critical environmental areas - No designated critical environmental areas occur within 
or immediately adjacent to the property. The current action, as well as any future development, will not 
involve impacts to designated critical environmental areas. 

13.) Impacts on transportation - Passero Associates completed the Traffic Study, East Genesee Street, 
Syracuse, NY report dated March 2019. The following excerpt is taken directly from the study provided 
as Appendix B: 

The existing transportation infrastructure is adequate to support the East Genesee 
Apartments project without the need for mitigation at the studied intersections or at the 
project' s entrance. This is a result of the low volume of traffic expected to be generated 
by the development in conjunction with the mature roadway network surrounding the 
site. The level of service of each intersection is " D" or above meaning that there is no 
detrimental impact on the adjacent road network. The proposed garage entrance is 
located on Ashworth Place, a residential street. This entrance location is off the main 
arterial of Genesee Street and therefore will not interfere with the heavier traffic 
roadway. 

Proposed sidewalks will improve pedestrian access on Ashworth Place and East Genesee 
Street. These sidewalks will replace the old sidewalks on site and will meet City standards. 
In addition to the new sidewalks, the proposed garage entrance is situated so that it has 
minimal impact on the adjacent roadways. The proposed entrance to the parking garage 
is on Ashworth Place mainly to avoid creating conflicts along East Genesee Street. East 
Genesee Street experiences more traffic during the peak hour than Ashworth Place, Pine 
Street and Walnut Ave. Ashworth Place is a residential street with mostly rental 
apartments and the existing traffic is minimal in this corridor. 

The traffic generation from the proposed project will have minimal impact on Ashworth 
Place since the existing traffic on the street is low and the traffic projections at full build 
are insignificant. Also, the north/south streets (Pine Street and Walnut Avenue) that are 
connected by Ashworth Place have insignificant thru traffic and ample gaps, meaning that 
cars will be able to turn off of Ashworth Place without having to wait for an extended 
period of time. 

In conclusion, the proposed development does not have an adverse impact on the 
adjacent road networks and will improve the deteriorating sidewalks along East Genesee 

Street in the vicinity of the project 1. 

1 Passero Associates engineering architecture. Traffic Study, East Genesee Street, Syracuse, NY. March 201 9. 90 pages. 
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14.) Impacts on energy- Electricity and natural gas in the project location are supplied by National Grid . 
Water will be provided by the City of Syracuse's water system. Sewer service will be provided by the 
City of Syracuse and treated at the Syracuse Metropolitan Wastewater Treatment Plant. 

Operation of the new facility will result in increased use of electricity, natural gas, and/or water 
resources as well as increased discharge of wastewater into the sewer collection and treatment system. 
The developer has coordinated with the local utility providers regarding supply and availability of 
necessary services. Operation of the facility is not be expected to exceed available natural resource or 
future energy supplies. 

Additionally, construction and/or operation of the facilities would not involve a need for unusual 
materials or those in short supply. As with any construction project, there will be short-term increases 
in electrical and gasoline usage to power construction equipment and for worker travel. 

15.) Impacts on noise, odor, and light 

Noise - The proposed project will cause a temporary increase in ambient noise levels from the operation 
of construction equipment. Measures to minimize noise impacts during construction will include 
adherence to local ordinances for working hours and inspection of equipment for proper muffling. Noise 
levels will generally return to pre-construction levels following completion of the project. 

Odors - The proposed project will not cause an increase in odors. 

Light - Lighting will be contained on site and appropriate for residential use. Lighting will not impact 
adjacent properties and will be dark sky compliant. Fixtures will be 4,000k LED and primarily building 
mounted. There will also be low-level landscape lighting in the courtyard area. There will be no large­
scale commercial lighting. New lighting will result in a better lit and safer environment for pedestrians 
on East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. 

16.) Impact on Human Health - The proposed project will not result in an impact to human health from 
exposure to new or existing sources of contaminants. 

Synapse Property resources prepared a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA} for the project 
location dated February 2017. The report is consistent with the ASTM International Standard Practice 
for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process - E1527-13. The 
Phase I ESA concluded that there is no evidence of existing or historical Recognized Environmental 
Conditions (RECs) in connection with the site. 

Demolition of existing structures will occur during construction. Pre-demolition asbestos surveys are 
completed for each structure slated for demolition. Asbestos containing materials (ACM} are identified; 
the developer is committed to perform any/all required abatement as prescribed in the asbestos 
survey(s) for each property. Abatement will be performed in accordance with all applicable local and 
state regulations. 
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In addition, the project operation does not use or produce materials considered hazardous substances, 
and therefore will not create a condition increasing the adjacent public's exposure to harmful materials. 

17.) Consistency with community plans - The action will not result in population growth in the City of 
Syracuse that exceeds 5%, and will not result in increasing density that will impact existing infrastructure. 
The project is not consistent with existing zoning and land use. As such, a detailed analysis is provided 
to identify the potential significance of the project relative to both land use and zoning. The project 
developer has provided rationale depicting the project's consistency with each in the SEQRA Review, 
East Genesee Apartments attached as Appendix C. The rationale explains measures proposed to 
accommodate consistency with both zoning and land use criteria. In addition, the document provides 
justification in support of necessary zoning approvals. This includes prior precedence of similar approvals 
for adjacent projects. Refer to Appendix C for detailed discussion regarding zoning and land use. 

18.) Consistency with community character- The proposed action is located in the Approved Mansion 
Corridor and is consistent with the built and natural environment of the Approved Mansion Corridor. 
The structure immediately south of the project known as The 505 on Walnut is a large six-story building 
of similar scale and character. The Roosevelt, which is currently located on the project site, is a 4-story 
structure with a gable roof along East Genesee and five stories with a gable roof along Ashworth Place. 
As discussed in detail in the SEQRA Review, attached as Appendix C, and taking into consideration, 
among other things, the Smart Growth principles and other goals articulated in the City's Land Use and 
Development Plan 2040 and the ongoing rezoning initiative, the proposed action is consistent with 
future expectations for how the community will function and use services, facilities and improvements 
in the Approved Mansion Corridor. 

The project will not result in the replacement or elimination of historic facilities or structures, in an 
increased demand for community services (e.g. schools, police, fire), in displacement of affordable or 
low-income housing or interfere with public resources. The project involves construction of a large 
structure that will replace several smaller structures. The developer intends to minimize impacts 
associated with scale by implementing the following design measures as provided by the developer 
within the SEQRA Review, East Genesee Apartments document submitted to SIDA and provided as 

Appendix C: 

• The architecture is segmented into separate and specific areas to provide architectural interest 
with varying mass and elevations to emulate the appearance of multiple buildings similar to the 
older mansions and other apartment buildings within the Approved Mansion Corridor. 

• The building is further broken down by extruding four and five level portions of the fa~ade with 
varying materials and unique elevations. 

• The western block of the proposed project includes store front glass at the amenity space to 
activate the streetscape and complement the commercial spaces on the south side of East 
Genesee Street. 

• Continuing towards the eastern block, there are street level, individual entrance units with 
extruded brick fa~ade, front porches and landscaped front yards facing East Genesee Street. The 
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individual entry units are designed to function similar to a single-family dwelling and will drive 
pedestrian activity within the public right-of-way. 

• The eastern most individual entry unit projects further East towards Pine Street to solidify this 
concept, activate the street corner and reduce the impact of the 6-story portion of the building. 

• A similar approach is used along Ashworth Place which also has individual and private entries at 
the street level but the overall building height is stepped down two stories along the entire North 
facing elevation to reduce the visual impact to properties north of the site. 

Accordingly, no significant impact on community character will result from the proposed action. 



Appendix A 
SHPO Letter 



WYORK 
JE Of Parks, Recreation, 

. ORTVNJiY~ and Historic Preservation 
ANDREW M. CUOMO 

Governor 

ROSE HARVEY 

Commiss ioner 

February 05, 2019 

Mr. Tim Harris 
Senior Proejct Engineer 
Passero Associates 
242 West Main Street 
Suite 100 
Rochester, NY 14614 

Re: SEQRA 
East Genesee Apartments 
12 parcels between Ashworth Place and East Genesee Street, City of Syracuse, 
Onondaga County, NY 
19PR00763 

Dear Mr. Harris: 

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic 
Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the project in accordance with the New York State 
Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (Section 14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and 
Historic Preservation Law). These comments are those of the OPRHP and relate only to 
Historic/Cultural resources. They do not include potential environmental impacts to New York 
State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project. Such impacts must be considered 
as part of the environmental review of the project pursuant to the State Environmental Quality 
Review Act (New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 8) and its implementing 
regulations (6 NYCRR Part 617). 

Based upon this review, it is the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic 
Preservation's opinion that your project will have no impact on archaeological and/or historic 
resources listed in or eligible for the New York State and National Registers of Historic Places. 

If further correspondence is required regarding this project, please be sure to refer to the 
OPRHP Project Review (PR) number noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Michael F. Lynch, P.E., AIA 

Director, Division for Historic Preservation 

Division for Historic Preservation 
P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 • (518) 237-8643 •www.nysparks.com 
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East Genesee Street - Syracuse, NY 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report is being prepared to assess the traffic impacts associated with the proposed 

development of currently developed land into a mid-rise multifamily housing building totaling 

283 apartment units and 283 parking spaces. The site is located on the north side of East 

Genesee Street between Walnut Avenue and Pine Street, and includes 1219-1323 East Genesee 

Street, 208 and 212 Ashworth Place. 

2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The project includes the development of a 283-unit apartment building, Institute of Traffic 

Engineers (I.T.E.) land use group 221 "Multifamily Housing (Mid-Rise)". The project will provide 

one driveway connection to Ashworth Place which will be the entrance to the parking garage. 

In accordance with the NYSDOT Traffic Analysis Guidelines, this report will analyze: 

• The intersections of: 

o East Genesee Street and Walnut Avenue 

o East Genesee Street and Comstock Avenue 

o East Genesee Street and Pine Street 

o Ashworth Place and Walnut Avenue 

o Ashworth Place and Pine Street 

3.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

East Genesee Street (NYSDOT RT 92) is a two lane road generally oriented east-west and is 

classified as a principal arterial road which is owned by New York State but maintained by the City 

of Syracuse and has an AADT (2013) of 6794 vehicles/ day (vpd). East Genesee Street begins in the 

City limits near US Route 11 and terminates at the City of Syracuse/Dewitt border. The posted 

speed limit near the proposed project is 30 miles per hour in the vicinity of the project 

(85 th percentile speed= ±33 mph). East Genesee Street provides direct access from the site to I-81 

and downtown city destinations. 

Walnut Avenue is a north-south oriented city owned street and classified as a "local road". Its 

terminus points are Canal Street to the north and Waverly Avenue to the south. The posted speed 

limit in the vicinity of the project is 30 mph. 

1 March 2019 
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Comstock Avenue is a local road that runs between East Genesee Street and Jamesville Avenue to 

the south. The speed limit in the project area is 30 mph. 

Pine Street runs between East Genesee Street and East Erie Boulevard. The speed limit in the 

project area is 30 mph 

Ashworth Place runs between Walnut avenue and Pine Street. The speed limit in the project area is 

15 mph 

4.0 METHODOLOGY 

A. Passero Associates conducted field observations and traffic counts at several intersections in 
in the study area during the AM and PM peak hours as part of the East Genesee Apartments 
Traffic Impact Study on November 13th 2018. In addition to counting traffic volumes, the 
signal timings/phasing were observed at the Walnut Avenue and East Genesee Street 
intersection to be used in the traffic analysis software. As part of that study the following 
tirrie periods were determined to be the peak hour: 

A. AM - 7:45-8:45 
B. PM - 4:30-5:30 

See appendix for traffic count volumes. 

B. A growth rate factor (GRF) of 2.0% applied annually for 3 years was used to develop the 
background 2021 traffic volumes. Background volumes are reflected in the developed 
conditions. The GRF of 2% is very conservative considering much of this portion of the 
City is built out, leaving little to no opportunity for development. However, based on recent 
trends, redevelopment of existing sites is more likely. 

C. Using the Institute of Traffic Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition Multifamily 

Housing (Mid-Rise) (Land Use 221). The trip generations for this project were determined as 

seen in the table below using 283 dwelling units: 

Multifamily Housing (Mid-Rise) (ITE Use 221): X = 283 Persons 

Condition 
Peak Hour - 7 - 9 AM 

Peak Hour - 4 - 6 PM 

Formula 
Average Rate (0.36) 
Average Rate (0.44) 

*Note that the project will on!J provide 283 parking spaces on site. 

2 

Total 
102 
125 

Entering 
26 (24%) 

76 (61%) 

Exiting 
76 (76%) 

49 (39%) 

March 2019 



Traffic Study 
East Genesee Street - Syracuse, NY 

D. We determined the trip distribution patterns based on the traffic count data collected, 
engineering knowledge and judgement of the area. The main destination from the site will be 
west towards downtown Syracuse and I-81. As other local destination points are within 
walking distance. 

E. The existing traffic volumes were modeled using Synchro10 traffic software to determine the 
current Levels of Service (LOS) for the studied intersections . LOS is an engineering 
standard gauge used to measure the operation of functionality of an intersection. A LOS of 
"A" represents a "best case" scenario with little to no traffic delays. A LOS of "F" 
represents a failure or unacceptable scenario. A "D" level of service is considered an 
acceptable level of service for individual intersections. 

F. A comparison of the intersection Levels of Service is provided to demonstrate any 
difference in the operation of the studied intersections under three different scenarios during 
both the AM and PM peak hour. 

1. Existing Conditions (2018) 
2. Background Conditions (2021) 
3. Developed Conditions (2021) • Sum of background conditions and trip generations 

5.0 SIGHT DISTANCE EVALUATION 

Sight distance was measured the proposed parking garage entrance using the NYSDOT criteria of a 

42" instrument and object height with a 15 mile per hour speed limit. The results are defined below. 

Intersection speed limit Recommended Actual sight distance 

Sight distance (L/R) .(1LR). 
Entrance 15 mph 170'/145' 700' to intersection/ 450' to intersection 

There is ample site distance at the project entrance. 
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6.0 CAPACITY ANALYSIS RESULTS 

The following is a compilation of the levels of service, delay, v / c ratio, and queue lengths for the 

studied primary intersections. 

Table 5-1 
East Genesee Street and Walnut Avenue 

Existing Background 
Developed (2021) 

(2018) Level (2021) Level of 
Approach 

ofService Service 
Level of Service 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Eastbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A B A B A B 
Delay (sec.) 8.3 13.3 8.2 14.1 8.4 15.1 

v/c ratio 0.25 0.57 0.26 0.61 0.28 0.65 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 79 227 83 250 89 270 

Westbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right B B B B B B 
Delay (sec.) 17.9 10.9 19.2 11.3 19.3 11.2 

v/c ratio 0.76 0.43 0.80 0.45 0.80 0.45 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 344 148 380 160 382 158 

Northbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right B B B B B B 
Delay (sec.) 15.4 16.1 17.6 16.7 18.3 18.3 

v/c ratio 0.14 0.41 0.17 0.43 0.18 0.46 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 52 106 64 114 69 130 

Southbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right B B C B B* B 
Delay (sec.) 19.9 15.7 21.4 15.9 18.9 15.4 

v/c ratio 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.13 0.24 0.17 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 57 41 63 43 87 53 

Overall LOS B B B B B B 

*Note that the level of service improves from the background )eve~ even though there have been added trips (this is due to the 
amount of right and left turn trips at the intersection). To be conservative this approach will be treated as a "C" level of service, which 
is still equal to the background level. 
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Table 5-2 
East Genesee Street and Comstock Avenue 

Existing Background 
Developed (2021) 

Approach 
(2018) Level (2021) Level of 

Level of Service 
of Service Service 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Eastbound 

Right/ Thru - - - - - -

Delay (sec.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

v/c ratio 0.13 0.41 0.13 0.43 0.13 0.43 

Queue Length (ft) (95tl1
) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Westbound 

Left/ Thru A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 1 1.4 1.1 1.5 1.1 1.5 

v/c ratio 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.05 

Queue Length (ft) (95tl1
) 3 3 3 4 3 4 

Northbound 

Left/ Right B C C C C C 

Delay (sec.) 14.9 19.4 15.6 22.1 15.6 22.1 

v/c ratio 0.11 0.35 0.12 0.40 0.12 0.40 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 9 39 10 47 10 47 

Overall LOS B B B B B B 
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Table 5-3 
East Genesee Street and Pine Street 

Existing Background 
Developed (2021) 

Approach 
(2018) Level of (2021) Level of 

Level of Service 
Service Service 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 
Eastbound 

Left/ Thru A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 1.6 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.6 1.7 

v/c ratio 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.07 

Queue Length (ft) (95<h) 3 5 3 5 3 5 

Westbound 

Left/ Thru - - - - - -

Delay (sec.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

v/c ratio 0.44 0.21 0.47 0.23 0.47 0.24 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Southbound 

Left/ Right C D C D C E 
Delay (sec.) 17.7 26.5 19.4 33.0 20.7 41.3 

v/c ratio 0.22 0.31 0.26 0.38 0.30 0.49 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 21 31 25 42 30 60 

Overall LOS A C A C A D 
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Table 5-4 
Ashworth Place and Walnut Avenue 

Existing Background 
D eveloped (2021) 

Approach 
(2018) Level (2021) Level of 

Level of Service 
ofService Service 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Eastbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 9.2 9 9.3 9 9.7 9.6 

v/c ratio 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 1 0 1 1 1 

Westbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A B B 
Delay (sec.) 9.5 9.3 9.6 9.3 10.1 10.2 

v/c ratio 0 0 O.Ql 0 0.09 0.05 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 8 4 

Northbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 

v/c ratio 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Southbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 0 0.1 0 0.1 0.4 1.0 

v/c ratio 0 0 0 0 0 0.01 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Overall LOS A A A A A A 
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Table 5-5 
Ashworth Place and Pine Street 

Existing Background 
Developed (2021) 

Approach 
(2018) Level (2021) Level of 

Level of Service 
ofService Service 

AM PM AM PM AM PM 

Eastbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 8.7 8.6 9.6 9.7 9.2 9.3 

v/c ratio 0 0 0 0 0.02 0.03 

Queue Length (ft) (95•h) 0 0 0 0 2 2 

Westbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

v/c ratio 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Northbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 0 0 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.1 

v/cratio 0 0 0 0 0 0.01 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Southbound 

Left/ Thru/ Right A A A A A A 

Delay (sec.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

v/c ratio 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Queue Length (ft) (95th) 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Overall LOS A A A A A A 
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7.0 FINDINGS & OBSERVATIONS 

7.1. Intersection Capacity 

As can be seen from the previous LOS tables, the proposed project will not negatively impact the 

existing road network. All intersections under developed conditions, will operate at a LOS of "D" 

or better ("D" being an acceptable level of service). The proposed project causes a decrease in 

approach level of senrices (the lowest being a LOS of E), but if an approach is not at an F level of 

service the intersection will operate properly. Additionally all v / c ratios are well under 1.0. Using a 

2% GRF also provides a very conservative analysis for background growth of traffic. 

7.2. Proposed Entrance Location 

The proposed entrance to the projects underground parking garage is designed to perpendicular to 

Ashworth Place. This location provides ample site distance and does not create a conflict with other 

roads or driveways. There is a second proposed driveway on Ashworth Place, however this will be 

used for trash pickup only, which will be scheduled for two times a week. 
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Traffic Study 
East Genesee Street - Syracuse, NY 

CONCLUSIONS 

The existing transportation infrastructure is adequate to support the East Genesee Apartments 

project without the need for mitigation at the studied intersections or at the project's entrance. This 

is a result of the low volume of traffic expected to be generated by the development in conjunction 

with the mature roadway network surrounding the site. The level of service of each intersection is 

"D" or above meaning that there is no detrimental in1pact on the adjacent road network. The 

proposed garage entrance is located on Ashworth Place, a residential street. This entrance location is 

off the main arterial of Genesee Street and therefore will not interfere with the heavier traffic 

roadway. 

Proposed sidewalks will improve pedestrian access on Ashworth Place and East Genesee Street. 

These sidewalks will replace the old sidewalks on site and will meet City standards. In addition to the 

new sidewalks, the proposed garage entrance has been situated so that it has minimal impact on the 

adjacent roadways. The proposed entrance to the parking garage is on Ashworth Place mainly to 

avoid creating conflicts along East Genesee Street. East Genesee Street experiences more traffic 

during the peak hour than Ashworth Place, Pine Street and Walnut Ave. Ashworth Place is a 

residential street with mostly rental apartments and the existing traffic is minimal in this corridor. 

The traffic generation from the proposed project will have minimal impact on Ashworth Place since 

the existing traffic on the street is low and the traffic projections at full build are insignificant. Also, 

the north/ south streets (Pine Street and Walnut Avenue) that are connected by Ashworth Place 

have insignificant thru traffic and ample gaps, meaning that cars will be able to turn off of Ashworth 

Place without having to wait for an extended period of time. 

