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 Agency Correspondence and Public 
Involvement 

AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT TABLES 

Table E-1. Project Public Meetings  

Date Location Activity 
April 23, 2020 Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Borough Board Meeting 

February 12, 2020 Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 10  
February 10, 2020 Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 11  
February 6, 2020 Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 9  
January 15, 2020 Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 2  

September 26, 2019 Bronx, NY Meeting with the Bronx & Westchester Community 
Council 

June 10, 2014 New York, NY Marianne Anderson, New York City Department of 
Parks and Recreation (NYCDPR) 

March 20, 2013 Bronx, NY Bronx Office of NYCDCP 

March 13, 2013 New York, NY Manhattan Office of New York City Department of 
City Planning (NYCDCP) 

March 11 and April 8, 2013 New York, NY New York State Department of Transportation 
(NYSDOT) 

January 16, 2013 New York, NY Hudson Yards Development Corporation (HYDC) 

December 2010 New York, NY New York Metropolitan Transportation Council 
(incl. NYC TCC) (TAC) 

October 29, 2010 — Robert Yaro (Regional Plan Association) 
January 20, 2010 New York, NY TAC Meeting 
January 6, 2010 — Victoria Mason-Ailey, Columbia University 
January 2010 — Meeting with Kirsten Gillibrand (staff) 

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City and 
Parkchester, Bronx, NY 

 U.S. Representative Joseph Crowley  
(Congressional District 7)  

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

U.S. Representative Charles Rangel 
 (Congressional District 15)  

December 2009/January 2010 — U.S. Representative John Hall  
(Congressional District 17) 

December 2009/January 2010 — U.S. Representative Nitta Lowey  
(Congressional District 18) 

December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester and Hunts 
Point, Bronx, NY 

State Representative (Senate) Ruben Diaz, Sr.  
(District 32) 

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City and 
Parkchester, Bronx, NY State Representative (Senate) Jeff Klein (District 34) 

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Senate) Eric T. Schneiderman 
(District 31)  

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Senate) Bill Perkins (District 
30) 
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Table E-1. Project Public Meetings (continued) 

Date Location Activity 

December 2009/January 2010 Upper West Side, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Senate) Thomas Duane 
(District 29) 

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City, Bronx, NY State Representative (Senate) Ruth Hassell 
Thompson (District 36)  

December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY State Representative (Assembly) Naomi Rivera 
(District 80) 

December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY State Representative (Assembly) Peter Rivera 
(District 76)  

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Daniel O'Donnell 
(District 69)  

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Herman D. Farrell 
(District 71)  

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Keith Wright 
(District 70) 

December 2009/January 2010 Upper West Side, New 
York, NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Linda Rosenthal 
(District 67) 

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City, New York, 
NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Carl Heastie 
(District 83)  

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City, New York, 
NY 

State Representative (Assembly) Michael Benedetto 
(District 82)  

December 2009/January 2010 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY State Representative (Assembly) Marcos Crespo 
(District 85)  

December 2009/January 2010 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY State Representative (Assembly) Carmen E. Arroyo 
(District 84)  

December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY City Council Member Anabel Palma (District 18)  
December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY City Council Member Jose Rivera (District 15) 

December 2009/January 2010 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY City Council Member Maria Carmen del Arroyo 
(District 17)  

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City, New York, 
NY City Council Member Larry Seabrook (District 12)  

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City and 
Parkchester, Bronx, NY City Council Member James Vacca (District 13)  

December 2009/January 2010 Upper West Side, New 
York, NY City Council Member Christine Quinn (District 3) 

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY City Council Member Robert Jackson (District 7) 

December 2009/January 2010 West 125th Street, New 
York, NY City Council Member Inez Dickens (District 9)  

December 2009/January 2010 Co-op City, Bronx, NY Kenneth Kearns (DM of Board 10) 
December 2009/January 2010 — Ms. Pat Jones (CB 9) 
December 2009/January 2010 — Penny Ryan (DM of Board 7) 
December 2009/January 2010 — Robert Benfatto (Board 4) 
December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY Francisco Gonzales (DM of Board 9) 
December 2009/January 2010 Parkchester, Bronx, NY John Fratta (DM of Board 11) 
December 2009/January 2010 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY John Robert (DM of Board 2) 

December 2009/January 2010 — Kevin Corbett (Chair of Empire State. 
Transportation Alliance) 
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Table E-1. Project Public Meetings (continued) 

Date Location Activity 

December 2009/January 2010 — Buzz Paaswell (University Transportation Research 
Center) 

December 2009/January 2010 New York, NY 
Operations TAC Meeting with Long Island Railroad 

(LIRR), New Jersey Transit (NJ TRANSIT), 
Amtrak, Metro-North Railroad 

November 18, 2009 — Meeting with Charles Schumer (staff) 
November 4, 2009 Connecticut CT Department of Transportation 
November 4, 2009 — William Henderson (PCAC) 

October 13, 2009 
West 125th Street and 
Upper West Side, New 

York, NY 
City Council Member Gail Brewer (District 6)  

October 10/29, 2009 
West 125th Street and 
Upper West Side, New 

York, NY 

U.S. Representative Jerry Nadler  
(Congressional District 8)  

October 7, 2009 Bronx, NY Bronx Borough President Ruben Diaz, Jr. 