In conclusion, the proposed development does not have an adverse impact on the adjacent road 

networks and will improve the deteriorating sidewalks along East Genesee Street in the vicinity of 

the project. 
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EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

East Genesee and Walnut 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound Total of all 

Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Approaches 
TIME AM 
7:00-7:15 1 4 0 5 0 6 0 6 1 5 2 8 2 51 2 55 74 
7:15-7:30 1 3 4 8 0 7 2 9 0 19 3 22 7 84 2 93 132 
7:30-7:45 2 5 4 11 4 2 2 8 2 43 1 46 14 126 5 145 210 
7:45-8 :00 0 13 5 18 3 10 0 13 3 44 2 49 18 135 5 158 238 
8:00-8:15 2 12 6 20 . 3 10 1 14 4 49 5 58 16 147 10 173 265 
8:15-8:30 1 10 5 16 2 16 2 20 2 56 5 (33 15 168 8 191 , 290 
8:30-8:45 4 8 8 20 2 9 2 13 2 44 2 48 14 125 4 143 224 
8:45-9:00 4 12 6 22 0 8 3 11 6 47 2 55 16 146 7 169 257 
Peak HR 7 43 24 10 45 5 11 193 14 _53 · 575 . 27 • 

BG Peak HR 7 46 25 11 48 5 12 205 15 67 610 29 
TIME PM 
4:00-4:15 5 11 20 135 4 1 3 74 5 102 4 9 6 68 3 9 227 
4:15-4:30 8 10 17 143 3 7 1 102 2 98 0 7 . 6 75 5 20 272 
4:30-4:45 2 19 15 116 3 11 2 81 0 137 0 15 4 73 6 43 255 
4:45-5:00 3 15 19 126 1 8 0 115 0 123 0 9 4 86 7 57 307 
5:00-5:15 5 22 35 1.57 2 10 4 117 4 127 2 8 5 81 6 50 332 
5:15-5:30 8 25 34 146 1 13 1 105 0 112 3 8 5 79 8 40 299 
5:30-5:45 3 22 14 111. · 1 5 2 120 1 89 0 10 5 65 3 37 278 
5:45-6:00 1 8 8 121 2 5 1 80 0 101 3 10 8 75 4 51 262 
Peak HR 18 81 103 7 42 7 4 499 5 . · 18 · 319 27 

BG Peak HR 19 86 109 8 45 8 5 529 6 19 339 28 
TIME SAT 

11 :30-11 :45 0 0 0 0 0 
11 :45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 
12:00-12:1 5 0 0 0 0 0 
12:1 5-12:30 0 0 0 0 0 
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 0 

12:45-1 :00 0 0 0 0 0 
1:00-1:15 0 0 0 0 0 
1:15-1:30 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak HR . 

BG Peak HR 

Y:\Projects-New\2017\20172421\20172421 .0004\Tech Docs\Reports\TRAFFIC STUDY\Traffic Calculations .xlsx 



EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

East Genesee and Comstock 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound Total of all 

Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Approaches 
TIME AM 
7:00-7:15 2 0 5 7 0 0 0 0 0 21 1 . 22 2 46 0 48 77 
7:15-7:30 2 0 3 5 0 0 0 0 0 22 1 23 3 102 0 105 133 
7:30-7:45 5 0 4 9 0 0 0 0 0 37 1 38 8 107 0 115 162 
7:45-8:00 3 0 5 8 0 0 0 0 0 47 3 50 15 161 0 176 234 
8:00-8:15 5 0 5 10 , 0 0 0 0 0 44 3 47 11 141 0 152 209 
8:15-8:30 2 0 7 9 0 0 0 0 0 47 5 " 52 15 164 0 179 240 
8:30-8:45 8 0 4 12 0 0 0 0 0 40 4 44 · 7 155 0 162 218 
8:45-9:00 7 0 12 19 0 0 0 0 0 39 1 40 7 125 0 132 191 
Peak HR 18 0 21 0 . 0 O · 0 .179 15 48 621 0 

BG Peak HR 19 0 23 0 0 0 0 190 16 51 659 0 
TIME PM 
4:00-4:15 7 0 13 - 20~ 0 0 0 . ·o"~ 0 124 11 135 10 79 0 - 89-,- 244 
4:15-4:30 8 0 10 18 0 0 0 0 0 111 3 114 7 76 0 83 215 
4:30-4:45 6 0 24 30 0 0 0 0 0 139 7 146 10 64 0 74 250 
4:45-5:00 6 0 23 29 0 0 0 0 0 159 7 166 8 74 0 82 277 
5:00-5:15 4 0 27 31 0 0 0 0 0 156 5 161 7 80 0 .87 279 
5:15-5:30 8 0 22 30 0 0 0 0 0 141 9 150 8 75 0 83 263 
5:30-5:45 7 0 16 23 0 0 0 0 0 115 6 121 8 86 0 94 238 
5:45-6:00 2 0 25 27 ... , 0 0 0 0 0 96 7 103 8 76 0 84 214 
Peak HR 24 ... ·o 96 0 0 0 0 .. , 595 28 · 33 . 293 . 0 

BG Peak HR 26 0 101 0 0 0 0 632 29 35 311 0 
TIME SAT 

11 :30-11 :45 0 0 0 0 0 
11 :45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 
12:00-12:15 0 0 0 0 0 
12:15-12:30 0 0 0 0 0 
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 0 

12:45-1:00 0 0 0 0 0 
1:00-1:15 0 0 0 0 0 
1:15-1 :30 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak HR .. .. 

BG Peak HR 

Y: \P roj ects-New\2017\20172421\20172421. 0004 \Tech Docs \Reports\ TRAF Fl C STU DY\ Traffic Calculations .xlsx 



EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

East Genesee and Pine 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound Total of all 

Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Approaches 
TIME AM 
7:00-7:15 0 0 0 0 3 0 5 8 4 28 0 32 0 55 7 62 102 
7:15-7:30 0 0 0 0 6 0 4 10 4 21 0 25 0 97 4 101 136 
7:30-7:45 0 0 0 0 3 0 7 10 4 37 0 41 0 117 10 127 178 
7:45-8:00 0 0 0 0 4 0 18 22 · 3 50 0 53 0 161 13 174 249 
8:00-8:15 0 0 0 0 2 0 12 14 3 45 0 48 0 139 11 150 212 
8:15-8:30 0 0 0 0 6 0 14 · · 20 11 45 0 56 0 181 16 197 273 
8:30-8:45 0 0 0 0 10 0 7 17 10 36 0 46 ) 0 143 8 151 214 
8:45-9:00 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 10 7 44 0 51 J 0 131 15 146 207 
Peak HR 0 0 0 22 0 .· ... 51 •·· 27 177 0 ·. 0 624 · .. 51 

BG Peak HR 0 0 0 24 0 54 28 188 0 0 662 54 
TIME PM 
4:00-4:15 0 0 0 0 

•. 

11 0 9 20 9 122 0 131 0 77 5 , 82 233 
4:15-4:30 0 0 0 0 8 0 4 12 16 100 0 116 0 81 8 89 217 

4:30-4:45 0 0 0 0 14 0 10 24 19 158 0 177 0 76 6 82 283 
4:45-5:00 0 0 0 0 9 0 6 15 12 159 0 171 0 66 8 74 260 
5:00-5:15 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 16 19 165 0 184 0 70 8 78 278 
5:15-5:30 0 0 0 0 8 0 3 11 16 172 0 188 0 85 8 93 292 
5:30-5:45 0 0 0 O• 7 0 8 15 14 112 0 126 0 82 6 88 229 
5:45-6 :00 0 0 0 0 14 0 9 23 9 117 0 126 0 75 4 79 228 
Peak HR 0 0 0 39 . 0 27 · 66 . 654 ... 0 0 297 30 

BG Peak HR 0 0 0 42 0 28 70 694 0 0 315 32 
TIME SAT 

11 :30-11 :45 0 0 0 0 0 
11 :45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 
12:00-12:15 0 0 0 0 0 
12:15-12:30 0 0 0 0 0 
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 0 

12:45-1 :00 0 0 0 0 0 
1 :00-1 :15 0 0 0 0 0 
1:1 5-1:30 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak HR 

. .. . 
·. 

BG Peak HR 

Y:\Projects-New\2017\20172421 \20172421.0004\Tech Docs\Reports\TRAFFIC STUDY\Traffic Calculations .xlsx 



EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

Ashworth and Walnut 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound Total of all 

Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Aooroaches 
TIME AM 
7:00-7:15 0 5 0 5 0 6 0 6 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 12 
7:15-7:30 0 3 0 3 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 
7:30-7:45 0 16 0 16 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 
7:45-8:00 1 15 1 17 0 12 0 12 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 31 
8:00-8:15 0 25 1 26 0 18 2 20 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 1 49 
8:15-8:30 0 20 0 20 0 19 1 20 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 43 
8:30-8:45 0 17 0 17 0 8 2 10 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 28 
8:45-9:00 0 10 0 10 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 
Peak HR 1 77 . 2 0 57 5 2 1 2 1 2 · 1 

BG Peak HR 1 82 2 0 60 5 2 1 2 1 2 1 
TIME PM 
4:00-4:15 0 10 0 10 0 5 2 7 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 18 
4:15-4:30 0 16 0 16 0 9 1 10 1 0 2 3 0 1 1 2 31 
4:30-4:45 0 26 0 26 0 9 3 12 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 2 42 
4:45-5:00 2 30 1 33 0 11 1 12 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 48 
5:00-5:15 0 23 0 23 1 10 2 13 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 38 
5:15-5:30 0 27 2 29 0 15 2 17 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 48 
5:30-5:45 0 20 0 20 0 10 1 11 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 33 
5:45-6 :00 0 11 0 11 0 9 2 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 23 
Peak HR 2 106 3 . 1 . 45 .·· 8 3 0 5 0 1 2 

BG Peak HR 2 112 3 1 48 8 3 0 5 0 1 2 
TIME SAT 

11 :30-11 :45 0 0 0 0 0 
11 :45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 
12:00-12:15 0 0 0 0 0 
12:15-12:30 0 0 0 0 0 
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 0 

12:45-1 :00 0 0 0 0 0 
1:00-1 :15 0 0 0 0 0 
1:15-1:30 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak HR 

BG Peak HR 

Y:\Projects-New\2017\20172421 \20172421.0004\Tech Docs\Reports\TRAFFIC STUDY\Traffic Calculations .xlsx 



EAST GENESEE APARTMENTS 

Ashworth and Pine 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound Total of all 

Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Left Thru Right TOTAL Approaches 
TIME AM 
7:00-7:15 0 4 0 4 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
7:15-7:30 0 5 0 5 0 12 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 
7:30-7:45 0 10 0 10 0 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 
7:45-8:00 0 15 0 15 0 17 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 
8:00-8:15 0 21 0 21 0 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 
8:15-8:30 0 23 0 23 0 15 0 15 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 39 
8:30-8:45 0 19 0 19 0 21 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 
8:45-9:00 0 10 0 10 0 16 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 
Peak HR 0 78 0 .• 0 ·. 72 0 O · 0 . 1 .. · 0 · .. . 0 0 

BG Peak HR 0 83 0 0 76 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

TIME PM 
4:00-4:1 5 0 8 0 8 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 
4:15-4:30 0 12 0 12 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 
4:30-4:45 0 18 0 18 0 12 1 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 
4:45-5:00 0 27 0 27 0 21 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 
5:00-5:15 1 23 0 24 0 18 0 18 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 43 
5:15-5:30 0 28 0 28 0 14 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42 
5:30-5:45 0 19 0 19 0 12 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 
5:45-6:00 0 15 0 15 0 15 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 
Peak HR 1 96 . 0 0 •· 65 1 1 0 0 o· 0 0 

BG Peak HR 1 102 0 0 69 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 
TIME SAT 

11 :30-11 :45 0 0 0 0 0 
11 :45-12:00 0 0 0 0 0 
12:00-12 :15 0 0 0 0 0 
12:15-12:30 0 0 0 0 0 
12:30-12:45 0 0 0 0 0 

12:45-1 :00 0 0 0 0 0 
1 :00-1 :15 0 0 0 0 0 
1:15-1 :30 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak HR 

BG Peak HR 

Y:\Projects-New\2017\20172421 \20172421.0004\Tech Docs\Reports\TRAFFIC STUDY\Traffic Calculations .xlsx 
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East Genesee Apartments Existing AM.syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

;> ""t .. -('" ,.:;.... ''- ·"\ t ,,. '. i .; --+ . 
,• 

Lane Configurations 
TrafficVol~me (ypti) 11 193 14 63 575 . 27 1 42 24 10 45 5, 
Future Volume (vph) 11 193 14 63 575 27 1 42 24 10 45 . 5 
Ideal Flow (vphpi) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Ulil . Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 0.991 0.995 0.951 0.988 
Flt Protected 0.998 0.995 0.999 0.992 
Said. Ffow (prot) 0 1842 0 0 1844 0 0 1770 0 0 1826 '6 
Flt Permitted 0.963 0.946 0.998 0.959 
Said.flow (perm) 0 1778 0 0 1753 0 0 1768 0 0 1765 0 
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Said. Flow (RTOR) 8 5 27 5 
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30 
Link Distance (ft) 593 356 584 282 
Travel T!me (s) 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) ........ 12 214 16 70 639 30 1 47 27 11 50 6 

·····• .. 
• Shared.Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flo\lJ (vph) 0 242 0 0 739 0 0 75 0 0 67 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Lett Lett Right Left Lett Right Lett Lett Right Lett Lett Right 
:Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset(tt) 0 0 0 0 
Crosswalk Width(tt) 16 16 16 16 . . ...... ., .. 
Two way Lett Turn Lane 
,Headway_Factor .... 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Lett Thru Lett Thru Lett Thru Lett Thru 
,Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 _ Positiofi{tt) 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Size(tt) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
_Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
petecto~ 1 Exie.nd ( s) · .. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 2 Position(tt) 94 94 94 94 
:Detector 2 Size(tt) .. 6 6 6 6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
betector 2 Channel 
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 .. .... 

Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
JS Page 1 



East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

;>, 
-+ "): ,-( ~ "- ~ 

Eane Groll~ -~ . 
,"rr --'.fBR'. .. . i 

"'1inimurn Split (s) 40.5 .· 40.5 40.5 
Total Split (s) 60.0 60.0 60.0 
Total Spiit (%) 70.2% '76.2% 70.2% 70.2% ' 29.8% 
rvlaximum Green(s) 54.5 
Y~llow Time_(s) •· 3.5 
AH-Red Time (s) .. 2.0 
Lost Time Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
:Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Vehicie Exterisiori (s) 3.0 
Recall Mode None 
Walk Time (s) . 5.0 
Flash qont Walk (s) 15.0 
Pedestrian Cal_ls (#/hr) 0 
Act EffctQreen (s) 
Actuated g/C ~atio 
v/c Ratio 
Control Delay 
Queue Delay 
T<:>tal Delay 
LOS 
App~oach Delay 
Approach LOS 
Queue Length 50th (ft) .· 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
Base Capacity (vph) 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
Spillback Cap Reductn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced v/c Ratio 

Area Type: 
Cycle Length: 85.5 
Actuated Cycle Length: 69.8 
Natural Cycle: 70 
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.76 
Intersection Signal Delay: 15.8 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 80.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

54.5 54.5 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
None None 

5.0 5.0 
15.0 15.0 

0 0 
38.6 
0.55 
0.25 
8.3 
0.0 
8.3 

A 
8.3 

A 
47 
79 

513 

1399 
0 
0 
0 

0.17 

54.5 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
38.6 
0.55 
0.76 
17.9 
0.0 

17.9 
B 

17.9 
B 

220 
344 
276 

1379 
0 
0 
0 

0.54 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service D 

1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

20.0 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

t 11' 

29.8% 
20.0 

3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.1 
0.29 
0.14 
15.4 
0.0 

15.4 
B 

15.4 
B 

14 
52 

504 

529 
0 
0 
0 

0.14 

Existing AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\;. ! -I 

SBR 
25.5 25.5 
25.5 25.5 

2!f8% 29.8% 
20.0 20.0 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 
0 0 

20.1 
0.29 
0.13 
19.9 
0.0 

19.9 
B 

19.9 
B 

18 
57 

202 

512 
0 
0 
0 

0.13 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-,. "'y- .,.. 
[ ane §roue: • ,' ',, C ' 

, EBT: : EBR·: ·WBL , . 

Lane Configurations ·f+ 
Traffic Volume (vph) 179 15 48 
futur~ Volume (vph) 179 15 48 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 
Lane UtiL Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.989 
Flt Protected 
'sate!. Flow (prot) 1842 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perryi) 1842 0 0 
Lin_k ?peed (mph) 30 
Unk Distance (ft) 356 
Travel Time (s) 8.1 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0,90 0.90 
Adj . Flow (vph) 199 17 53 
'shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flo.w (vph) 216 0 0 ., 

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No 
LaneAlignment Left Right Left 
M_e_dian_ Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Cros~walk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
HeadV;1ay Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 
Sign Control Free 

Other 

JS 

+-

0.996 
1855 
0.996 
1855 

30 
261 
5.9 

0.90 
690 

743 
No 

Left 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 

Free 

~ ~ 
NB[ , . .t{BR 

¥ 
18 21 
18 21 

1900 1900 
1.00 1,00 

0.928 
0.977 
1689 0 
0.977 
1689 0 

30 
240 
5.5 

0.90 0.90 
20 23 

43 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Stop 

ICU Level of Service B 

, 

Existing AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ "').. -(!" 

Movement 
Lane Configu.rations 

179 Tra_ffic Volu.me (veh/h) 15 48 
Future Volume (\Jeh/h) 179 15 48 
Sign Control . Free 
Grade 0% 
'Peak, Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 199 17 53 
Pedesfrians . . .. 

Lcine Width (ft) 
yYalking Speed (ft/s) 
Per~ent Blockage 
Right tum flare (veh) 
flAEld~?~ type None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 356 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.98 
vC, conflicting volume 216 
vC 1; stage 1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 co~fvol 
vCu, un_blocked vol 185 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queue free % 96 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1357 

Qirection,.lane # , : I EB 1 rNB 1 
Volume Total 216 743 43 
Volume Left . 0 53 20 
Volume Right 17 0 23 
cSH 1700 1357 408 
Volume to Capacity 0.13 0.04 0.11 
,Oue~e Leng!~ 95th @ 0 3 9 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 1.0 14.9 
Lane LOS A B 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.0 14.9 
Approach LOS . B 

Average Delay 1.4 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 59.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

-+-
~ . I' 

18 21 
18 21 

Free Stop 
0% 0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
690 20 23 

None 

0.98 0.98 
1004 208 

992 177 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
92 97 

256 846 

ICU Level of Service B 

Existing AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

,, 
' -.f 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

_,.;. • 
, ':::"I'"· 
J:ane Graue . i ~ Es,r· 

Lane Configurations +t 
Tratti~ vo\unie (vph) 27 177 
Future \{olume (yph) 27 177 
_Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 

···-·· 

Frt 
Flt Protected 0.993 
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1850 
Flt Permitted 0.993 
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1850 
Unk Speed (mph) . 30 
UnkDistance_ (ft) 261 
Travel Time (s) 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) 30 197 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) ... 0 227 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left 
Med_ian Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
·cross~alk Width(~) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
Sign. Contr~I 

:Intersection summa!Y · . · 
Area Type: .. Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
lntersectio_n ·caJ'.)acity Utilization 47.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- ·•"--

624 51 
624 51 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.990 

1844 0 

1844 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
693 57 

750 0 
No No 

Left __ Right 
•• ••y••· 

0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

\.. ,.' 

22 51 
22 51 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.905 
0.985 
1660 0 
0.985 
1660 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
24 57 

81 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

ICU Level of Service A 

Existing AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

,.. 
l 

' 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

.,)- -+ 
Nlovement I ' ,..,,;•,. ... E,Bt: " lz:BT 
Lane Configurations 4 
Traffic Volume "(.ieh,/h) 27 177 
futu ~~ \/Cllu_me (~eh/h) 27 177 
Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 30 197 
'Pedestrians .. . . 

Lane Widt_h (ft) .. 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Mediantype . None .,. 

,Median storage veh) 
~pstream signal (ft) 617 
pX, platoon unblocked 
ye, con~ictjng yCJlume 750 
vC1, stage 1 cqnf vol 
vC2, stage 2 cCJ~f vol 
yCu, u.nblocked vol 750 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) . 
IF (s) 
p0 queue free % 
cM capacity (veh/h) 

Volume Total 227 750 
Volume Left 30 0 
Volume Right 0 57 
cSH 859 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.03 0.44 
Queue Length 95t~ (ft) 3 0 
Control Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
..... •· ·· ·. ·, 

Approach Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
Approach LOS 

:Intersection Summa& · 
Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) · 

JS 

..,._ ·•·'-

624 51 
624 51 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
693 57 

None 

81 
24 
57 

363 
0.22 

21 
17.7 

C 
17.7 

C 

1.7 
47.0% 

15 

~ ,cl 

22 51 
22 51 

Stop 
0% 

·o.9o 0.90 
24 57 

978 722 
··· -

978 722 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
91 87 

268 427 

ICU Level of Service A 

Existing AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

:., 
·t.,t 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4 : Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

j- --+ , ~ :( 

[ aneGroue WBL 
Lane Configurations 
;frafficVoiunie {vph) . 2 1 2 1 
Future Volume (vph) 2 1 2 1 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) , , 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Ulil. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 0.946 
Flt Protected 0.980 
·satci. Flow (prot) 0 1727 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.980 
:satd. Flow (perm) 0 1727 0 0 
Lin~ Speed (mph) 30 
Unk Distance (ft) 349 
Travel T.ime(s) 7.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) _ 2 1 2 1 
Shared Lane Traffic{~) 
Lane Gmup Flow (vp~) 0 5 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
.~edia_~ Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
,Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Facto( 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
,Sign Control . 

Intersection Summa!}'., 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection c:apacity W\ilization 15,0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

~ '-\._ .... t 
wsr;, 

4+ 
. ..•.. 

2 1 1 77 
2 1 1 77 

1900 1900 1900 ··· 1i:loo 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.966 0.997 
0.988 0.999 
1778 0 0 1855 
0.988 0.999 

,,, 

1778 0 0 1855 
30 30 

1290 681 
29.3 15.5 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

2 1 1 86 

4 0 0 89 
.No No No No 
Left Right Left Left 

0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

~ 

2 
2 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
2 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

Existing AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

\. i ./ 

SE3R 
. .......... -······ 

0 57 5 
0 57 5 

1900 1900 ,,, 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

. 0.988 

0 1840 0 

0 1840 0, 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 . 0.90 
0 63 6 

0 69 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

.,)- -+ ' ~ .j'" 

Mov(Jment · , ,,· '. EBt: £BT : EBR · . 

Lane_ Configuratio~s 4+ 
Traffic Volume (v.eh/h) 2 2 
Future Vo.lu.m..e (~eh/h) 2 2 
Sign Control Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
~ourlyflow rate (vph) 2 1 2 1 
Pedestrians 
Lane IJl.'idth (ft) .. 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median s!orage veh) 

...... ~. ,~- .... ~ . 

Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, pl9toon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 157 156 66 158 

., , 

vC 1, stage .1. conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, un,blocked vol 157 156 66 158 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 
'po queu~ free 0

~ . 100 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 806 735 998 806 

Volume Total 5 4 89 69 
Volume Left 2 1 1 0 
Volume Right 2 1 2 6 
cSH 855 801 1532 1508 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.2 9.5 0.1 0.0 
Lane LOS A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.2 9.5 0.1 0.0 
Approach LOS A 

'" 

A . . .. ,.. . . 

'.i3tersettion · Summa~ 
. 

'fi,•, :-,..,1.•;-

Average Delay , 0.6 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 15.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+:- '- "\ t 
•, NBl.. , 

2 77 
2 77 

Stop Free 
0% 0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
2 1 1 86 

None 

681 

158 87 69 

158 87 69 
6.5 6.2 4.1 

4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 · 100 100 
734 971 1532 

ICU Level of Service 

f. 

2 
2 

0.90 
2 

A 

Existing AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

\,. i ~ 

., 
0 57 5 
0 57 5 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 63 6 

None 

88 

88 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1508 

i 
'"'1 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

.,J- ~ ./'" _. . 

, EBT \, EBR- WBL 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Trattic\tolume(vph) 0 0 1 0 
Future Volume (vph) 0 0 1 0 
'ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.865 
Flt Protected 
Said. F!ow (prot) 0 1611 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
·satd. Flow (perm) 0 1611 0 0 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 
Unk_ Distancel (ft) 1290 
Jravel Timel (s) 29.3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adi: Flow (vph) 0 0 1 0 
·shared Lane Traffic(%) ····· 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
MedianWidth(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Cmsswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control Stop . . 

intersectio'n Summa~ 
_Area TypEl: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
_lntersectjon Capacity UtiHzation 14:1 % 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

....:c.. '- "\ t 

0 0 0 78 
0 0 0 78 

1900 · 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

1863 0 0 1863 

1863 0 0 1863 
30 30 

578 657 
13.1 14.9 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

0 0 0 87 

0 0 0 87 
No No No No 

Left Right Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Stop Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

~ 

0 
0 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
0 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

Existing AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

'. ·+ ~ 

. SST ' . SBR 
4+ 

0 72 0 
0 72 0 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0 1863 0 

0 . 1863 0 
30 

179 
4.1 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 80 0 

0 80 0 
No No No, 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

.·7 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

;,;.·. _. ~ 
,.~•')._'< 

Movenie~r· : ;' i, 

Lane Configurations 
Traffic Volume(veh/h) 0 0 1 . 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 0 0 1 
Sign Control ···.. .. . . . Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 0 0 1 
·Pedestrians .... .. 

Lane Width (ft) 
Y\falkingSpeed (ft/s) 
PercElnt ~lockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 167 167 80 
i,,C{ stage 1 cont vol 
vC2,st9ge 2 cont vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 167 167 80 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pO queue free % 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 797 726 980 

pirection, lane# 
Volume Total 1 0 87 
Volume Left 0 0 0 
Volume. Right 1 0 0 
cSH 980 1700 1518 
Volume .to Capacity 0.00 0.00 0.00 
QueyEl Length9~th (ft) 0 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 8.7 0.0 0.0 
Lane LOS A A 
Approach Delay (s) 8.7 0.0 0.0 
Approach LOS A A 

Intersection Summa!}'. 
Ayerage Delay 0.1 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 14.1% 
Analysis Period (min) . 15 

JS 

r +'- .·4-__ "\ 
·WBR : ~NBl 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

. Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 0 

168 167 87 80 

168 167 87 80 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 100 
795 726 971 1518 

80 
0 
0 

1509 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t ;t" 
' NBT, ' ' NBR 
~ 
78 0 
78 0 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
87 0 

None 

A 

Existing AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

~ ! ~ 

0 72 0 
0 72 0 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 80 0 

None 

87 

87 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1509 

J 
' 
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East Genesee Apartments Existing PM.syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

-" --+ "')- ,,(' ~ ··'- ~ t r ~ ·!, .' 

[ ane Groue · E's1 ··. EBR •. WBL: ' SBT. ' .SBR 
Lane Configurations 4+ 4+ 
Traffic\iolu me (vph) 4 499 5 18 27 18 81 103 7 42 7 
Future '-.'o.lume (vph) 4 499 5 18 27 18 81 103 7 42 7 
lqeal FICJw (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 19()0 190Q 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.999 0:931 0.983 
Flt Protected 0.996 0.994 
Said. Fiow (prot) 0 1861 0 0 0 0 1727 0 0 1820 0 
Flt Permitted 0.998 0,974 0,957 
Satd. flow (p~rm) 0 1857 0 0 0 0 1689 0 0 1752 0 
Right Tu~n on R~.d Yes Yes Yes Yes 
,Satd. _Flow (RTOR) 1 9 57 8 
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30 
Link Distance (ft) 593 356 584 282 
}'ravel Time (s) 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0,90 0,90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 (),90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj . Flow (vph) 4 554 6 20 354 30 20 90 114 8 47 8 
Shared. Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 564 0 0 404 0 0 224 0 0 63 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right 
.~e~.ian Width(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Cross1iV_alk Width(ft) . 16 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
,Headwa,y Factor 1.00 .1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru 
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Position(ft) 

,,, 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
Detec:to.r 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 0,0 0,() 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94 
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 , 6 6 

,, 

6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 2 Channel 
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Turn Type ·Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
·switch· Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
JS Page 1 



East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

y..· -+ ~ . r +:- ~ ~ 
fl1ine Group 

,. 
' EB'f· EBR 

Minimum Split (s) 40.5 40:5 40.5 40.5 25.5 
Total Split (s) 60.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 25.5 
raia1 spiit(o/ol : 70.2% 70.2% 70.2% 70.2% 2§:8% 
r.i1!3~imurr1 Gree~(s) 
yellow Time (s) 
All-Red Time (s) 
.Lost Time Adjus({s) 
TC>t91 Lo~t Time (s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Y8-hicle ~xiension (s) 
Recall Mode 
\jyalk Tirn,e (s)_ 
Flash Dant Walk (s) 
:Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 
~ct EffctGreen (s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio · 
v/c Ratio 
:control Delay 
Queue Delay 
Total qelay 
LOS 
Approach Delay 
Approach LOS 
C)ueue Length 50th {ft) 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Internal Unk Dist (ft) 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
Base Capacity (vph) 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
,Spillback Cap Reductn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced v/c Ratio . 

/\rea Jyp1,: .•. 
Cycle Length: 85.5 
Actu~ted Cycle Length: 66 
Natural Cycle: 70_ 

54.5 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
None ...... 5:0 
15.0 
"6' 

f:ontrol Type: Semi Act-Uncoord 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.57 
.Intersection Signal Delay: 13.2 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.4% 
(l.nalysis Period (min) 15 . 

54.5 54.5 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 ·3.0 
None None 

5.0 5.0 
15.0 15.0 

0 0 
35.0 
0.53 
0.57 
13.3 
0.0 

13.3 
B 

13.3 
B 

140 
227 
513 

1533 
0 
0 
0 

0.37 

54.5 
3.5 
2.0 

.... , 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
35.0 
0.53 
0.43 
10.9 
0.0 

10.9 
B 

10.9 
B 

88 
148 
276 

1471 
0 
0 
0 

0.27 

Intersection LOS: B · 
ICU Level of Service B 

1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

20.0 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

t J-

25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20.0 

... ·•·· ~· 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.41 
16.1 
0.0 

16.1 
B 

16.1 
B 

52 
106 
504 

551 
0 
0 
0 

0.41 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

',. +. <ti' 

.SBR 
25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 29.8% 
20.0 20.0 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 
0 0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.12 
15.7 
0.0 

15.7 
B 

15.7 
B 

16 
41 

202 

536 
0 
0 
0 

0.12 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ ~ . r 

Lane Configurations 
1\affic Volume(vph) 595 28 33 
F.ut~~e\folume (yph) 595 28 33 
Ideal Flow. (vphpl) 1900 .. 1900 1900 
Lane Ulil. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.994 
Flt Protected 
SatcCFlow (prnt) ···• 1852 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
,Satd:, Flow (perm) 1852 0 0 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
hlnk Distance (ft) · 356 
Trayel Time (s) 8.1 
,Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
'shared Lane Traffic (o/c,) 

661 31 37 

.Lane Group FICJw(vph) 692 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Right Left 
Median Width(ft) 0 ..... , ............... 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
,Crosswalk Width(ft) . _ 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
,Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 
~ign Cgntrol Free 

:intersection .Sumnfa1 •"' : 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capadty UtiHzation 56.9% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

.,._ "\. ~ 
... war,· •NB.t .· 

<-t ¥ 
293 24 96 
293 24 96 

1900 1900 J900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.892 
0.995 0.990 
1853 1645 0 
0.995 0.990 
1853 1645 0 

30 30 
261 240 
5.9 5.5 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
326 27 107 

363 134 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 12 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

ICU Lev~I of Service B 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

,>!',,, '· 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ ---.. -(!" 

·Ea:(~ · EBR ' WBt. 
Lane Configurations 1+ 
Traffic volume iveh-tii) 595 28 33 
~uture\fol~me(Y!:h/h)_ 595 28 33 
Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
~~urly ~gv.i rate (vp~L 661 31 37 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) __ 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percen.t Blockag~ _ .. 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Mediantype .. None 
_Median storage veh) 
Upstr~am signal (~) 356 
pX, platoon unb_locked 0.79 
vC, conflicting volume 692 
yC 1, stage 1 con.f vol 
vC2, stage 2 c.onf vol 
vCu, un_~l_ocked vo_l 471 
tC, single (s) 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) • 
tF (s) 2.2 
p0 queue free 0/o __ 96 
cM capacity (veh/h) 857 

Direction, Lane # 
Volume Total 692 134 
Volume Left 0 27 
Volume Right 31 107 
cSH 1700 382 
Volume to Capacity 0.41 0.35 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 39 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 19.4 
Lane LOS C 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 19.4 
Approach LOS . C 

fntersection Summa!}'. · •'r, 

f.verage Delay . .2.6 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.9% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+-

WBt 
4' 

293 
293 

Free 
0% 

0.90 
326 

None 

"\-. ~ 

- NB!.'. :NBR ' 
¥ 
24 96 
24 96 

.. - . .. 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
27 107 

0.79 0.79 
1076 676 

961 451 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
87 78 

214 478 

ICU Level of Service B 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

~ y 1 

Synch ro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

.,>.· • 

Lane Configurations 
Traffic \/olume (vph) . 66 654 
Future \/olume_(vph) 66 654 
I.deal_ Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 
Frt 
Flt Protected 0.995 
Said. fiow {prof) ... 0 1853 
Flt Permitted 0.995 
Said. Flow (perm) 0 1853 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
UnkDistance (ft) 261 
Travel Time (s) .. 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) 73 727 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane (;roup Flow(vph) 0 800 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No 
Lane .l\lignment Left Left 
Median Wi~lh{ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headwc:1y Factor 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
Sign Conirol Free 

)ntersectlon Summa~ . 
Area Type: 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utili:zation 69.3% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- '-

297 30 
297 30 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

·~·· 
0.988 

1840 0 

' 1840 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
330 33 

363 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

\. ,.;· 

39 27 
39 27 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.945 
0.971 
1709 0 
0.971 
1709 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
43 30 

73 0 
No No 

Left Rigbl 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

ICU Level of Service C 

,, 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

j 

1 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

_,;.·. 
--+ 

Lei~~ C:onfigurations 
Traffic.Volume (veh/h) 66 

.F~t~r~\f~luni~j~~h/h) 66 
Sign Control_ .. Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
~o~rly fl?."." rate (vph) . 73 727 
Pedestrians 
Lan~ 1/vidth @ .... . 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blo~kage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type None 
:Median storag~ veh) 
Upstr~am signal (ft) 617 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC:,conflicting volume 363 
vC1 , stage 1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 c~nf vol 
yCu, unblocked vol 363 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, 2stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queu~ fr~e % 94 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1196 

Direction, lane # ,-".;r· EB 1· ·WB 1·· · 
Volume Total 800 363 
Volume Left 73 0 
Vo_lume Right 0 33 
cSH 1196 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.06 0.21 
Qu_~ue Length 95th (ft) 5 0 
Contml Delay (s) 1.5 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Appmach Delay (s) 1.5 0.0 
Approach LO_S 

lriterse'clion Sumrna~ .. 
Average Delay : . 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) · 

JS 

+- :'-

297 30 
297 30 
Free 

0% 
0.90 0.90 
330 33 

None 

· SB 1 · 
73 
43 
30 

239 
0.31 

3'1 
26.5 
. D 

26.5 
D 

2.6 
69.3% 

15 

\. ~ 

39 27 
39 27 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
43 30 

0.79 
1220 346 

1147 346 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
74 96 

164 697 

ICU Level of Service C 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

.1 
i 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

y. -+ ~ . .f ~ .·,\__ ~ 
Lane Groue . WBT 
L.anl:l Configurations 4+ 
Jraffic Volume (vph) 3 0 5 0 1 2 2 
F.~turE! \/olume (vph) 3 0 5 0 1 2 2 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1i:iOo 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Ulil. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 0.910 

···~···· 

0:§10 
Flt Protected 0.984 
~aid. Flow (prot) 0 1668 0 0 1695 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.984 
Said:. FloVII (perm) 0 1668 0 0 1695 0 0 
.Li.n.k Spee!d (mph) 30 30 
Unk Distance (ft) 349 1290 
JrayelTime (sL 7.9 29.3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj : F.low (vph) 3 0 6 0 1 2 2 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group FloVII (vph) 0 9 0 0 3 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left 
:Median Width(~) 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 
Crosswalk Wigth(ft) 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 
Sign Control 

Jntersectlon sunima~ 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
.Intersection Capacity Vtilization 16.8% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

t r· . 

106 3 
106 3 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.997 
0.999 
1855 0 
0.999 
1855 0 

30 
681 
15.5 
0.90 0.90 
118 3 

123 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\.. :i ~ 

. SBl:> / ss"F 
4+ 

1 45 8; 
1 45 8 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.980 
0.999 

0 1824 0 
0.999 

0 1824 0 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
1 50 9 

0 60 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free .. 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

;)- --+ 't. 
Movement •. • · , ·, , ' EBT EBR 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 3 0 5 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 3 0 5 
Sign confro1 · ........ Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak HourFactor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
~ourly flow rate (vph) 3 0 6 

,. 

Pedestrians 
Lane \Alidt~ (ft) .... 
yValking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage .. 
,Right turn flare (veh) 
rvled.ian type ....... 
,Median s~orage ve~) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 182 182 54 
vC1 , stage .1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 cont vol 
ycu, uriblockedvoi ..... 182 182 54 
tC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tg, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3,5 4,0 3.3 
pO queue free % . 100 100 99 
cM capacity (veh/h) 775 711 1012 

Direction, Lc1ne #
0 

EB.1 W81 · NB 1 
Volume Total 9 3 123 
Volume Left 3 0 2 
Volume. Right 6 2 3 
cSH 919 843 1545 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.00 0.00 
Queu~ L~ngtll 9§th (ft) ... 1 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.0 9.3 0.1 
Lane LOS A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.0 9.3 0.1 
Approach L.os A A 

Jnters.ecijqn Summa~ , , 
Average Delay 0.7 
Intersection Capacity Uti lization 16.8% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

.'f ,.._;;... ."'-- "\ 
WBL 

0 1 2 2 
0 1 2 2 

. Stop 
0% 

0,90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 1 2 2 

186 184 120 59 

186 184 120 59 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 100 
769 708 932 1545 

60 
1 
9 

1467 
0.00 

0 
0.1 

A 
0.1 

ICU Level of Service 

t I" 

106 3 
106 3 

. Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
118 3 

None 

681 

A 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. f .; 

8 
8 ,. 

Free · 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
1 50 9 

None 

121 

121 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1467 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

;> --+ , ~ 'f """-- ··"'- ~ 

Lane Configurations 
fraffic Voiume (vph) .. 

..... ,,,,,, if 
0 1 0 0 0 

Future Volume (vph) 0 1 0 0 0 0 
ideal Flow (vphpl) . 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 ., . . .. 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 
Flt Protected 
,Said. Flow (pro!) 0 1611 0 0 1863 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
Said. Flow (penn) 0 1611 0 0 1863 0 0 
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 
,Link Distance (ft) 1290 578 
Travel Time (s) 29.3 13.1 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 . 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. f.low(vph) .. 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Sh_ared Lane Traffic(%) 
La~e Group Flo'N (vph) ..... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No 
L9ne Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left 
Median Width(ft) 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
.~eadway Factor .. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 
Sign Contml 

Intersection Summa!}'.·. · . 
Area Jype: . 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
lnters~ction Capa~ity Utilization 15.1 ¾ ... ICU Level of Service A , 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

t ~ -

' NBT,, 1-IBR· 
4+ 
96 0 
96 0 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

1863 0 

1863 0 
30 

657 
14.9 
0.90 0.90 
107 0 

107 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

Existing PM .syn 
03/04/2019 

'-. ! ~ 

0 65 1: 
0 65 1 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.998 

0 1859 6 

0 1859 0 
30 

179 
4.1 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 72 1 

0 73 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
Page 9 



East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

_,I: . -+ 't· 
. oveniehf ·' .EBT E BR 

L.a~e C~nfig~rations ~ 
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 0 0 
F~turEl yolumEl (\Jeh/h) 0 0 
Sign Control Stop . 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor, 0.90 0.9b 0.90 
Ho~rlY.~~w rate (vph) 0 0 1 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Vvalking Speed(ft/s) 
Percent Bloc~age 
,Right li.Jrn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal. (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 180 180 72 
yC{stage 1 cont vol 
vC2, ~tage 2 cont vol 
:-,,Cu, unblocked vol 180 180 72 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 queue fr~e % 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 782 714 990 

EB 1 
1 0 107 

Volume Left 0 0 0 
Volume Right 1 0 0 
cSH .. 990 1700 1527 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Queu~Jength 95th (ft) 0 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 8.6 o.o 0.0 
Lane LOS A A 
Approach Delay (s) 8.6 0.0 0.0 
Approaph LO_S A A 

15.1% 
15 

JS 

.r .,..::... ·4.___ 

"" 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 0 

180 180 107 73 

180 180 107 73 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 100 
780 714 947 1527 

73 
0 
1 

1484 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t ~ 

0 
0 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
107 0 

None 

A 

Existing PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. ! ./ 

0 65 , 1 
0 65 1 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90' 
0 72 1 

None 

107 

107 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1484 

a.«r<'l 

' ' 

Synch ro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments BACK AM.syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

y. • ""t· r ~ '- ~ t ~ ~ ! ~ 

l aoeGroue·· . , . ·EBR ·wsL_,. WBT ;/ WBR ' j ~Bl., . NBr $BT , SBR 
Lane Configurations ~ ~ 4+: 
Traffic Volume.(vph) ·12 205 15 67 610 29 7 46 25 11 48 5 
.futu,r~y()lun:i~ (vph) 12 205 15 67 610 29 7 46 25 11 48 5 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 . · 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 ... 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

-···· ··•-•s, 

Fri 0.991 0.994 0.957 0.989 
Flt Protected 0.997 0.995 0.995 0.992 
Said: Flow (pro!) 0 1840 0 0 1842 0 0 1774 0 0 1828 0 
Flt Permitted 0.959 0.944 0.978 0.955 
Satd .. Fl()W (perm) 0 1770 0 0 1748 0 0 1743 0 0 1759 0 
Right Jurn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes 
_Satd:. Flow (RTOR) 8 5 26 5 
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30 30 
Link 'bistance (ft) 593 356 584 282 
Travel Time (s) . 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. ~l()\N (vp~) 13 228 17 74 678 32 8 51 28 12 53 6 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flo\N (vph) 0 258 0 0 784 0 0 87 0 0 71 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right 
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Crosswalk. Width(ft) 16 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru 
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
Detector 1 Extend ( s) 0.0 0.0 6.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94 

., 

Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 2 Channel 
Det.ector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Jurn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

;>· • 

DmeGroup ,E_BL E:BT 
Mi~imum Split (s) 40.5 40.5 

60.0 60.0 fotal ~plit (s) .. 
Total Split(%) 70.2% . 70.2% 

Maximum Green (s) . 54.5 
YeUowTime (s) . 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 2.0 
Lost Tim~ Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time{s) 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 
Recall Mode None 
WaikTime (s) 5.0 
Flash Don! Walk (s) 15.0 
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 
Act EffctGreen ( s) 
Actuated g/C Ratio 
v/c Ratio 
Control Delay 
Queue Delay 
Total Delay 
LOS 
Approach Delay 
Approach LOS 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Jntemal_Link Dist(ft) 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
,Base C::apacity (vph) . 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
Spill~c:J_ck Cap Reductn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced v/c Ratio 

Ar_ea Type: Other 
Cycle Length: 85.5 
Actuated Cycle Length: 71.5 
Natural Cycle: 70 
Contml Type: Semi Act-Uncoord 
Maximum v/c Ratio : 0.80 
Intersection Signal Delay: 16.9 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 83.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

54.5 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
40.2 
0.56 
0.26 
8.2 
0.0 
8.2 

A 
8.2 

A 
51 
83 

513 

1365 
0 
0 
0 

0.19 

. ~ 

EBR . WBL WE)T WBR . ·: NB!. 

40.5 
60.0 

70.2% 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 

40.5 25.5 
60.0 25.5 

70.2% 29.8% 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
40.2 
0.56 
0.80 
19.2 
0.0 

19.2 
B 

19.2 
B 

245 
380 
276 

1347 
0 
0 
0 

0.58 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service E 

20.0 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

Splits and Phases: 1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

t 
· NBT "" NBR· 
25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20.0 
3.5 . 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.2 
0.28 
0.17 
17.6 
0.0 

17.6 
B 

17.6 
B 

18 
64 

504 

511 
0 
0 
0 

0.17 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

_." SBT1 - .SBR 
25.5 25.5 
25.5 25.5 

29.8% 29.8% 
20.0 20.0 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 
0 0 

20.2 
0.28 
0.14 
21.4 
0.0 

21.4 
C 

21.4 
C 

19 
63 

202 

500 
0 
0 
0 

0.14 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ "')-· -('" +- \ . I" 
Eane Graue . WBL · , WBT ··· 
Lane Configurations 4' 
Traffic Volume (vph) 190 16 51 659 19 23 
Future\j9lume (vph) 190 16 51 659 19 23 
Ideal. Flow (vphpl) · 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.989 0.925 
Flt Protected 0.996 0.978 
Said. Flow (prot) 1842 0 0 1855 1685 0 
Flt Permitted 0.996 0.978 
Said. Flow (perm) 1842 0 0 1855 1685 0 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 30 30 
Link Distance (ft) 356 261 240 
.Travel Time (s) . 8.1 5.9 5.5 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) .. 211 18 57 732 21 26 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 229 0 0 789 47 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No 
Lane Alignmen.t Left Righ.t Left Left Left Right 
~edian Width{ft) 0 0 12 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 
Crosswalk Width{ft) 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
H~adway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 15 9 
Sign Control Free Free Stop 

lntersec;tion Sumrna~ 
Area TypEl: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 61 .8% ICU Level of Service B 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ --.... . -('" 

Moveme'nt EBJ · .EBR 
Lane Configurations ·r+ 
Traffic Volum_e (vehih) 190 16 51 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 190 16 51 
sign Control · · · · · ·· Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 211 18 57 
Pedestrians 
LaneWidth (ft) .. 
,Walking _Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
,Right tum flare (veh) 
Median type None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 356 
pX, platoon unbiocked 0.97 
vC, conflicting volume 229 
vC1., stage 1 con( vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf yol 
yCu, unblocked yol 191 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
tg,_2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queue free % 96 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1343 

229 789 47 
Volume Left 0 57 21 
Volume Right 18 0 26 
cSH 1700 1343 388 
Vol_ume to Capacity 0.13 0.04 0.12 
Queue Length 95th (ft) · · 0 3 10 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 15.6 
LanelOS A C 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 15.6 
Approach LOS C 

)ntefsection Summar)'. 
(\verage D~lay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 61.8% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

.,._;.. 

659 
659 

Free 
0% 

0.90 
732 

None 

~ . ~ 

19 23 
19 23 

stop 
0% 

o:§o 0.90 
21 26 

0.97 0.97 
1066 220 

1053 182 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
91 97 

233 836 

ICU Level of Service B 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

;_;.·. • 

b ne:Groue . 
Lane Configurations 
TrafficVol~rr.ie (vph) . 28 1·a3 
f.~lure .Volume.(~p~) 28 188 
_Ideal Flow. (vphpl) . 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 
'Frt 

.. ~ ... 

Flt Protected 0.994 
:satct. Fiow (prot) 0 1852 
Flt Permitted 0.994 
Said. Flow (perm) 0 1852 
Link Speed (111ph) 30 
Unk Distance (ft) 261 
Travel_Time (s) ...... 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj . Flow (~ph) 31 209 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 240 
Enter Biocked Intersection No No 
Lane Jl.lignment Left Left 
MediaQ Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
·sign Control Free 

JS 

+--:- . . ...___ 

662 54 
662 54 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.990 

1844 0 

1844 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
736 60 

796 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

\. ,ct1 

$BR .. 

24 54 
24 54 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.907 
0.985 
1664 0 
0.985 
1664 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
27 60 

87 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 
9 

ICU Level of Service A 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

.,,., 
--+ 

Move'inent · · ,."' · · EBL . ~, EBT • 
Lane Configurations 4' 
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 

... 

28 188 
. . . . . . 

Future Volun,e (Veh/h) 28 188 
Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 31 209 
Pedestrians ...... . •-····~ .... 

Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
_Median type . None 
Median storageveh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 617 
pX, platoon unblocked 
yC, conflicting volume 796 
vC::_1_, stage 1 conf vol 
yC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 796 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 
'p0 qu~i.J~ free 01,o 

cM capacity (veh/h) 

blrect1on,.l~ne #' 
Volume Total 240 796 
Volume Left 31 0 
Volume Right 0 60 
cSH 826 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.04 0.47 
pu~ue Length 95th (ft) 3 0 
Centro[ Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
:Approach LOS 

'.Intersection Summa!Y 
Average Delay __ 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

JS 

.,._ -\.. 

662 54 
662 54 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
736 60 

None 

87 
27 
60 

337 
0.26 

25 
19.4 

C 
19.4 

C 

1.8 
49.4% 

15 

\. ,cl 

24 54 
24 54 

Stop . 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
27 60 

1037 766 

1037 766 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
89 85 

247 403 

ICU Level of Service A 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

1 
,I '~ 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

--" ---+ . ~ r 
faneGroue•s .. ''." .. "'• , '!:Eil' -, .EBT · EBR - . WBt;. 
Lane Configuratio~s 4+ 
TrafficVolume(vph) 2 1 2 1 
Future Volume (vph) 2 1 2 1 
Ideal _Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 0.946 
Flt Protected 0.980 
Said. Flow (prot) 0 1727 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.980 
Said. Flow (perm) 0 1727 0 0 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 
Link Distance (ft) 349 
Travel Time (s) 7.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Floyv (vph) ..... 2 1 2 1 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Gr~up F_loliV (vph) 0 5 0 0 
,Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lan~ Alignment . Left Left Right Left 
. Medi9n Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crossv.ialk Widt~(ft) . 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway _F?ctor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control 

fotersection Summa~ 

Area TYP_~: . . Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
lntersec_tion Capacity Utilization 15.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

.,.::... ''- "\ t 
WBT · WBR NB L . NB 

4+ 4+ 
2 1 1 82 
2 1 1 82 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.966 0.997 
0.988 0.999 
1778 0 0 1855 
0.988 0.999 
1778 0 0 1855 

30 30 
1290 681 
29.3 15.5 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

2 1 1 91 

4 0 0 94 
No No No No 

Left ... Right Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 . 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

I' 
NBR 

2 
2 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
2 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

:-~- '4f'' . . 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. :+ ~ 

0 60 5 
0 60 5 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.989 

0 , 1842 0 

0 1842 0 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 67 6 

0 73 0 
No No No 

Left Left . Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 
, . ff-1 

. i 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

_): -+- "'t.· 
Movement .. fsl'.·· EBf · EBR 
Lane Co~figurations 4+ 
Traffic Volu_me (veh/h) 2 1 2 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 2 1 2 .. 

stop Sign Control 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly~ow r~te (vph) 2 1 2 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width {ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
.Right tum flare (veh) 
Median type 
:Meqia~ storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 166 165 70 
yc1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
yCu, unblockedvol 166 165 70 
tC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) ..... .. 

IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 que~e f~Ele % 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 795 727 993 

4 94 
Volume Left 1 1 
Volume Right 1 2 
~SH 792 1527 
Volume to Capacity . 0.01 0.00 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 
Control Delay_ (s) 9.6 0.1 
Lane LOS A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.6 0.1 
Approach LOS A 

)ntersecfion Sum.ma~ 7"'. 
Average Delay 0.5 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 15.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

:f ~ '- "'\ 
· WBL . WBT - WBR : -NBL· 

4+ 
2 1 
2 1 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
1 2 1 1 

166 167 92 73 

166 167 92 73 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 100 
795 725 965 1527 

73 
0 
6 

1501 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t ;+'· 

,NB'r NBR · 

4+ 
82 2 
82 2 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
91 2 

None 

681 

A 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

~ ! .; 

0 5 
0 5 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 67 6 

None 

93 

93 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1501 

= ;:i 

' 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

j --+- l' " EBT EB~ WBt:. 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Traffic Volume (vph) 1 0 0 0 
Futu~e v'_olume (vph) 1 0 0 0 
_Ideal Flow. (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 
Flt Protected 0.950 
:satci. Flow .(prot) 0 1770 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.950 
_Said .. Flow (perm) 0 1770 0 0 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
Unk Distance (ft) 1290 
Travel Time (s) 29.3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flo~ (vph) . 1 0 0 0 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
LaneGroup Flow (vph) 0 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
.M~ciian Width(ft) 

... 

0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
,Crosswalk Wi,dth(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control Stop 

fr,tersection Summa~ •· 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
.Intersection Capacity Urnization 15.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

~ "- ~ t 
- WBT WBR NBL b• NBl 

4+ 4+ 
0 0 1 83 
0 0 1 83 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.999 
1863 0 0 1861 

0.999 
1863 0 0 1861 

30 30 
578 657 
13.1 14.9 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

0 0 1 92 

0 0 0 93 
No No No No 

Left ~ight Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
··-· 

9 15 
Free 

ICU Level of Service A . 

BACK AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

~ \,. ! ~ 

, NBR, ··., $BL SBT · SSR 

0 
0 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
0 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

4+ 
0 76 1 
0 76 1 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.998 

0 1859 0 

0 1859 0 
30 

179 
4.1 

b.90 0.90 0.90 
0 84 1 

0 85 0 
No No Nd 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.oo' 
15 9 

Free 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

.,>· ---+ "· 
Lane Configurations 
TrafficVolun:i.e (veh/h) 1 0 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 1 0 
Sign Control . ... . ..... Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 1 0 0 
Pedestrians . . . . 

Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ftisf 
Percent Blockage 
Right ttirn flare (veh) 
~e~ian type 
Median storage veh) 
-~pstream signal@ 
pX, plat9on unblocked 
vC, con~icting vol~me 178 178 84 
vC 1, stage 1 cont vol . 
vC2, ~tage 2 confvol 
vCu, unblocked vol 178 178 84 
. .... . 

IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 
pO queue free % 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 783 715 

Pirection, la'ne #, " /' ~;, '. · .EB 1 · WB1 
Volume Total 1 0 93 
Volume Left 1 0 1 
Volume Right 0 0 0 
cSH 783 1700 1512 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Qu~ue Length95,th (ft) 0 'o 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.6 0.0 0.1 
Lane LOS ... A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.6 0.0 0.1 
Appmach . LO~ .. A A 

!ntersection Summari' · 
Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 15.2% 
Analysis Period_ (min) 15 

JS 

f +- '-\._ ~ 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 · 0:90 ···· 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 1 

178 179 92 85 

178 179 92 85 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 
714 965 1512 

85 
0 
1 

1503 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t ~-

0 
0 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
92 0 

None 

A 

BACK AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

~ ! .,, 

0 76 1 
0 76 1 

Free 
0% 

·0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 84 1 

None 

92 

92 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1503 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments BACK PM.syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

_;>. -+ ,¥'" ,..::... .'-\._ 
~ t ,,._ \. f ~ ""t· ' 

~ane.Groue , '."""., ' · ;' . ' EBL . 'E°s'V-' ·· EBR . :\NB!.: WBT $Bl·-~ ,,:.· SBR 

Lane Configurations 4+ 4+ 
Jraffic Volume (vph) 529 339 19 

._,. 

1,09 8 45 8 5 6 19 28 
. -. .. .. 

Future Volume (vph) . 5 529 6 19 339 28 19 109 8 45 8 
Idea.I Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 

··v·· · 

o:998 · 0.990 0.982 
Flt Protected 0.998 0.993 
$aid. Flow (prot) . 0 1859 0 0 1840 0 0 0 0 1816 0 
Flt Permitted 0.996 0.963 0.952 
_Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1852 0 0 '1776 0 0 0 0 1741 0 
Right T~m on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes 
,Satd. Flow (RTOR) . 1 9 57 8 
Link S~eed (mph) 30 30 30 30 
Unk Distance (ft) . 593 356 584 282 
Travel Time (s) ..... 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) ... 6 588 7 21 377 31 21 96 121 9 50 9 . ' 

Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
L~ne Group Flow (vph) 0 601 0 0 429 0 0 238 0 0 68 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No 

• • A,·••• 

Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right 
Median Width(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) . 16 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
,Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
·Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru 
LeadingDete~tor (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
Detector 1 Type . Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex _Cl+Ex . Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
petector 1 Extend (~) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) o.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94 
D~tector 2 Size{ft) . 6 6 6 6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 2 Channel 
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Turn Type · Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

;> 

ane Gtou·e 
Minimum Split (s) 40.5 
Total Split (s) 60.0 
!otal Split(%) ·····••··• . 70.2% 
Maximum Green (s) 54.5 
yeuow f ime (sl · ·· 3.5 
All-Red Time (s) 2.0 
Lost Tim~Adjust (s) 
Total Lost Time (s) 
Lead/L.ag · ·· ·· 

Lead-Lag Optimize? 
yehide Extension· (sf· 3.0 
Recall Mode None 
Walk Time_ (s) 5.0 
Flash Dant Walk (s) 15.0 
Pedestrian Calis (#/hr) 0 
Act Effc.t~reen (s) 
Actuat~d g/C Ratio 
vie Ratio 
'control belay 
Queue Delay 
Jotal Delay 
LOS 
f\pproac.h Delay ___ 
Approach LOS 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Internal Link Di~t (ft) 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 
Base Capacity (vph) 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
Spillback Cap Reduc.tn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced vie Ratio 

Intersection Signal Delay: 13.8 
lnte_rsection Capacity Utilization 57.8% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

-+ 
liB,t· 
40.5 
60.0 

70.2% 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
35.0 
0.53 
0.61 
14.1 
0.0 

14.1 
B 

14.1 
B 

154 
250 
513 

1529 
0 
0 
0 

0.39 

~ .(' 

'EBR 
40.5 
60.0 

ici:2¾ 
54.5 

3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 

+- .·-\_ "\ 
WBR . NBL 

40.5 25.5 
60.0 25.5 

~0.2°(o 29.8% 
54.5 20.0 
3.5 ··• 3:s···· · 
2.0 2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
None Max 

5.0 5.0 
15.0 15.0 

0 0 
35.0 
0.53 
0.45 
11.3 
0.0 

11 .3 
B 

11 .3 
B 

96 
160 
276 

1468 
0 
0 
0 

0.29 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service B 

Splits and Phases: 1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

-t -~ 

NBT ✓, NBR' 
25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20.0 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.43 
16.7 
0.0 

16.7 
B 

16.7 
B 

56 
114 
504 

551 
0 
0 
0 

0.43 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. l .; 

25.5 25.5 
25.5 25.5 

· 29.8% 29.8% 
20.0 20.0 

3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 
0 0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.13 
15.9 
0.0 

15.9 
B 

15.9 
B 

17 
43 

202 

.533 
0 
0 
0 

0.13 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

"').. ·.-f +--+ 

·wBL ·'' WBT 
Lane Cc,n_figurations 4' 
Traffic VolumEl {vph} 29 35 311 
Future \t'olun1e(vph) 29 35 311 
:Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1_90Q 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Fri 
Flt Protected 0.995 
·satd'. Flow (prot) 1852 0 0 1853 
Flt Permitted 0.995 
Satd. Flow (perm) 1852 0 0 1853 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 30 
Link Distance (ft) 356 261 
JravelJime (s) 8.1 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
'shared Lane Traffic(%) 

702 32 39 346 

~~ne Gr,oup Flow (vph) 734 0 0 385 
·-·· 

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
LaneAlignme0t Left Right Left Left 
Median \fJidth(ft) 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 
Crosswalk '-'.Yidth(ft) 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
.Head_w.ay Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 
Sign c.9nt.rol Free Free 

intersection Summa~ . " 
'Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 59.9% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

~ ~ 
, . NBL -. NBR i 

¥ 
26 101 
26 101 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.893 
0.990 
1647 0 
0.990 
1647 0 

30 
240 
5.5 

0.90 0.90 
29 112 

141 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Stop 

ICU Level of Service B 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

_. "'t £-
Movement " EBT, EBR . WBL 
Lane<:;onfigurati()n~ .. ·t+ 
Jraff!c Volume (veh/h)_ 632 29 35 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 632 29 35 
Sign Cor;tr~i . .. Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0,90 0.90 . . 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 702 32 39 
Pedestrians .... . . 

Lane Width (ft) 
Walking.Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
:Right turiiflare (veh) 
fi.1edian type .. None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstrecim signal (ft) ... 356 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.76 
ye, conflicting vglume 734 
vC 1_, stage 1 cont vol 
v~2, stag~ 2 co.r.i.t vol _. 
yCu, unblocked vol 497 
tC, single (s) 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 
po queue free % 95 
cM capacity (veh/h) 815 

Volume Total 734 385 141 .. 
Volume Left 0 39 29 
Volume Right 32 0 112 
cSH 1700 815 349 
Volume to Capacity 0.43 0.05 0.40 
Queue Lingt~ 95th (ft) 0 4 47 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 1.5 22.1 
Lane LOS A C 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.5 22.1 
Approach _LOS_ C 

)ntersection Summa~ 
Average_ Delcly 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 59.9% 
Analysis Period (min) .. 15 

JS 

+- '\- !'· 
,.WBT; , , NBL NBR . ·· · 

4' ¥ 
311 26 101 
311 26 101 

Free Stop 
0% 0% 

0,90 0.90 0.90 
346 29 112 

None 

0.76 0.76 
1142 718 

1031 476 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
85 75 

188 450 

ICU Level of Service B 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

;> --+ 

f;BT 
Lane Configurations 4: 
! raffle Volume (vph) 70 694 
Futur~ \/~lume (vph) 70 694 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 
'Frt 
Flt Protected 0.995 
Satd.Flow(prot) 0 1853 
Flt Permitted 0.995 
Satd. Flow. (perm) 0 1853 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
Unk Distance {ft) 261 
Trave.1 Time (s) 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj.Flow (vph) .. 78 771 

·-

Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lan~ Group flo'N {vph) . 0 849 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left 
Median yvidth(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor_ 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
Sig~ Control Free 

)nter§lection Summa~ 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized . 
ln.tersection Capacity U.tilization 73.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- ·"-._ 

wst WBR 
·t. 

315 32 
315 32 

1906 1900 
1.00 1.00 

-
0.987 

1839 0 

1839 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
350 36 

386 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

\. ~ 

SBL 
¥ 
42 28 
42 28 

1900 . 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.946 
0.971 
1711 0 

0.971 
1711 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
47 31 

78 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

ICU Level of Service C 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

;> -+ 
,. :,);"'J 

" Movement , ' 

Lane Configurations 
T raffjc Volu meT1ehih) 70 . 694 
Future Vol.u..rne (1/eh/h) 70 694 
Sign Cont~ol Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Hourly ~ow rat~ (yph) 78 771 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking §p~ed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
M..~d.ia~ type ... None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
p)(.' plaioon unblocked 

617 

vC, conflicting yolume 386 
vC 1, stage 1 corif vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
v~u. u~~locked vol 386 
tC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queu~ fr~e % 93 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1172 

birection;'Lane # .. EB ;1 . WEH 
Volume Total 849 386 
Volume Left 78 0 
Volume Right 0 36 
cSH 1172 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.07 0.23 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 5 0 
qontrol Delay (s) 1.7 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 1.7 0.0 
Approach LOS 

Intersection Sumril~~ :< ... 
Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
('.nalysis Period (min) 

JS 

..,._ 
.... -\._ '-. ,.;· 

. WBT ." WBR · "SBJ.: 
.f+ ¥ 

:315 32 42 28 
315 32 42 28 

Free Stop 
0% 0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
350 36 47 31 

None 

6.77 
1295 368 

1234 368 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
66 95 

140 677 

78 
47 
31 

205 
0.38 

42 
33.0 

D 
33.0 

D 

73.0% ICU Level of Service 
15 

C 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

;> --+ ~ . -( 

Lane Configurations 
;J'raffic:Volume (vph) 3 0 5 0 
Future Volume (vph) 3 0 5 0 
ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
\:rt 0.910 
Flt Protected 0.984 
satcCFlow (prot) 0 . 1668 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.984 
SatiFiow (perm) 0 1668 0 0 
UnkSpeed (mp~) 30 
Link Distance (ft) 349 
Travel Time (s) 7.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flo'A,1 (vph) 3 0 6 0 
,Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Gr()up Flo~ (vph) .. 0 9 0 0 
.Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
Me~i13n Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
C:rosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Hea~way Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control 

Intersection Summa!}'. 
Area Jype: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized . 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 17 .1 % 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+'- ·4.__ ~ t 
, WBR ,. NBL . NBJ: 

~ 
1 2 2 112 
1 2 2 112 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.910 0.997 
0.999 

1695 0 0 1855 
0.999 

1695 0 0 1855 
30 30 

1290 681 
29.3 15.5 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

1 2 2 124 

3 0 0 129 
No No No . No 

Left Right Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free · 

ICU Level of Service A 

~ . 

NBR 

3 
3 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
3 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. f .; 
. SBL 

1 48 8 
1 48 8 

1900 ·1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.981 
0.999 

0 1826 0 
0.999 

0 1826 0 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
1 53 9 

0 63 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

.,)- -+ . ~ 

Movement · 
Lan~9o_nfiguratio~s. 
;fraffic Volume (veh/h) 3 5 
fu.ture_yolume (Veh/h) 3 5 
Sign Control Stop 
Grade 0% 
'Peak HourFactor 0.90 0.90 0.90 . . •· 

Hourly ~ow rate (vph) 3 0 6 
Pedestrians 
Lane.\.'l{idth.(ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right iu, rn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
px: platoon unblocked 
,vc, con.flicting VCllurne 192 190 58 
vC1, stag~ 1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 cont vol 
vqu, unblocked vol 192 190 58 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 queue free % 100 100 99 
cM capacity (veh/h) 765 703 1009 

Direction; L:ane #. · .. .WBj : NB 1 
Volume Total 9 3 129 
Volume Left 3 0 2 
Volume Right 6 2 3 
cSH 912 836 1541 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.00 0.00 
Queue _Length 95th (ft) 1 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.0 9.3 0.1 
Lane LOS A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.0 9.3 0.1 
i\pproach LOS. A A 

)ntersection Summa~ , 
Average Delay . 0.7 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 17.1% 
Analysis Peri_od (min) 15 

JS 

,j'" ~ ."- ~ 
WBL Wsf 

4+ 
0 2 2 
0 2 2 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 o_g·o 0.90 0.90 
0 1 2 2 

195 194 126 62 

195 194 126 62 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 100 
759 700 925 1541 

SB 1 
63 
1 
9 

1459 
0.00 

0 
0.1 

A 
0.1 

ICU Level of Service 

t ~ 

3 
3 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
124 3 

None 

681 

A 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. !- ~ 

SBR 

48 8 
48 8 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 ••· 0.90 
1 53 9 

None 

127 

127 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1459 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

y. 
--+ . ""t -( 

·Es'f'·.· EBR WBL 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Traffic Volume (vph) 1 0 0 0 
Future Volume (vph) 1 0 0 0 
ldeai Flow (vphpl) . 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 
Flt Protected 0.950 
:Said. Flow (pro!) 0 1770 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.950 
Said. FIOVI/ (perm) 0 1770 0 0 
Unk Sp_eed(mph) 30 
,Link Distance (ft) 1290 
Tra~el Time (s) 29.3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
~dj._Flo~ (vph) .... 1 0 0 0 
,Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
~ane Group Flow (vph) 0 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
~ane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
,rvledian vVid\h(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
:Sign Contr~I. 

:u,tersection summa!l'. 
/:\rea Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
_Intersection Capadty Utilization 16.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

~ .·-\._ ~ t 
.WBT . ~WBR 

4+ 
0 0 1 102 
0 0 1 102 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

1863 0 0 1863 

1863 0 0 1863 
30 30 

578 657 
13.1 14.9 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

0 0 1 113 

0 0 0 114 
No No No No 

Left Right Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

11" 

0 
0 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
0 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\. ! ~ 

0 69 1 
0 69 1 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.998 

0 1859 0 

0 1859 0 
30 

179 
4.1 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 77 1 

0 78 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

• ' i 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

y.. -+ ~ . 

Movement " EBL · "'EB'f. ·EBR , 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Traffis 1/olume (veh/h) 0 0 
Future Volun,e (Veh/h) 0 0 
Sign t;:ontrol Stop , 
Grade 0% 
Peak'Hour Facior 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 1 0 0 
Pedestrians · · 
.Lane Width {ft) 
~alking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
:Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal {ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 
vcf stage 1 conf vol 

192 192 78 

vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
yCu,unblocked vol 192 192 78 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC,2stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pQ queue free 0/o . 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 767 702 983 

"'=, EB 1 
Volume Total 1 0 114 
Voiume Left 1 0 1 
Volume Right 0 0 0 
cSH 767 1700 1520 
Volume to Capacity 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Queue Length 9?1h (ft) 0 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.7 0.0 0.1 
Lane LOS A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.7 0.0 0.1 
Approach LOS A A 

intersection zySummar.y .. 
Average Delay 0.1 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 16.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

f +-- .'-
WB . .WBT '" WBR . 

4+ 
0 0 6 
0 0 0 

Stop .. 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 

192 193 113 

192 193 113 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 100 
767 702 940 

78 
0 
1 

1476 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

~ t ~ 
NB[ ,':7Tu:p ,;, 

4+ 
1 102 0 
1 102 0 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
1 113 0 

None 

78 

78 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1520 

A 

BACK PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

\,. + ~ 

0 69 · 
0 69 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 77 1 

None 

113 

113 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1476 
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East Genesee Apartments DEVELOPED AM.syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

.,)- -+ ~ -( ~ ·'"-. ~ t ~ \. i ~ 

. anl'Groue EBR WBL , WBT· .. : ... wsR NSR ,• , SBL "<' ss.i' ·. 
Lane Configurations 4+ 4+ 
Trattf~Vqlume-(vph) 22 205 15 67 -610 29 7 51 25 11 62 36, 
~u.ture v'CJlume (vph) 22 205 15 67 610 29 7 51 25 11 62 36 
Ideal FICJw (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

···••y• 

Frt 0.991 0,994 0.959 0.955 
Flt Protected 0.996 0.995 0.996 0.995 
'satd: Flow (prot) 0 1839 0 0 1842 0 0 17?9 0 0 1770 0 
Flt Permitted 0.915 0.942 0.976 0.972 
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1689 0 0 1744 0 0 1743 0 0 1729 0 
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes 

··•·---

Satd. Flow (RTOR) 8 5 24 27 
Link Sp~ecl (~Ph.) 30 30 30 30 
.Link Distance (ft) 593 356 584 282 
TravelTime (s) 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0,90 0.90 0,90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0,90 
Adj. Flo~ (vph) 24 228 17 74 678 32 8 57 28 12 69 40 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 269 0 0 784 0 0 93 0 0 121 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No . No No No No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right 
,Media~ Width(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 0 0 0 
Crosswalk Width.(ft) 16 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
~eadway Factor . 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru 
Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
[)etectCJr 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 2 Position(ft) 94 94 94 94 
Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 2 Channel 
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Turn Type Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
.Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Switch Phase 
Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

_;}- --+ "t r +--- ."'- "'\ 
EanE! : rou~' WBR , NBt. 
Minimum Split (s) 40.5 40.5 25.5 
T.ot~I. ~plitJ,) .... 60.0 60.0 25.5 
Total Split(%) 70.2% 70.2% 70.2% 70.2% 29.8% 
Maximym Green, (s) 54,5 54.5 54,5 54,5 20,0 
Yellow Time (s) . 3.5 3.5 15, 3.5 3.5 
A,11-R~d.Jim~ (s) ..... 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
Lost Time Adjyst (s) 0.0 0.0 
T.~tal Lost Time (s) .. 5.5 5.5 
Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Vehicle.Extension(s) ··· 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 
Recall Mode None None None None Max 
.Walk Tir,ne (s) 5.0 5.0 .5.0 5.0 5.0 
F.lash Dont '11\lalk (s) 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 
Ped~st.rian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 
Act Effct Green (s) 40.2 40.2 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.56 0.56 
v/c Ratio 0.28 0.80 
Control Delay 8.4 19.3 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 8.4 19.3 
LOS A B 
,Approach Delay 8.4 19.3 
Approach LOS A B 
QueyeLength 59th (ft) 54 246 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 89 382 
lnt~mal Link Dist (ft) 513 276 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
Base.Capacity (vph) 1302 1344 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 
Spjllback Cap Reductn 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 
Reduced v/c Raiio 

.. 

0.21 0.58 

,lntersecfion·~umma6-'. ' "1'.,~,. 
Area Type: Other 
Cycle Length: 85.5 
Actuated Cycle Length: 71 .5 
Natural Cycle: 70 
Conirol Type: Semi Act-Uncoord 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.80 
Intersection Signal Delay: 16.9 Intersection LOS: B 
Intersection Capadty Utilization 75.9% ICU Level of Service D 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

t 
NBT 
25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20,0 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.2 
0.28 
0.18 
18.3 
0.0 

18.3 
B 

18.3 
B 

20 
69 

504 

509 
0 
0 
0 

0.18 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

I."' 
NBR 

'. + ..;' 

·SBL SBT ,~- SBR 
25.5 25.5 
25.5 25.5 

29.8% . 29,8% 
20,0 20.0 
3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 .. ·o 
0 

20.2 
0.28 
0.24 
18.9 
0.0 

18.9 
B 

18.9 
B 

28 
87 

202 

508 
0 
0 
0 

0.24 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

• "'). .¥" 
Lane Graue· · WBL ' 
Lane Configuratiqns 
Traffic Volume (vph) 190 16 51 
Fut~re Volume (vph) 190 16 51 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 ····1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 frt .... , 

0.989 
Flt Protected 
Said. Flow (pro!) · 1842 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
Said. Flow (perm) 1842 0 0 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
Link Distance (ft) · 356 
Travel Time(s) 8.1 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 "ii:90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) 211 18 57 
Shared Lane Traff1c (%) 
Lane Grq~p Flow (vph) 229 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Right Left .. 
MedianWidth(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
.crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factgr 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 
Sign Control Free 

)ntersection Summa~ · · 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersect.ion Capacity Utilization 61 .8% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

-+- "\ . I" 
WBT .. NBR .. 

4' 
659 19 23 
659 19 23 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.925 
0.996 0.978 
1855 1685 0 
0.996 0.978 
1855 1685 0 

30 30 
261 240 
5.9 5.5 

0.90 0.90 0:90 
732 21 26 

789 47 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 12 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free Stop 

ICU Level of Service B 

DEVELOPED AM .syn 
03/04/2019 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+- ~ - ,('" 

Movement 
Lane Configurations 
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 16 51 
,f utureyol~me (Veh/~) 16 51 
'Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
'Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 o:go ··· 
Hou~yflow rate (vph) 211 18 57 
Pedestrians 
Lan.e Widt_h (ft) 
Walking Speed (ftls) 
Percent Blockage 
Right tum flare (veh) 
Median type None 
'Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 356 
pX, platoon unblocked 0.97 
ye, conft ictingy?lume 229 
vC1 , stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 confvol 
ye~. u_nblocked vol 194 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
IC, ?stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queue free % 96 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1342 

bfrection, Lane #. EB 1 ,. 

Volume Total 229 789 47 
Volume Left b 57 21 
Volume Right 18 0 26 
cSH 1700 1342 388 
Volume to Capacity 0.13 0.04 0.12 .. 
Queue Length ~_5th (ft) 0 3 10 
Con.trol Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 15.6 
Lane LOS A C 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 15.6 
Approach LOS _ C 

lntefsection Summa!}'. 
Average Delay 1.5 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 61 .8% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- 4\. ~ 
wsl " .. NBL NBR , 

4' ¥ 
659 19 23 
659 19 23 

Free Stop 
0% 0% 

o:§o 0.90 0.90 
732 21 26 

None 

0.97 0.97 
1066 220 

,. 

1054 185 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
91 97 

233 835 

ICU Level of Service 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 

B 

03/04/2019 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

y. 
--+ 

' • ' .,,,,.,,?J > J.,ane GrouB , , .,., · 1, 
~ane Configurations 
Jraffic Volume (vph) 28 188 
future Volume (vph) 28 188 
Ideal FlolN (vphpl) 1900 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 
Frt 
Flt Protected 0.994 
Satd. Flov.i (prot) 0 1852 
Flt Permitted 0.994 
Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1852 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 
Link Distance (ft) 261 
Travel Time (s) 5.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj: Flow (vph) .. 31 209 
Shared Lane Traffic (0/o) 
~ane Group Flow (vph) 0 240 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left 
,Median Width(ft}, 0 
Link Offset{ft) 0 
:crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
Sign Control Free 

)ntersection Summa!:f 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capadty Utilization 50.0% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- ·4-.._ 

Wi3T 
f+ 

662 56 
662 56 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.990 

1844 0 

1844 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
736 62 

798 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

\. -,.I 

, ssu SBR 
¥ 
32 54 
32 54 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.916 
0.982 
1676 0 
0.982 
1676 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
36 60 

96 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

ICU Level of Service A 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 
03/04/2019 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

;> 
~ 

Movement ,- ,f , 

Lane Configurations 
Traffic Volume (yeh/h) 28 188 
Futureyolurne (\/eh/h) . . 28 188 
Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate(vph) 31 209 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) . 
Walking Spee~. (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
.Median type None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 617 
pX, platoon unblocked 
vC, conflicting volume 798 
;vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf yol 
vCu, unblocked vol 798 
tC, single (s) 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 
pO queue free % 96 
cM capacity (veh/h) 824 

240 798 
Volume Left 31 0 
Volume Right 0 62 
cSH 824 1700 
Vol.ume to Capacity_ 0.04 0.47 
Queue Length 95th (ft) ... 3 0 
Control Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 1.6 0.0 
Appr<lach LOS . 

;Intersec;:tion Summa~ 
Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
:Analysis Period (min) 

JS 

,.._ ··.~ 

662 56 
662 56 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
736 62 

None 

SB 1 
96 
36 
60 

325 
0.30 

30 
20.7 

C 
20.7 

C 

2.1 
50.0% 

15 

~ .I 

32 54 
32 54 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
36 60 

1038 767 

1038 767 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
85 85 

246 402 

ICU Level of Service 

DEVELOPED AM .syn 

A 

03/04/2019 

1 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

Lane Configurations 
Traffic\/oiume (vph) .. 
Future Volume (vph) 
'ideafi=1ow (vphpi) ·· 
Lane Util. Factor 
Fri 
Flt Protected 
Said. ·Flow {pro!) 
Flt Permitted 
.Said. Flow (perm) 
LinkSpeed (111p_h) 
:unk Distance (ft) 
TravelJime (s) 
Peak Hour Factor 
Adj. Flow (vph) 
:shared Lane Traffic(%) 
~ane Group Flow (vph) .. 
Enter Blocked Intersection 
Lane Alignment 
.Medic1n Width(ft) 
Link Offset(ft) 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 
Turning Speed (mph) 
Sign Control 

)ntersection Summary 

2 3 
2 3 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.961 
0.986 

0 1765 
0.986 

0 1765 
30 

349 
7.9 

0.90 0.90 
2 3 

0 7 
No No 

Left Left 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 

Stop 

Area Type: other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 20.6% . 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

2 
2 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
2 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

46 10 
46 10 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.981 
0.966 

0 1765 
0.966 

0 1765 
30 

1290 
29.3 

0.90 0.90 
51 11 

0 72 
No No 

Left Left 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 

Stop 

9 
9 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
10 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

t 
NBI.: NITT 

4+ 
1 82 
1 82 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.977 

0 1820 

0 1820 
30 

681 
15.5 

0.90 0.90 
1 91 

0 111 
No No 

Left Left 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 

Free 

· · 1cu Level of Service A 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

4+ 
17 4 60 5 
17 4 60 5 

1900 ·1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.989 
0.997 

0 0 1837 0 
0.997 

0 0 1837 0 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
19 4 67 6 

0 0 77 0 
No No No No 

Right Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 9 

Free 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
Page 7 



East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

.,;> ---. 't. 
;EBT , 

Lane C()nfigurations 4 
Jraffic Volum.e (yeh/h) 2 3 2 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 2 3 2 

'.sign Control .... Stop 
Grade 0% 
'Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly fiow rate (vph) 2 3 2 
Pedestrians , , 

Lane Vvidth (fl) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn fiare (veh) 
Median type 
'Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unbiocked 

" 

vC, conflicting volume 196 190 70 
vC 1, stage 1 conf V()I 
vC2, stage 2 confyol 
vCu, .unblocked vol 196 190 70 
tC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 queu~ free % 100 100 100 
cM capacity (veh/h) 744 702 993 

EB-1 wsJ · lNB 1 
7 72 111 

Volume Left 2 51 1 
Volume Right 2 10 19 
cSH 780 781 1527 
Volume to Capacity 0.01 0.09 0.00 
:Oueue Length 95th (ft) 1 8 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.7 10.1 0.1 
Lane LOS . A B A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.7 10.1 0.1 
f.ppr()ach LOS A B 

3.1 
20.6% 

15 

JS 

.~ +- ',\_ ~ 
"'wsi: 

4+ 
46 10 9, 1 
46 10 9 1 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 · ·o:§o . 0.90 
51 11 10 1 

184 184 100 73 

184 184 100 73 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
93 98 99 100 

771 708 955 1527 

~:SB ·1 
77 
4 
6 

1480 
0.00 

6 
0.4 

A 
0.4 

ICU Level of Service 

t 
'NBT 

4+ 
82 
82 

Free 
0% 

0.90 
91 

None 
""/" 

681 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 
03/04/2019 

f- \,. t ~ 

,. NBR:. 

17 4 60 5 
17 4 60 5 

Free 
0% 

0.90 . 0.90 ,, 0.90 0.90 
19 

A 

4 67 6 

None 

110 

110 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1480 

11 =,,. >-•1 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

y.·., -+ ")-.· r 
l aneGi-ouf . 7'f';~ EST 'EBR_ WBL 
Lane C()nfigur?li()~S .. 4+ 
Traffic Volume (vph) 7 0 9 0 
Futur~ 1/()lu_me (V.Ph) . 7 0 9 0 
Ideal Flow_ (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1-00 1.00 1.00 1.00 . ··~ ..... 

Fri 0.925 
Flt Protected 0.978 
Said. Flow (pro!) 0 1685 0 0 
Flt Pennitted 0,978 
:satd. Flow (perm) 0 '' 1685 0 0 
Link Speed (mph) 30 
,Link Distance (fl) 1290 
Tra.vel .. Time (s) 29,3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. ~l()W (v.ph) 8 0 10 0 
Shared L,ane Traffic(%) 
.L.a~e Group Flo\V (vph) 0 18 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
Media.n Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
:crossl/Jalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headw~y Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control . §lop 

intersection Summa!}'. 
't,rea Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
lnterse~tion Capacity Utilization 16.Q% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

•.,;;_ '- ·"\ t 
.WBT WBR ·: NBL NBT 

4+ 4+ 
0 0 2 83 
0 0 2 83 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.999 
1863 0 0 1861 

0.999 
1863 0 0 1861 

30 30 
578 657 
13.1 14.9 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

0 0 2 92 

0 0 0 94 
No No No No 

Left f3ight Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Stop Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 

~ -

:"'NBR · 

0 
0 

19Q0 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
0 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

03/04/2019 

\. l ~ 

$13~ ' SBT :, S_BR 
4+ 

0 76 3 
0 76 3 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.995 

0 1853 . 0 

0 1853 0 
30 

179 
4.1 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 84 3 

0 87 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

·1 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

/'· --+ "'),· 

Movement _ 
:1:'l . i; ,. EBT. . EBR ' ' .A .-~ 

Lane Configurations 4+ 
Traffic V,olume (veh/h) 7 0 9 
Euture,_\.19lume (Veh/~) 7 0 9 
Sign Co~trol Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 o:so ·•· 0,90 
Hourlyfi,ow rate. (yph) 8 0 10 
Pedestrians 
~ane Width (ft) .. 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage .... 
Right turn_ flare (veh) 
Me.d}an type. 
,Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
px: platoon unbiocked 
v<::, confi,ictingvolume 182 182 86 
vC1 , stage 1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 cont vol 
vCu, unblocked vol 182 182 86 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 q~eue free % 99 100 99 
cM capacity (veh/h) 779 712 973 

PirectiOI), Lane'#; , · .1 EB .1: WB l ,· ,NB 1 
Volume Total 18 0 94 
Volume Left 8 0 2 
Volume Right 10 0 0 
cSH 876 1700 1509 
Volume to Capacity 0.02 0.00 0.00 
Queue. Length 95th (ft) 2 0 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.2 0.0 0.2 
Lane LOS A A A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.2 0.0 0.2 
Approach LOS . A A 

Intersection su·mm'a!Y 
fl.Verage Delay 0.9 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 16.0% 
Analysis Pe.riod_{min) 15 

JS 

f ~ · .·"-._ 

•.. \NBL•,· -WBT' 'WBR 
4+ 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

Stop . 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 

192 183 92 

192 183 92 
7.1 6.5 6.2 

3.5 4.0 3.3 
100 100 100 
760 710 965 

··sB 1. 
87 
0 
3 

1503 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

~ t 
.,NBL 

4+ 
2 83 
2 83 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
2 92 

None 

87 

87 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1509 

DEVELOPED AM.syn 

~ 

0 
0 

0.90 
0 

A 

03/04/2019 

\,. ! .; 

$BR 

0 76 3 
0 76 3 

Free 
0% 

0.90 o.9o 0.90 
0 84 3 

None 

92 

92 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1503 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
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East Genesee Apartments DEVELOPED PM .syn 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 03/04/2019 

y.. 
-+ "'t f ~ .·-\._ 

·~ t I" \. l ~ . .. 

. arie Grou~ .: ,, ,. EBL ;· ,. EJ3l \i\fBT .WBR · NBI:. .. NBT NBR 
Lane Configurations ~ ~ ~ 

T~affic Volume (vph) 28 529 6 19 339 28 19 98 109 8 52 21' 
Future Volume (vph) 28 529 6 19 339 28 19 98 109 8 52 21 
Ideal flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util . Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

.... -~-... . 
Frt 0.998 0.990 0.935 0.965 
Flt Protected 0.998 0.998 0.996 0.995 
Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1855 0 0 1840 0 0 1735 0 0 1789 0 
Flt Permitted 0.967 0.961 0.973 0.962 
Satq.flol/J (perm) 0 1798 0 0 1772 0 0 1695 0 0 1729 0 
Right Tum on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 1 9 51 19 
Unk $pl:led (mph) 30 30 30 30 
Link Dista~ce (ft) 593 356 584 282 
Trav_el Time (s) 13.5 8.1 13.3 6.4 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj . Flow (vph) 31 588 7 21 377 31 21 109 121 9 58 23 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 

:···~ 

~ane (;r()up Flow (vph) 0 626 0 0 429 0 0 251 0 0 90 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No No No No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right Left Left Right 
Median Width{ft) 0 0 0 0 
Link Offset{ft) 0 0 0 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9 15 9 15 9 
Number of Detectors 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 
Detector Template Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru Left Thru 
Leading i:letector (ft) 20 100 20 100 20 100 20 100 
Trailing Detector (ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Position(ft) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 20 6 20 6 20 6 
petector 1. TypEl Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 1 Channel 
_Detector 1 Extend(s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Queue (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Detector 1 Delay (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 b.o 0.0 0.0 o.o· 0.0 .. 

Detector 2 Position{ft) 94 94 94 94 
petect()r 2 Size(ft) 6 6 6 6 
Detector 2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex 
Detector 2 Channel 
Detector 2 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

· TumType Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA Perm NA 
Protected Phases 4 8 2 6 
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6 
Detector Phase 4 4 8 8 2 2 6 6 
Switch Phase •.. 

Minimum Initial (s) 35.0 35.0 35.0 35.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
JS Page 1 



East Genesee Apartments 
1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

Minimum Split (s) 
Total ~plit (~) 
Total $plit (%) 
Maximum Green (s) 
'(elloii'Time{s) · · · 
All-Red Time (s) 
Losi 'rime Adjust ( s) 
Total ~~~t Time (s) 
;Lead/Lag 
Lead-Lag Optimize? 
Vehicle' Extension (s) 
Recall Mode 
Y'Jalk Time (s) 
.Flash Dant Walk (s) 
,Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 
Act Effct Green (s) 
Actuat~d g/C Ratio 
v/c Ratio 
;control Delay 
Queue Delay 
Total[?elay 
LOS 
App~oach Delciy 
Approach LOS 
'Que.~~ Length 50th (ft) 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
.I~.te111c1.I Unk[?ist(ftl ... 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 
,Base Capadty(vph) 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
Spill.back Cap Reduc!n 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced v/c Ratio 

Intersection Summary 

70.2% 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 

Area Type: Other 
Cycle Length: 85.5 
Actuated Cycle Length: 66.5 
Natural Cycle: 70 
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.65 
Intersection Signal Delay: 14.5 
lnter~ection Capacity. Utilization 63.6% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

-+ 

' El3T 

40.5 
60.0 

"i0:2¾· 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
35.5 
0.53 
0.65 
15.1 
0.0 

15:1 
B 

15.1 
B 

167 
270 
513 

1474 
0 
0 
0 

0.42 

El;fl:F WB~ 
40,5 
60.0 

70.2% 
54.5 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 

70.2% 
54.5 
3:5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
None 

5.0 
15.0 

0 
35.5 
0.53 
0.45 
11.2 
0.0 

11 .2 
B 

11.2 
B 

96 
158 
276 

1454 
0 
0 
0 

0.30 
.~ T!I' 

25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20.0 
3.5 
2.0 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service B 

1: Walnut Ave/Walnut Ave. & East Genesee St 

JS 

t 
NBT . 
25.5 
25.5 

29.8% 
20.0 
3.5 
2.0 
0.0 
5.5 

3.0 
Max 
5.0 

15.0 
0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.46 
18.3 
0.0 

18.3 
B 

18.3 
B 

63 
130 
504 

545 
0 
0 
0 

0.46 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

,t•-
NBR 

03/04/2019 

\. ! ~ 

. SBL SBT ·. "seR 
25.5 25.5 
25.5 25.5 

29.8% 29.8% 
20.0 . 20.0 

3.5 3.5 
2.0 2.0 

0.0 
5.5 

3.0 3.0 
Max Max 
5.0 5.0 

15.0 15.0 
0 0 

20.0 
0.30 
0.17 
15.4 
0.0 

15.4 
B 

15.4 
B 

21 
53 

202 

533 
0 
0 
0 

0.17 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

-+ °')-.· ·-('° 

Ei3f . EBR WBL 
Lane Configurations t+ 
jr~ffic Volum~ (vph) 632 29 35 
F~ture yolume (vph) 632 29 35 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.994 
Flt Protected 
Satdflow (prot) 1852 0 0 
Flt Permitted 
Satd. Flow (perm) {852 0 0 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 
Link Dist~nce (ft) 356 
Travel Tim~ (s) 8.1 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj . Flow (vph) . 702 32 39 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 734 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Right Left 
Median Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 9 15 
,Sign Contro_l Free 

Jntersectlon Summa~ 
f.rea Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Cap~dty Utilization 59.9% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+--

WBT 
4' 

311 
311 

1900 
1.00 

0.995 
1853 

0.995 
1853 

30 
261 
5.9 

0.90 
346 

385 
No 

Left 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 

Free 

~ -. ~ 
· i JBL ·• ·NBR -.. 

¥ 
26 101 
26 101 

1900 1900. 
1.00 1.00 

0.893 
0.990 
1647 0 
0.990 
1647 0 

30 
240 
5.5 

0.90 0.90 
29 112 

141 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Stop 

ICU Level of Service B 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

; 
:\ 
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East Genesee Apartments 
2: Comstock Ave. & East Genesee St 

• ~ - ~ 

Lane Configurations 
J rattic\i du me (veh/h) 632 29 35 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 632 29 35 ... 

,Sign Control . Free 
Grade 0% 
PeakHour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hourly ~ow rate (vph) 702 32 39 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
W~lk,ing §peed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
_Median type None 
,Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 356 
pX, platoon unblCJ9ked · · 0.76 
vC! conflicting yolunie 734 
vC1 , stage 1 cont vol 
~C2, stage 2 cCJnf vol 
ye:~, unb!ocked vol 486 
IC, single (s) 4.1 
tc, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 2.2 
p0 queue free %_ 95 
cM capacity (veh/h) 814 

Pir.ection, Lane'# 
Volume Total 385 
~olume.Left 39 
Volume Right 0 
cSH . 814 
Volume to Capacity 0.05 
'.Oueue.Length 95th (ft) 4 47 
Control Delay (s) 1.5 22.1 
~ane LOS A C 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.5 22.1 
Approach LOS C . ' ··•· ............. 

A\'.erage Delay 2.9 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 59.9% 
Analysis Period_ (min) _ 15 

JS 

+-

wsr, 
4' 

311 
311 

Free 
0% 

0.90 
346 

None 

"'·. I' 
. NBL · 

¥ 
26 101 
26 101 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
29 112 

0.76 0.76 
1142 718 

1026 465 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
84 75 

187 451 

ICU Level of Service 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

B 

03/04/2019 

.,,...1 
' 
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East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

j -+ 

Lane GtouQ :· 
·, · ·tEBT _,, 

Lane _Configur~tions 4: 
Traffic \/olum.e (vph) 70 694 
Future Volume (vph) 70 694 
'icleai'fiow (vphpl) . 1900 1900 . 
Lane Util, Factor 1.00 1.00 
Fri . . 
Flt Protected 0.995 
_Said. Flow (pro!) 0 1853 
Flt Penmitted 0.995 
:satd. Flow (perm) 0 1853 
Unk Sp~ed (mph) 30 
Link pi~tance (ft) 261 
Travel Time (s) 5.9 
Peak Hour.Factor 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vph) __ .. 78 771 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane (;roup Flow (vph) . 0 849 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left 
Median Width(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crosswalk Width(ft) _ 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway Factor 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 
Sign Control Free 

Intersection Surnma!}'. . , · .·· · 
Are~J yp~: · Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
lntersection Capadty Utilization 74.6"!.i 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+- ."-
. WB'[ , WBR 

f+ 
315 47 
315 47 

··· 1906 ·· 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.983 

1831 a· 

1831 0 
30 

385 
8.8 

0.90 0.90 
350 52 

402 0 
No No 

Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
9 

Free 

\. .cf 
... 

SBL , S.BR 
V 
55 28 
55 28 

1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 

0.955 
0.968 
1722 0 
0.968 
1722 0 

30 
252 
5.7 

0.90 0.90 
61 31 

92 0 
No No 

Left Right 
12 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 
15 9 

ICU Level of Service D 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 
03/04/2019 

Synchro 9 Light Report 
Page 5 



East Genesee Apartments 
3: East Genesee St & Pine St. 

-->· --+ 

Movement .EBt.. EBT 
Lane Configurations 4 
Jrafficyolume(veh/h) . 70 694 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 70 694 
Sign Control Free 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 78 771 
Pedestrians ........ 

Lane Widt~ (ft) 
Walking Speed {f1/s) 
Percent Blockage 
'Right turn flare (veh) 
Me.diantype None 
Median storage veh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 

617 

vC, C()nfiicUn.g vglun1.e 402 
vC1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vCu,unblocke9 vol. 402 
tC, single (s) 4.1 
tC, 2 stage (s) 
tF (s) 2.2 
po queue free % . 93 
cM capacity (veh/h) 1157 

):ilrection, Lane # . 
Volume Total 849 402 
Volume Left 78 0 
Volume ~ight 0 52 
cSH 1157 1700 
Volume to Capacity 0.07 0.24 
Queue Length ~5th (ft) 5 0 
Control Delay (s) 1.7 0.0 
Lane LOS A 
Approach Delay (s) 1.7 0.0 
Approach LOS . 

/ntersection ·sumtna!Y " 

Average Delay 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 
Analysis Period (min) 

JS 

- ···-\._ 

315 47 
315 47 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
350 52 

None 

92 
61 
31 

188 
0.49 

60 
41 .3 

E 
41 .3 

E 

74.6% 
15 

\. ,..; 

55 28 
55 28 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 
61 31 

0.77 
1303 376 

1242 376 
6.4 6.2 

3.5 3.3 
56 95 

138 670 

ICU Level of Service 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

D 

03/04/2019 

I. 

.1 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

.,>· --+ ~ . -( 

EBT WBL 
Lane Configurations 4+ 
Trafficyoiu~e (vph) .. · 3 4 5 20 
~ut~re VCllume.(vph) 3 4 5 20 
Ide.al Flow (vphpl) 1900 ... 1900 1900 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

•••·•r• 

Frt 0.938 
Flt Protected 0.989 
Satd. Flow (protj 0 1728 0 0 
Flt Permitted 0.989 
Satl Flow (perm) 0 1728 0 0 
Li.nk Speed (mph) 30 
Unk Di~t?nce (ft) . 349 
.Travel Time (s) 7.9 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Adj. Flow (vp~) 3 4 6 22 
Shared Lane Traffic (%) 
Lane GrClup FloVJ (vph) 0 13 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
Median \Nidth(ft) 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Crciss1J.1alk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headv.,ay Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
Sign Control 

intersection Summa~ · · 
Area Type: Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 19.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

+:- .'- ~ t 
.. , WST· 

. 
WBR · N~T 

4+ 4+ 
6 7 2 112 
6 7 2 112 

1900 1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.971 0.966 
0.971 0.999 
1756 0 0 1798 

0.971 0.999 
1756 0 0 1798 

30 30 
1290 681 
29.3 15.5 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

7 8 2 124 

37 0 0 168 
No No No No 

Left Right Left Left 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

r 

38 
38 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
42 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

03/04/2019 

\.. i .;. 

SBT SBR 
4+ 

8 48 8 
8 48 8 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.983 
0.994 

0 1820 0 
0.994 

0 1820 0 
30 

148 
3.4 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
9 53 9 

0 71 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right 
0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 
15 9 

Free 

1 
I 
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East Genesee Apartments 
4: Walnut Ave. & Ashworth Place 

~ · -+ . ~ · 

Movement : EBR 
Lane Configurations 
Traffic vdume (veh/h) 3 5 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 3 5 
·sign ccinfroi ········· · ··· Stop 
Grade 0% 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0.90 0.90 
Hqurly flow rate (yp~) 3 4 6 
Pedestrians 
Lane Width (ft) 
Walking Speed (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage 
Right turn flare (veh) 
Median type 
Me~ian storageyeh) 
Upstream sig~al (ft) 
pX, platoon unblocked 
ye:, ~qnflictingyolu~e 236 246 58 
vC1, stage 1 cont vol 
vC2, stage 2 cont vol 
vCu, u~block~d vol 236 246 58 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2_stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
p0 queue fr~eo/o . 100 99 99 
cM capacity (veh/h) 702 652 1009 

Qjrection, Lane # .. ' NB 1 
Volume Total 13 37 168 
Volume Left 3 22 2 
Volume Right 6 8 42 
cSH 795 735 1541 
Volume to Capacity 0.02 0.05 0.00 
:Ouellf:! hength 95th (ft) 1 4 0 
Control Delay (s) 9.6 10.2 0.1 
Lane LOS A B A 
Approach Delay (s) 9.6 10.2 0.1 
Approach LOS A B 

2.0 
19.2% 

15 

JS 

·"" 
+- "'- ~ 

WBt "'~ WBT=~~ WBR . .< NBL 
4+ 

20 6 7 2 
20 6 7 2 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
22 7 8 2 

232 229 145 62 

232 229 145 62 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
97 99 99 100 

710 666 902 1541 

SB 1 
71 
9 
9 

1412 
0.01 

0 
1.0 

A 
1.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t 

112 
112 

Free 
0% 

0.90 
124 

None 

681 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

!'"· 
.:NBR · 

38 
38 

0.90 
42 

A 

03/04/2019 

\.. i .; · 

$BL. 

8 48 8 
8 48 8 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
9 53 9 

None 

166 

166 
4.1 

2.2 
99 

1412 

,,, 1 
f 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

;> --+ . "'t "" fane Grqur '-. EBL . EBT 
Lane Configurations 4 
Tratiic Volume (vp~) 7 0 13 0 
Future Volume (vph) 7 0 13 0 
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1960 1900 
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Frt 0.914 
Flt Protected 0.982 
·satd. Flow (prot) ·• 0 1672 0 0 
Flt Pem1itted 0.982 
Said. Flow (perm) 0 1672 0 0 
Unk Speed (mph) 30 
Link Distance (ft) 1290 
T.ravel Time (s) 29.3 
Peak Hour Factor 0.90 0:90 0.90 0.90 
Adj .. Flov.,(vph) 8 0 14 0 
Shared Lane Traffic(%) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 22 0 0 
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No 
Lane Alignment Left Left Right Left 
. Media~ \f.lidth(ft) . 0 
Link Offset(ft) 0 
Cross'N'.alk Width(ft) 16 
Two way Left Turn Lane 
Headway F act9r 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 
,Sign Conl~ol Stop 

)ntersection Summa~ ,, 
Area Type: . Other 
Control Type: Unsignalized 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 22:9°/o 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

JS 

~ .. ...___ 
·~ t .. 

0 0 16 102 
0 0 16 102 

1900 1960 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 

0.993 
1863 0 0 1850 

0.993 
1863 0 0 1850 

30 30 
578 · 657 
13.1 14.9 
0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 

0 0 18 113 

0 0 0 131 
No No No No 

Left Right Left Left .. 
0 0 
0 0 

16 16 

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 
9 15 

Free 

ICU Level of Service A 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

I"' 

0 
0 

1900 
1.00 

0 

0 

0.90 
0 

0 
No 

Right 

1.00 
9 

03/04/2019 

\. + .; 

ssl · · SBT. •··. SBR 
4+ 

0 69 16 
0 69 16 

1900 1900 1900 
1.00 1.00 1.00 

· 0.974 

0 1814 0 

0 1814 0 
30 

179. 
4.1 

0.90 ··· 0:90 il.9d 
0 77 18 

0 95 0 
No No No 

Left Left Right . . 

0 
0 

16 

1.00 1.00 1.0Q 
15 9 

Free 

1 
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East Genesee Apartments 
5: Pine St. & Ashworth Place 

y. --+ °'),· 
., 

ovement ·,. 
Lane Configurations 
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 7 13 
Future Volume (Veh/h) 7 13 
Sign Control . . ..... ··········· . Stop 
Grade 0% 
:Peak Hour Fa~tor 0.90 0.90 0:90 
Hourly flow rate (vph) 8 0 14 
Pedestrians ,. ..... . .... 

Lane Width(ft) ..... .. . .... 
Walking Spe~d (ft/s) 
Percent Blockage . 
. Right turn flare (veh) 
~e1ian type .. 
,Me9ian storage yeh) 
Upstream signal (ft) 
pX, pl~toon unbiocked 
yf:,. C()nflicling volume 235 235 86 
vC 1, stage 1 conf vol 
vC2, stage 2 conf vol 
vc.~. unblocked vol 235 235 86 
IC, single (s) 7.1 6.5 6.2 
IC, 2 stage (s) 
IF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 
pQ qy~.t:Je free % 99 100 99 
cM capacity (veh/h) 713 658 973 

,Direction, lane'# · p NB 1 
Volume Total 22 0 131 
Volume Left 8 0 18 
Volume Right 14 0 0 
cSH 859 1700 1499 
Volume to Capacity 0.03 0.00 0.01 
'oueu~ \ength ~5th (ft) 2 0 1 
Control Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 
Lane LOS .... A A 
Approach Delay (s) 0.0 1.1 
Approach LOS_ A 

1.4 
22.9% 

15 

JS 

·"" 
+--- "'- "\ 

' NBL · 

0 0 16 
0 0 16 

Stop 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 0 0 18 

249 244 113 95 
-······· 

249 244 113 95 
7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 

3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 
100 100 100 99 
688 650 940 1499 

.SB 1 . 
95 
0 

18 
1476 
0.00 

0 
0.0 

0.0 

ICU Level of Service 

t 
. NBT 

·4+ 
. 102 

102 
. Free 

0% 
0.90 
113 

None 

DEVELOPED PM.syn 

r 
.NBR , , 

0 
0 

0.90 
0 

A 

03/04/2019 

\,. l .,, 

0 69 16 
0 69 16 

Free 
0% 

0.90 0.90 0.90 
0 77 18 

None 

113 

113 
4.1 

2.2 
100 

1476 
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Appendix C 
SEQRA Review, East Genesee Apartments 



SEQRA Review 

East Genesee Apartments 
1. Consistency with Adapted Mansion Corridor District 

The proposed project lies within the Adapted Mansion Corridor Character Area as defined 
by the City of Syracuse's Land Use and Development Plan 2040. The Land Use and 
Development Plan notes that the Corridor building forms are residential in nature and 
vary from medium to large residential buildings including "Apartment Blocks." Apartment 
Blocks are defined as "brick clad, block like building forms usually with flat roofs" and 
contain varying front setbacks with landscaping. The plan goes on to note that there 
should be no parking within the setbacks and building entrances should be orientated 
towards the street along major transportation corridors helping to facilitate pedestrian 
access. As depicted in the project plans and discussed in more detail below, those 
elements have been incorporated into the project design to ensure consistency with the 
Land Use and Development Plan. 
~~= ., ' "'"""",,,_.....,....,.., ~}""';":7~~":'"'z';~~~~~~,1'11~~ 
t ' 
' ' j' 

t .;. ~ 
t~;~J 

From South Crouse to South Beech Street along the corridor there are a number of 
Apartment Block buildings ranging in height from 2 to 6 stories as outlined within the Land 
Use Plan and Development plan, most containing brick or some type of masonry fa<;:ade 
including the 505 Walnut development which is six stories and directly across the street 
from the proposed project site. 

The proposed project was designed in consideration of the aforementioned existing 
structures along with specifically following the parameters as outlined within the Land 
Use and Development Plan. While the proposed project has a continuous footprint, the 
architecture is segmented into separate and specific areas to provide architectural 
interest with varying mass and elevations to emulate the appearance of multiple buildings 
similar to the older mansions and other apartment buildings within the corridor. For 



example, the public plaza and courtyard space creates the appearance of two separate 
buildings along East Genesee Street. The building is further broken down by extruding 
four and five level portions of the fac;:ade with varying materials and unique 
elevations. The western block of the proposed project includes store front glass at the 
amenity space to activate the streetscape and complement the commercial spaces on the 
south side of East Genesee Street. The building recess above the storefront is then treated 
with a small green roof. Continuing towards the eastern block, there are street level, 
individual entrance units with extruded brick fac;:ade, front porches and landscaped front 
yards facing East Genesee Street. The individual entry units are designed to 
function similar to a single-family dwelling and will drive pedestrian activity within the 
public right-of-way. The eastern most individual entry unit projects further East towards 
Pine Street to solidify this concept, activate the street corner and reduce the impact of 
the 6-story portion of the building. 



A similar approach is used along Ashworth Place which also has individual and private 
entries at the street level but the overall building height is stepped down two stories along 
the entire North facing elevation to reduce the visual impact to properties north of the 
site. 

Along both East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, new sidewalks and tree lawns will 
be installed to replace the existing multitude of curb cuts, asphalt driveways and parking 
lots to create an inviting and continuous pedestrian experience with more greenspace for 
pedestrians walking or biking. 

The parking for the proposed project will all be located within an access-controlled garage 
and not visible from the street as recommended in the Land Use and Development Plan. 
Access to the parking garage was intentionally positioned as a singular entrance along 
Ashworth Place to reduce curb cuts and potential conflict points on the more heavily 
traveled East Genesee Street. 

The Land Use and Development Plan promotes residential density in areas such as the 
subject site in order to create more sustainable development. By locating the future 
residents within walking distance to many economic drivers (Downtown, SUNY Upstate, 
SUNY ESF, Crouse, Syracuse University, etc.) providing safe secure parking, reliance on 
individual vehicles is greatly reduced. 

Included within the Land Use and Development Plan there are a few sections in which The 
Adapted Mansion Corridor District is discussed and contemplated both historically and 



forward looking. Chapter 1 provides a chart to outline appropriate measures for the area, 
which are outlined below along with feedback relative to the proposed project 

Character Areas-Adapted Mansion Corridor 

Use: Residential: Office 
The proposed project is a multi-family residential building that will feature communal 
amenity space to allow for a "We Work" atmosphere for tenant use. With continued 
technological advancements more and more people are looking to work from home and 
seek services located within their own community. 
Use: Low-impact services and small-scale retail, restaurants (no more than 1,500 square 
feet) 

Current Zoning (RB/RC) does not allow for any retail component. That said, the proposed 
project has left approximately 1500 square feet of amenity space as undefined should the 
zoning change while the project is in development. Should the zoning remain in place not 
allowing any retail component the space will be utilized as a resident only feature . The 
space would be an attractive location for neighborhood scale service or retail. The multi 
family project located to the South recently opened a Coffee shop (Peaks Coffee Co} which 
has been very successful and well received within the neighborhood. 
Use: Community Gardens and Green Space: 
The proposed project has both a communal garden space and an internal resident only 
interior courtyard - with visible passthrough to create an interactive fluidity at the 
streetscape. The public spaces are designed to be an active, vibrant and engaging areas 
with seating and landscaping. The presence of this space along the East Genesee Street 
corridor will enhance the pedestrian experience for residents currently traveling from 
neighborhoods to the east towards destination points West and North of the site. 

The proposed projects current site configuration provides no opportunity for public 
engagement and is not an inviting pedestrian route due to a dilapidated sidewalk, 
unmaintained landscaping and multiple curb cuts. 

Form: Medium-to-large residential buildings in forms that mimic historic single-family 
homes 
The proposed building when considered as a whole is a large residential structure. Please 
note that the specific character area description (Land Use and Development Plan 2040-
Page 17} states "These corridors were developed as high-end residential enclaves with 
apartment blocks introduced in the early 1900s." Apartment Blocks, within the Land Use 
and Development plan are defined as: "Apartment Block: Typically found directly on 
historic streetcar line, these are large, often brick-clad block like building forms, usually 
with flat roofs. The windows are usually vertically oriented with dividing panes. The front 
entrance may be recessed into a courtyard or capped with canopy or awning. The fa~ade 
and window spacing is symmetrically arranged. The front-yard setback varies, but these 
properties feature some landscaping." We believe the proposed project's architecture 
has been designed to account for having multiple building forms included - apartment 



block inspired but also large scale residential with ground level individual entry units. The 
individual building masses, courtyard spaces, window configuration, flat roof, individual 
entry units along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, and recessed upper floors 
result in masses similar to the medium to large historic residential buildings in the 
corridor. 

Form: Early 20th Century apartment buildings 
The proposed project is new construction with design inspiration and modeling to honor 
older apartment buildings while featuring some efficiencies and improvements such as 
structured parking, energy efficiency and life safety systems. 

Form: Office Buildings: 
No office buildings are currently located within the proposed projects parcels and none 
are specifically proposed, however, the project would feature large communal spaces 
intended to provide a live, work, play environment for today's modern user. 

Site Arrangement: Deep setbacks and landscaped front yards replicate historic 
residential pattern. 
The proposed project has setbacks which are similar to all existing structures and will 
incorporate front yards in front of each "brownstone" elevation -the distance of setbacks 
is somewhat limited in order to facilitate screened parking. Because the parking structure 
is two stories both the Genesee Street and Ashworth Place elevation has parking "at 
ground level" however the proposed project has "wrapped" the parking deck with 
residential units to screen the parking from the street creating a more pedestrian friendly 
environment but also allowing for controlled access covered parking. 

Site Arrangement: Large parking areas screened 
The proposed project meets this requirement with an entirely "wrapped" parking 
structure along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place, along with green space on the 
roof of the parking deck creating a private outdoor amenity deck for the tenants but also 
helping to solve for grade differences between East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place 
while allowing the public courtyard area to extend back in between building elevations 
along East Genesee St. 

Site Arrangement: No parking in the setback 
There will be parking in the setback as outlined above - this is an improvement from the 
current conditions on the site where individual driveways have access through the 
existing setbacks and sidewalks. The proposed project will have a singular vehicular access 
point along Ashworth Place reducing traffic concerns along the main transportation 
corridor of East Genesee Street. This aforementioned approach is supported throughout 
the Land Use and Development Plan. 



Height: 2-6 Stories 
The proposed project ranges from 4-6 stories and is proposed to be 5' shorter than the 
recently constructed building across the street to the South. The Roosevelt, which is 
currently located on the proposed project site is 4 stories with a gable roof along East 
Genesee and 5 stories with a gable roof along Ashworth place. 

Setbacks: 25' to 50' In line with historic residential setbacks 
The existing buildings are, for the most part, built up to the right of way line of East 
Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. This is largely a result of the wide right-of-way within 
the corridor and large green spaces (+/-30'} between the curb line and right-of-way line 
which ultimately function as a front yard. For example, a more traditional right-of-way 
with only 15' of green space between the curb and right-of-way line would yield a 
compliant front yard setback (10') for the project as currently proposed. Not surprisingly, 
the vast majority of buildings, especially on the North side of East Genesee Street, from 1-
81 to the commercial use east of the project site are positioned on the right-way-line. 
Similarly, properties to the north on Ashworth and East Fayette Street (I.E. Copper Beech, 
Housing Visions) are positioned at the front property line, similar to the current proposal. 
The project setbacks are consistent with most other buildings in the corridor. 

Street Pattern: These are generally high-traffic corridors with wide right-of-way 
The project site is located directly on a major arterial, high traffic corridor. As previously 
noted, East Genesee Street has a wide ROW which allows buildings to maintain a 
significant front yard green space while being built close to the right-of-way line. Smart 
Growth principals consistently recommend the construction of dense and compact 
development on high-traffic corridors because of the multi-model opportunities 
associated with public transportation, bicyclists and pedestrians. The infrastructure is 
currently in place to support the future residents associated with the proposal. 

If density is not provided near urban areas, as the proposal is, then ultimately it is met in 
more remote underdeveloped areas which could lead to a decrease in green space and 
increased reliance on individual vehicular transportation . 

Street Parking: Varies 
There is currently parking along East Genesee street, Ashworth Place and Pine St, 
however, given the number of driveways and current curb cuts in place, the proposed 
project would actually facilitate more street parking should that be desired by the City. 

Trees: Required 
Currently there are a handful of mature trees along the frontage of East Genesee Street 
which provide little value. They are either overgrown evergreens in poor health or 
unmaintained deciduous trees that offer little in terms of canopy or aesthetics. There are 
no street trees along the Ashworth frontage. 



The proposed project would include new landscaping and street trees conforming with 
City requirements will be provided along both frontages. The street trees, reduction in 
curb cuts, improved sidewalks and public gathering spaces will move the 1200 block of 
East Genesee taking it in the direction of a "complete street" . 

Sidewalks: 5' 

Both the East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place frontage currently have portions of 
sidewalk which is broken up and interrupted by numerous curb cuts and loading areas. In 
some places, they do not have the minimum dimensional requirements for public 
sidewalks and in others, have deteriorated to a point where they are no longer considered 
accessible. 

The proposed project would include all new sidewalks along both East Genesee Street 
and Ashworth Place which would not only meet, but in many cases, exceed local 
requirements. The new sidewalks will enhance the pedestrian experience for people 
traveling the corridor. 

Furnishings Zone: Vegetation 
The proposed project frontage includes individual entrances and porches associated with 
the individual entry units along East Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. In each case, 
new attractive and well-maintained landscaping and foundation plantings will be 
provided to emulate a single-family home. This approach will activate the streetscape and 
create and inviting project. 

Curbs: Yes 
The proposed project would replace all existing curbs while also drastically improving the 
appearance of the site by increasing the overall linear footage with the removal of existing 
curb cuts. 

The proposed project meets this requirement - in fact, it would offer significant 
improvement from the existing structures as all driveway which intersect the setback and 
side or front parking lots/driveways, none in the rear of the structures. 



Response to Office of Zoning Administration Letter dated February 8, 2019. 

In the below section, as requested, we will address specific comments delivered via 
Heather Lamendola on behalf of The City of Syracuse Planning Commission via a January 
28, 2019 public hearing. Several review comments are based around the "City's 
Comprehensive Plan 2040" more specifically the Syracuse Land Use and Development 
Plan 2040 to which we would like to address as a whole before doing so on individual 
comments. The Land Use and Development plan, as outlined within, is intended to serve 
the following purposes. 

• Provide a valuable resource to guide evaluation of the merit and compliance of 
development projects 

• Opens doors to public funding for development and capital improvement projects 

• The plan can be used as a marketing tool to help stimulate investment into the 
City of Syracuse 

• Provides the foundation upon which zoning revisions or a zoning ordinance re­
write will be based 

The plan goes on to identify guiding principles, character areas, goals and recommended 
actions, neighborhood specific recommendations and continually references Smart 
Grown Principles. Several guiding principles, character areas and neighborhood specific 
recommendations will be referred to below both from the Planning Commissions 
comments but also in our responses to such, however, the Planning Commission did not 
reference Smart Growth Principles nor the overall intent of the Land Use and 
Development Plan. We do so, below: 

Create Range of Housing Opportunities and Choices 
Providing quality housing for people of all income levels is an integral 

component of any smart growth strategy 

The proposed project would deliver Class A housing to a wide range of perspective 
tenants including offering 10% of the overall unit count at 80% AMI. 

Create Walkable Neighborhoods 
Walkable Communities are desirable places to live, work, learn, worship, and 

play and therefore a key component of smart growth 

The proposed project is walkable to several of Syracuse's prominent business and retail 
districts - Downtown, Westcott and Marshall Street. Several major employers are also 
located within walking distance, including but not limited to: SUNY Upstate Medical 
University, SUNY ESF, Upstate Medical Biotech Center, Syracuse University and several 
hospitals. 



Encourage Community and Stakeholder Collaboration 
Growth can create great places to live, work and play - if it responds to a 

community's own sense of how and where it wants to grow 

The Land Use Plan and Development Plan specifically calls for growth in the Eastside 
neighborhood and outlines that historically, vacancy rates have remained high for the 
area. Quality new housing stock and substantial investment can be a catalyst. 

Foster Distinctive, Attractive Communities with a Strong Sense of Place 
Smart growth encourages communities to craft a vision and set standards for 

development and construction which respond to community values of architectural 
beauty and distinctiveness, as well as expanded choices in housing and transportation. 

The proposed project is a modern approach towards a 20th Century Apartment block 
design - with special focus being paid to enhancing pedestrian activity and a vibrant 
streetscape along both East Genesee Street and Ashworth place. 

Make Development Decisions Predictable, Fair and Cost Effective 
For a community to be successful in implementing smart growth, it must be 

embraced by the private sector 

The proposed project is owned by a development group with a long track record of 
success in all areas of multi-family development and operations. Market research 
indicated this project will be successful and we are prepared to make a $60+M investment 
towards a first-class design meant to fit the demand of today's marketplace and the near 
future. 

Mix Land Uses 
Smart growth supports the integration of mixed land uses into communities as 

a critical component of achieving better places to live 

The proposed projects current zoning does not allow for retail use. That said, the project 
has a variety of uses surrounding it, predominately including retail, office and multi-family 
residential. The proposed project is almost exclusively studios, 1 bedroom and 2 bedroom 
units which will serve a market demand and demographic different than much of the 
recent development in the corridor which has been predominantly "purpose built student 
housing" and mostly 4 bedroom units. 

Preserve Open Space, Farmland, Natural Beauty and Critical Environmental Areas 
Open space preservation supports smart growth goals by bolstering local 

economies, preserving critical environmental areas, improving our community's quality 
of life, and guiding new growth into existing communities. 



The proposed project does not impact any current open space, farmland or critical 
environmental area. However, the project would be replacing existing multi-family which 
has reached the end of its usable life cycle. The proposed project utilizes a responsible 
building design which will promote social interaction through the use of several open 
spaces both public and private along with a vibrant, well lit street scape. 

Provide a variety of Transportation Choices 
Providing people with more choices in housing, shopping, communities, and 

transportation is a key aim of smart growth 

The proposed project is located within 150' of a Centro Bus stop, .9 miles to Interstate 
690 and has ample screened/covered parking for residents whom use their vehicle. The 
proposed project is within walking distance to many major economic drivers for the City 
of Syracuse, including the Downtown CBD and The Hill - home to several hospitals, 
universities and a myriad of retail/office space. 

Strengthen and Direct Development Towards Existing Communities 
Smart growth directs development towards existing communities already served 

by infrastructure, seeking to utilize the resources that existing neighborhoods offer, and 
conserve open space and irreplaceable natural resources on the urban fringe. 

Infrastructure is currently in place to serve the future residents of the project. As 
previously noted, the site is within walking distance of many large employers. 
Additionally, there are several retail offerings and services in the corridor to serve the 
project along with several new proposed locations opening closer to Interstate 690. 
The proposed project is located within a distressed census tract; however, the 
neighborhood is predominately multi-family rentals (to the South via "purpose-built 
Student Housing" and to the north by affordable housing. The proposed project would 
offer a conventional market rate option with an affordable component while utilizing 
existing infrastructure. 

Take Advantage of Compact Building Design 
Smart growth provides a means for communities to incorporate more compact 

building design as an alternative to conventional, land consumptive development 

The proposed project replaces approximately 50 residential units with approximately 300 
residential units while being able to offer indoor and outdoor amenity spaces sought after 
in today's market place, ample screened parking and interactive landscaped streetscapes. 



Specific Responses to Zoning Administration Letter 

1. The proposal is inconsistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan 2040, whereby the 
plan calls for focusing new housing development within and around existing anchors 
such as community centers, neighborhood business districts, and schools. The 
Commission stated that the proposal would encroach upon a residential neighborhood 
with single- and two-family wood-frame houses, and not be located near any such 
existing or proposed anchors. 

The Land Use Plan (page 29} specifically calls to "Preserve and enhance Syracuse's 
existing land use patterns" and goes on to state "protect and enhance a 
sustainable, urban land use pattern that accommodates a mix of land uses, including retail 
offices, restaurants, and schools within proximity to residential areas" . 

In addition, the project is located nearby the aforementioned anchors. Examples are 
listed below: 
Community Center- Syracuse Stage, Thornden Park, Forman Park 
Neighborhood Business Districts - Downtown, The Hill (SU, Crouse, Upstate), Good Access 
to the interstate 
Schools - Syracuse University, Update Medical School, SUNY ESF 

COMMU\IITV SERVICES 
' ... TRAVECDISTAl'ICE"'-r' 

' 
COMMU\IITV SERVICES NAME ' , FROM.SllE (INM!LES) 

MA JOR HIGHWAY(S) 1· 690 0.9 

PW UC BUS .STOP Centro Bus Stop 150 ft 
St13WAY/RAIL STATI ON Syracuse Station - Amtrak 3.6 
MAJOR EMPLOYERS / 
EMPLOYMENT CENTERS Syracuse University 0 .9 

PHARMACY Rite Aid 0.1 

GROCERY; I\EAREST MARKET Price Rite 0.7 

I\EAREST LARG MARKET Pri ce Chopper 1.9 

DISCOUIIT DEPARlMENf STORE Family Dollar 1 

SCHOOLS: 

ELEMEl\lf A RY Dr. King Elementary 1.4 
MIDDLE / JUIIIOR HIGI Lincoln Middle 1 ,8 

HIGH Henninger High 'l.4 

HOSPITAL Upstate University Hospital 0.6 

~ .GENT CARE Crouse Hospital Prompt Care 0.6 

POLICE Syracuse Police Dept 0.4 

A RE Syracuse Fire Dept 0.9 

POST OFFICE U.S. Post Office 0.4 

BAr-J< Chase Bank 0.5 

SENIOR CENTER Onondaga County Aging Office 1 

DAY CARE Learn As You Grow Child Care 1.3 

RECREATIONAL FACILITIES Thornden Park 0.5 

LIBRARY Peti t Bra nch Li brary 0.9 



Furthermore, the site is not located within a primarily residential neighborhood. Aside 
from several dilapidated and in many cases abandoned homes along Ashworth Place, the 
project area consists of large-scale development to the North, Commercial and Multi­
Family residential to the West, a six-story large scale residential building to the South (that 
was previously a 4-story office building with a surface parking lot) and multiple uses to 
the East. 

2. The proposal is inconsistent with the Land Use Plan component of Comprehensive 
Plan, whereby the plan calls for preserving and enhancing Syracuse's land use patterns, 
as well as protecting and enhancing the character and "sense of place" of Syracuse's 
neighborhoods. The proposal instead involves substantial demolition of primarily small­
scale buildings and their replacement with a single building having extraordinarily 
greater mass and scale. It does not enhance but rather contrasts with existing land use 
patterns, character and "sense of place" as advanced by the Plan. In addition, this area 
was identified as an "Adaptive Mansion Corridor" which calls for maintaining any 
existing large residential structures which characterize this neighborhood. The proposed 
building would be substantially larger than even the largest building currently within 
the proposed project site, inconsistent with the goals of the Adapted Mansion Corridor 
as noted in the Plan. The proposal appears instead to draw its inspiration from land use 
patterns and design cues from the far denser neighborhoods several blocks to the west. 

In regards to the Land Use Plan (Adapted Mansion Corridor) specifically calling for 
"maintaining any existing large residential structures which characterize this 
neighborhood" -we respectfully disagree. In fact, there is no specific language within the 
Adapted Mansion Corridor sections which call for this . Within the underlying themes 
portion of the Land Use Plan - page 28, the plan states "Smart Growth as an urban 
planning approach is based on a set of principles meant to guide development, with 
emphasis on directing growth to locations where infrastructure already exists, reduced 
reliance on private vehicle transportation (through density), mixed land uses, and 
provision of a variety of housing options. Smart Growth is typically associated with New 
Urbanism and the SmartCode which emphasizes a return to traditional urban design 
patterns and building styles. Focusing growth in areas with existing infrastructure is 
meant to reduce sprawl, commute times, and greenhouse gas emissions, encourages 
reuse of existing buildings, and protect natural and agricultural areas of urbanization. 
Pedestrian activity is further encouraged by mixing land uses, encouraging density and 
creating engaging urban streetscapes." 

The Development team of the proposed project is already a "resident" and participant 
within this very neighborhood as developer and owner of The 505 on Walnut. We are 
familiar with the variety of uses that are in place currently throughout the neighborhood 
which is very much in line with the description of uses outlined within the character area 
above - there is residential (existing structures and other multi-family projects), office 
(several medical, legal, etc.) retail (Rite Aid), a small restaurant (Peaks Coffee within The 
505 on Walnut) and services (a day care center east of the proposed project). The 



proposed project would simply enhance the character of this neighborhood through the 
delivery of new quality housing at a variety of price points and improve the overall 
population to support further growth to the north and downtown. 

Adapted Mansion Corridor: This character area is found along major transportation 
corridors and retains a legacy of large, detached mansion-like residences. Examples 
include West Onondaga Street, part of East Genesee Street, and parts of West Genesee 
Street. Building forms are residential in origin although uses may include residential, 
office, retail, small restaurants, and services although commercial uses should not exceed 
3,000 square feet. Some apartment block or row-house infill may be present. The streets 
retain a residential feel with landscaped front-yard setbacks. Parking should not be in the 
setback. Entrances should be orientated to the street to facilitate pedestrian access. 

3. The Project Site Review and Special Permit reviews evaluate the surrounding salient 
characteristics of a neighborhood and compare those to a proposal. The Commission 
noted that the proposal would eliminate a significant portion of and encroach upon 
contiguous existing neighborhood fabric. With the exception of one medium scale brick 
apartment building, the remainder of the block consists of two-story, wood frame 
residential structures, on relatively narrow Jong Jots with modest front yards and deep 
rear yards. The proposal's 283 dwelling units and parking garage, with virtually 
complete Jot coverage, would create a concentration of high density inconsistent with 
the low-to medium density of the existing neighborhood. Additionally, the proposed 
building's mass, scale, and materials are detailing would stand in stark contrast to the 
salient characteristics of the subject neighborhood. Also, absent any definitive objective 
market study, and in light of several similar projects within +/- a half mile, it is unclear 
whether there is a demand for a development of this density in general and specifically 
at the proposed location. 

Regarding a contiguous neighborhood fabric being solely residential, the proposed 
project block is not made up entirely of two story, wood frame residential structures. In 
fact, approximately ¼ of the block (western) is comprised of a one-story brick office 
building with surface (unscreened) parking along East Genesee and Ashworth Place. 
Directly to the East of the project is one story retail building (Rite-Aid) with surface parking 
exposed along both East Genesee and Pine Street. The existing structures located on the 
parcels associated with the proposed project are currently all multi-family rental 
properties and all but three of the properties to the north along Ashworth are either 
condemned, vacant land or multi-family dwellings. The latest version of Re-Zone Syracuse 
also indicates that the entire area north of Ashworth Place will be re-zoned to MX-4 or a 
considerably denser classification than the existing neighborhoods, including the subject 
re-development parcels. 



We have commissioned an independent market study which has identified a capture rate 
of approximately 7%. Generally, capture rate at less than 10% is indicative of strong 
market support. Key Demand Conclusions were as follows: 

• Inclusion of only one and two-person households with one persons for studios and 
one bedrooms and a mix of one and two-persons for the two bedrooms. The 
target market will include young professionals, graduate student and residency 
students, and this may include roommate situations. 

• Low end affordability set based on ability to afford 35% of income for rent. Use of 
a low-end affordability generally eliminates the local student population. 

• Inclusion of existing renter households within the city, and use of a mobility 
(movement) factor to account for normal or typical tenant transition. 

• Strong market support for Studios, 1 bedroom and 2 bedrooms within the market 
place and included within the income qualified bracket. 

4.As noted above, the proposed Re-subdivision is inconsistent with the City's Re­
subdivision regulations, whereby the surrounding characteristics of lots (as opposed to 
tax parcels that were not combined through a legal re-subdivision) are small and range 
from approximately 33 feet wide to approximately 66 feet wide. THE LUDP also states 
that lot width and setbacks are kept consistent with the desired character area. The 
proposal to combine a large number of lots into one is also not consistent with the goals 
and recommended actions of the land Use Plan. 

The Character of Existing Neighborhoods is contemplated heavily within the Land Use 
Plan and discusses several considerations and topics . Moreover, it refers to Chapter 3, 
Neighborhood Specific Recommendations. The neighborhood specific recommendations 
for the Eastside, where the proposed project is located goes on to describe the 
"connective corridor from Syracuse University to Downtown along University Avenue and 
Genesee Street, pulling offices and activity from the University Hill neighborhood 
northward toward Interstate 690 and rapidly evolving Near Eastside neighborhood." 
"Today this is one of the most pivotal areas of economic development opportunity for the 
City of Syracuse as the Center of Excellence has built their new regional facility here and 
Upstate Medical is currently building a new biotech facility ." 

"The near Eastside neighborhood uphill from Erie Boulevard faces similar vacancy 
challenges to those on the city's south and west sides and stagnant to decreasing property 
values." "Redevelopment of the area surrounding Upstate Biotech Center and the Center 
of Excellence should follow patterns described in the Urban Core character area. This 
should include pedestrian-heavy uses on the ground floor. Encourage a mix of residential 
and office/institutional uses upstairs to create a "24-hour neighborhood" which supports 
retail and services before and after, as well as during, regular business hours. This area 
represents a unique opportunity for reinvention and connectivity between Downtown 
and the University Hill. :" 



As previously referenced Re-Zone Syracuse currently contemplates a large volume of MX4 
due North and Northwest of the proposed project location. In order create a "24-hour 
neighborhood" there needs to be a good balance of uses, residential to support retail, 
retail to support residential, etc. 

Our location is immediately east to the connective corridor and well located to all 
contemplated neighborhood centers described within the Eastside Neighborhood. 
Furthermore, our project provides ample parking relative to the total occupancy which 
has not been provided traditionally, through the conversion of homes into rental 
properties scattered throughout this overall neighborhood. We believe our proposal will 
enhance the overall neighborhood and provide a solution towards the greater vision of a 
"24-hour neighborhood" supporting previously completed projects such as Update 
Medical Biotech and the Center of Excellence but also help to spur future investments 
within the neighborhood. 



Response to Office of Zoning Administration Letter dated February 25, 2019. 

In the below section, as request, we will address specific comments delivered via Heather 
Lamendola on behalf of The City of Syracuse Board of Zoning Appeals public hearing held 
on February 14, 2019. As previously contemplated without our response to the Planning 
Commissions comments along with general compliance within the Syracuse Land Use and 
Development Plan 2040, we feel that our project is appropriate for the neighborhood 
however the current zoning doesn't take into account the Land Use and Development 
plan and that the comments from the board are focused on historic uses and not forward 
looking. The Adapted Mansion Corridor calls specific criteria and uses, most of which are 
either not in compliance with the zoning or would make existing uses non-conforming 
from a Planning Perspective. The reality is that the neighborhood, like most others, has 
evolved through the years to accommodate market demands and best use, this includes 
when The Roosevelt was originally constructed along side what were at the time single 
family homes. Rezone Syracuse has been an on-going process for quite some time and for 
the balance of the neighborhood with the exception of this block, it seems to facilitate 
and support smart growth principals by promoting dense developments and a variety of 
uses through an MX4 classification. Below are specific responses to the specific comments 
as provided; 

1. Whether an undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood 
or a detriment to nearby properties will be created by the granting of the area variance. 

The board stated that the proposal would change the character of the existing 
neighborhood, which includes traditional wood-frame residential dwellings on East 
Genesee Street and Ashworth Place. The proposal involves substantial demolition of 
primarily small-scale buildings and their replacement with a single building having a 
much larger mass and scale. 

The requested variances are minimal when considering the facts and circumstances of 
this matter. The requested side and front setback variances will not materially change 
the setbacks that are present with the existing homes and buildings on the project site. 
The requested coverage variance is a function of the project's parking needs and is further 
minimized when taking into consideration the green space that will be created by the 
courtyard and public space area. It should be noted that the variances are consistent with 
the relief granted for other similar projects in the area (i.e., 505 Walnut, 1027-1029 E. 
Genesee, Peak Project). 

The proposed project has been intentionally separated into individual building elements 
which will function and appear consistent with existing surrounding buildings, including 
those located along the corridor. The proposed project includes individual building blocks 
separated by a public plaza and individual entry units which will function similar to single 



family or the existing multi-family structures which currently occupy the parcel. Part of 
what drives the necessity of "one building" from a code perspective is centered around 
parking - in order to provide ample and screened parking at the volume we propose, 
space is required . We feel we have done an appropriate job of solving this both practically 
from a volume perspective but also in line with the intentions of the Adapted Mansion 
Corridor relative to screening. The character of the project area is not residential as the 
site is surrounded by several large scale commercial and multi-family residential buildings. 
The proposed project will simply replace existing residential uses that have reached or 
are past their useful life with a new residential development. The requested variances 
will enable the applicant to address demand while also improving aesthetics and safety 
for residents and neighbors. Together, these improvements will enhance the character 
of the community. 

2. Whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by some method feasible 
for the applicant to pursue, other than an area variance 

The Board noted that by the nature of the proposal being new construction on 
vacant land that alternatives were open to the applicant so the requested variances are 
not necessary, or at least minimized. 

Alternatives to the project as proposed could include several smaller scale residential 
buildings, however, this approach would not provide the density required to achieve the 
objectives, Goals and Policies of the Land Use and Development Plan nor the Adapted 
Mansion Corridor. For example, screened/covered parking, reduction of curb cuts and 
enhanced pedestrian experience would be sacrificed and high-quality attractive design is 
compromised given the inefficiencies and associated costs. The quality housing that is 
sought after in today's market is significantly different than 25+ years ago - residents are 
seeking functional amenities, high end finishes, structured parking and multi modal 
transportation options. The proposed project would feature secure bicycle storage, 
pickup and drop off access for shared ride services and shuttle access to various drop off 
points around the City of Syracuse. 

Front Yard Setback: The proposed front setback is a direct result of the design of the 

building. It is intended to be close to the street to activate the East Genesee Street and 

Ashworth streetscapes. The units on the lowest level are townhomes with individual 

entrances, porches and stairs down to the sidewalks. On the East Genesee Street side, 

there is an oversized ROW which results in over 28 feet from the curb line to the Right 

of Way line. This area will be both well maintained landscaping and greenspace as well 

as a public plaza area in front of the storefront amenity space. The setback is also 

needed based on the building size which is designed to optimize parking and unit variety 

to best serve future residence of the development and the general housing need in the 

area. Complying with the required front setback would result in a loss of units, courtyard 

and amenity space with no significant benefit to the project. The proposed front 



setback is also comparable to the adjacent properties and the existing buildings on the 

site. 

Side Yard Setback: There is one side yard setback is 10.3 feet vs the 14' required by 

code. The building could be shifted further towards the east to meet the setback along 

the west property line; however, that would push the building closer to the two 

residential buildings along Pine Street. We felt it was appropriate to provide more than 

code requirement relative to the East set back and residential neighbors while 

tightening the space to the west which abuts a surface parking lot for an office building. 

It is more appropriate for the building to be closer to the existing commercial use and 

parking lot adjoining to the west. The width of the corridors has been designed to the 

minimum dimension possible which dictates the final size and shape of the building. 

Coverage: The coverage is based on the size and geometry of the two-level parking 

garage. The garage width is a result of the layout and dimensions of the parking spaces 

and drive aisles. The impact of the coverage is mitigated by an outdoor courtyard which 

will be built on top of the garage and contain green spaces and landscaping similar to the 

505 Walnut project across the street. A reduction in the coverage would directly result 

in far less parking. 

In addition, the substantiality of a particular variance cannot be measured solely by 
comparing the percentage deviation from established requirements. The overall effect 
of granting the relief is the relevant inquiry. For the reasons set forth herein and in the 
application materials generally, the requested variances are not substantial when 
evaluating the project in the context of the existing conditions and the anticipated 
improvements associated with the project. 

3. Whether the area variance is substantial 
The board noted that the variances necessary to construct this proposal are 

substantial. The maximum structural coverage allowed is 40% whereby the proposal 
occupies approximately 84% of the (proposed) property. The required front yards are 
10' along Ashworth Place and Genesee Street, and 25' along Pine Street, whereby the 
proposal is 9'/1. 7' and 10' respectively. 

Front Yard Setback: The proposed front setback is mitigated by the oversized right of 

way along Genesee Street. By located the building closer to the sidewalk the streetscape 

will be activated by the storefront area and townhome entrances creating a far more 

vibrant and safer neighborhood. Similarly, along Ashworth the proximity of the building 

to the sidewalk will allow for interaction between the proposed town home units and 

the reconstructed public sidewalk. 



Side Yard Setback: The proposed side yard setback variance is not substantial in that it is 

within 4' of the zoning requirement. The setback along the western property line is a 

direct result of the desire to create a larger buffer area to the east adjacent to the 

single-family homes on Pine Street. 

Coverage: The proposed coverage is significant when measuring the size of the garage 

as it relates to the parcel area. However, the proposal mitigates this impact through the 

use of the rooftop courtyard and green spaces. However, when viewed from street level 

and taking into account the greenspace provided on top of the parking structure, the 

coverage is approximately 64% rather than 80%. 

4. Whether the proposed variance will have an adverse impact on the physical or 
environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district. 

The Board noted that the proposal to create a 76,656 square-foot Jot, as opposed 
to the existing traditional urban residential building Jots (the typical Jot size within this 
block, with one or two exceptions, ranges from 3,300 square feet to 6,600 square feet), 
would result in the new construction of 283-unit apartment building, is in contrast to 
the existing physical character of the neighborhood. In addition, the proposed 
impervious coverage of 84% may have an adverse impact on storm water runoff as 
opposed to the current conditions. 

The variance requests will not have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or 

environmental conditions in the neighborhood. The project site currently contains 

residential apartment buildings of varying sizes and designs. The building on the 

northwest corner of East Genesee and Walnut Avenue intersection, has similar side 

setbacks to the proposed building as does 505 Walnut across the street. In addition, the 

proposed side setback will be adjacent to a commercial use and will not have any impact 

on that use or the conditions of the neighborhood. 

Further, the front setback is similar to other properties in the project area including the 

existing buildings on site. This is a direct result of the large ROW width of East Genesee 

Street. The setback will help make the front of the building more attractive and connect 

to the existing sidewalk activating East Genesee Street in a manner consistent with the 

Land Use and Development Plan. The proposed coverage and density are similar to 

other projects in the area and along the East Genesee Corridor. 

The project will also include new green infrastructure and stormwater movement 

techniques which will treat runoff for both water quality and quantity. Currently, all 

stormwater from the site is uncontrolled. Improvements also include the replacement 

of portions of an existing sanitary sewer which will greatly reduce inflow and infiltration 

(l&I). 



5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created, which consideration shall be relevant 
to the decision of the Board of Appeals but shall not preclude the granting of the area 
variance. 

The board noted the proposal involves demolition and new construction, and 
therefore the alleged difficulty could be considered self-imposed. 

The requested variances are largely requested due to the impending zoning change to a 
Mixed-Use district. The applicant has chosen to move forward with the project prior to 
the implementation of the new Mixed-Use Zoning which results in deviations from the 
current RB zoning district. The project as currently proposed serves to meet many of the 
objectives of the neighborhood by providing a variety of attractive housing serving a wide 
range of demographics. 

The applicant purchased the rental properties comprising the project site with the intent 
of operating the properties as they have been. However, the condition of the buildings is 
no longer competitive with the inventory being brought online. The renovation costs 
associated with creating units that are desirable and competitive within the market make 
renovations of the existing properties impractical. 



2. Stormwater Management. 
The project currently includes 12 properties totaling approximately 1. 7 acres. There are 
11 existing multifamily structures, some with detached garages. There is currently no 
stormwater management for the site. 

Under developed conditions, there will be a variety of stormwater practices which are 
designed to meet the State DEC and City requirements for runoff reduction, water 
quality and water quantity. The final design details of the practices will be provided in 
the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan {SWPPP). 

At a minimum, the practices will include underground storage below the garage (as 
shown on the attached utility plan), green roofs, a courtyard with turf areas and 
landscaping including new street trees. Additionally, portions of the City's sewer system 
will be relined in accordance with City requirements to reduce inflow and 
infiltration {1&1). The project provides greatly enhanced management of storm water a 
result of the new treatment and 1&1 reduction. 

3. Rare, threatened and endangered species 
The site is fully developed and contains 12 multifamily buildings with subsequent 
infrastructure including parking. There is no habitat to support rare, threatened or 
endangered species. 

4. Historic and Archeological Resources. 
There will be no impact on historic or archaeological resources. Please refer to attached 
"No Impact" letter from NY Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation. 

5. Gas and Electric 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Projected gas and electric demands are attached. Based on preliminary conversations 
with National Grid adequate capacity exists to service the project. 
Lighting 
Lighting will be contained on site and appropriate for residential use. Lighting will 
not impact adjacent properties and will be dark sky compliant. Fixtures will 
be 4,000k LED and primarily building mounted. There will also be low level landscape 
lighting in the courtyard area. There will be no large-scale commercial lighting. New 
lighting will result in a better lit and safer environment for pedestrians on East Genesee 
Street and Ashworth Place. 
Excavated Materials 
Excavation of soil will be required for the construction of the project as a result of the sub 
grade parking and the foundation system. Excavated materials will be hauled off site and 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable state and local regulations. The anticipated 
volume of excavation is approximately 30,000 cy's and will take place over a 3-4-

week period. 
Solid Waste 
The volume of solid waste generated by the facility is estimated to be approximately 67 
yards per week. The volume of recycled material generated by the project is estimated 



to be 22 yards per week. Trash will be collected in a compactor located in the garage level 
which will have direct access to Ashworth for loading. The trash will be collected 1-2 times 
per week and disposed of at the landfill and recycling center. 

9. Abatement Commitment 

The developer is committed to perform any/all required abatement as prescribed in the 

asbestos survey(s) for each property. Abatement will be performed in accordance with 

all applicable local and state regulations. 
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Service #1 

Service #2 

Service #3 
MC Typical #lA&B· 
MC Typical #3A&B 

MC Typ_ical #SA 

MC Typical #5B 

Unit Panel 

Space Lighting Heating/Coolin Ventilation Receptacles !Elevators IFire Pump !Total 
Level Type SF VA/SF VA/SF VA/SF VA/SF J KVA lKVA l KVA 
Level#0 Restaui:ant" 1905 9 7 10 19 

Level#P#l . Retail 0 0 0 0 0 ·,.. o;-:::". 0 _,_. -.0. ., 
0 ' •.. 0 

Level#1 - Ameri ities 9000 32 41 14 9 100 75 95 ·. 
-· 

262 ·· ··-·-114 ., :9.> 5 
Level #Pl Parking 42137 21 11 21 4 :,_57- " · 158 : "' 68 ~- --6 . ... -3 .. . 

44265 22 11 22 4 7· 60 . 166, :, 72 6'" L -- 83 69 66 37 100 75 

Utility !ransformers KVA 

4301 [Oml:-'SeMie 



Gas Pipe Sizing 

Job Name: .Syracuse -Prelim Gas Job No.: 2166.01 
Engineer/Designer: _G_b_e_n_..g_a_O_,,g._u_n_bo_r _________ _ Date: 1/24/2019 

Initial Pressure: 
Final Pressure: 
Pressure Drop: 

Sizing Method 
Length Multiplier 

I Elevation: 
Pressure: I 

:Absolute Flow Temp.: : 
IFlowTeme: I 

!Gas: 
I Provider: 
Specific Gravity: 

Type of Pipe: 

Longest Length: 
Total Lenqth: 

PSI 
2 
1 
1 

Multiplier 

150% 

834 
14.29 

60 
520 

NG -Xcel 
Grid 
0.65 

Steel - Schedule 40 

... 500 

750 

ln.W.C. 

0 

IFe_et 
psIa 

1: ~ 

Feet 

Feet 

I 
Demand: 17388 ICFH 

r-M_i_n __ 1-n-si_d_e_(i')----+----. -3-.5-2-8-----11nches 

Equipment Quantity 
Furnaces - Small 181 
Furnaces - Larqe · 102 
RTUs 2 ...... 

Garage MAU (-3F up to45F) ·. 1 
Generator ... 

.. 1 
Amenity Furnaces .. 4 
Pool Heater ,.•• 1 
Fireplaces and Grills 4 
Garage Unit Heaters .. 1 
Water Heaters 4 

.·· 
.. 

. 
.. 

Fittings Along Longest Length 
Type Equiv. Length Each Quantity 

. 

·• .. 
.. .. 

. 

Cale - Gas - IFGC 2009 - GO.xis Building 

Pipe Sizes 
Norn. Size Inside (i') Max. CFH 

0.5 .. 0;622 175 
0.75 0.824 366 

f • 1.049 . 690 
· 1.25 1.38 1416 

1.5 .. 1.61 2122 
2 2.067 4087 

2.5 2.469 6513 
3 3.068 11515 

3.5 3.548 16859 
4 4.026 23486 

5 . .. 5:.047 '42489 

6 6.065 68800 
8 7.981 I• 141358 

10 10.02 .. · 256745 
12 11 .938 406459 

Diversity CFH Each Total CFH 
100% 24 4344 
100% 36 3672 
100% 180 360 
.100% .. 3696 3696 
100% 2600 2600 
100% 80 320 
100% 300 300 
100% .. 75 . 300 
100% 200 200 
100% 399 1596 

... 

Total 17388 

Size Length 
.. 

. . 

Total 0 

1/24/20191:12 PM 