October 7, 2009 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY U.S. Representative Jose E. Serrano 
 (Congressional District 16)  

September 29, 2009 New York, NY Mayor's Office of Environmental Coordination 
(TAC) 

September 29, 2009 New York, NY NYC Department of Parks and Recreation (TAC) 
September 29, 2009 New York, NY NYC Economic Development Corporation (TAC) 

August 2002 Manhattan, NY Meeting with Manhattan Borough President’s staff 
July 31, 2002 Parkchester, Bronx, NY Community Open House 

July – September 2002 Manhattan and Bronx, 
NY 

Meetings with District Managers of Manhattan 
Community Board 9 (W. 125th Street), and Bronx 

Community Boards 9 (Parkchester), 10 (Co-op 
City), 11 (north-central Bronx) and 12 (northern 

Bronx) 
June 27, 2002 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY Community Open House 
June 25, 2002 125th Street, NY, NY Community Open House 
June 24, 2002 Co-Op City, Bronx, NY Community Open House 
June 19, 2002 Parkchester, Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 9 Member 
June 12, 2002 Parkchester, Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 9  
June 12, 2002 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 2 
June 12, 2002 Hunts Point, Bronx, NY Public meeting at Bronx Community Board 2 
June 10, 2002 Co-op City, Bronx, NY Meeting with Bronx Community Board 10  

June 7 and September 12, 2002 Bronx, NY Meetings with Bronx Borough President's staff 
June 7, 2002 New York, NY Meeting with Manhattan Borough President’s staff 

November 27, 2001 New York, NY TAC Meeting. #4 
November 27, 2001 New York, NY CLC Meeting. #3 
October 17, 2000 New York, NY TAC Meeting. #3 
October 17, 2000 New York, NY CLC Meeting. #2 
March 16, 2000 New York, NY TAC Meeting. #2 
October 7, 1999 Stamford, CT Public scoping meeting 
October 5, 1999  Tarrytown, NY Public scoping meeting 

September 30, 1999 Co-op City, Bronx, NY Public scoping meeting 
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Table E-1. Project Public Meetings (continued) 

Date Location Activity 
September 28, 1999 New York, NY Public scoping meeting 

September 23, 1999 Grand Central Terminal, 
NY Public open house 

September 22, 1999 Penn Station, NY Public open house 
September 21, 1999 New York, NY CLC Meeting. #1 
September 14, 1999 New York, NY Agency scoping meeting and TAC Meeting. #1 

January 14, 1995 — Poughkeepsie/Dutchess City Transportation 
Committee 

January 14, 1993 New York, NY NYC Department of Transportation (TAC) 

January 14, 1993 New York, NY NYC Department of Environmental Protection 
(TAC) 

January 14, 1993 New York, NY NYC Landmarks Preservation Commission (TAC) 
January 14, 1993 Westchester, NY Westchester County Planning Board (TAC) 
January 14, 1993 Putnam, NY Putnam County Dept. of Planning and Dev. (TAC) 
January 14, 1993 — Mid Hudson South TCC (TAC) 

Source: WSP and Metro-North, 2020 
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Table E-2. GEC/Stakeholder Meetings (March 2019–June 2020) 

Date Meeting/Coordination Summary 
June 18, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
May 21, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
May 6, 2020 Meeting with MTACD and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to review Permit Pre-Application 

April 16, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
March 19, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

February 20, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
January 16, 2020 Monthly Progress Meeting with MTACD, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

November 7, 2019 Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

October 30, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and Amtrak to review the AC Traction Power Load Flow 
Studies 

October 28, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and MNR to review New Rochelle Yard design concepts 
October 24, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

October 22, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review proposed track outages, construction phasing, 
support protection resources 

October 10, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
October 3, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the Pelham Bay Bridge project 
October 3, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the track design plans 

September 19, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, Amtrak, MNR and CSX to review track alignment 
September 12, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
September 6, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak, FRA and FTA to review the project simulations 
August 29, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
August 27, 2019  Meeting with Amtrak to discuss the subsurface investigation program 
August 19, 2019  Meeting with Montefiore Medical Center to review Morris Park Station 
August 14, 2019  Meeting with NYCDCP to review Morris Park Station 

August 8, 2019  Meeting with NYC Department of City Planning, NYC EDC and NYCDOT to review 
station designs 

August 1, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
July 25, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and Amtrak to review the track alignment 
July 18, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

July 11, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak, FTA and FRA to provide a project briefing and 
update 

June 27, 2019  Meeting with New York State and CSX to discuss the track alignment 
June 21, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and Amtrak to review stations design approach 
June 19, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
June 18, 2019  Meeting with MT Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the Track Basis of Design 
June 17, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the Communications Basis of Design 
June 5, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
June 2019 Provided RTC simulations track alignments to Amtrak 

May 22, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
May 21, 2019  Meeting with MNR and CSX to review the track alignment 
May 9, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the Signals Basis of Design 
May 8, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 

May 7, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak to review the Structures Basis of Design and the Amtrak 
Pelham Bay Bridge project status 
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Table E-2. GEC/Stakeholder Meetings (March 2019–June 2020 (continued) 

Date Meeting/Coordination Summary 
May 6, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and Amtrak to review the track alignment 
May 3, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and Amtrak to review the Stations Basis of Design 

April 26, 2019  Conference call with Amtrak to discuss the Traction Power and OCS Basis of Design 
April 24, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
April 22, 2019  Meeting with NYCDCP, NYCEDC and NYCDOT to review stations designs 
April 18, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak to discuss PSA simulations/working group meeting 
April 12, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR and LIRR to discuss DC Traction Power Studies 
April 10, 2019  Bi-weekly Progress Meeting with MTACC, MNR, LIRR and Amtrak 
April 5, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak to discuss PSA simulations/working group meeting 
April 3, 2019  Meeting with Amtrak to review/workshop the track alignment 

March 27, 2019  Meeting with NYC Department of City Planning to review the Morris Park and 
Parkchester/Van Nest Stations 

March 27, 2019  CSX provided letter dated March 27, 2019 and reconfirmed July 3, 2019 stating "CSX has not 
identified a fatal flaw" of alignment E2 

March 18, 2019  Meeting with MTACC and Amtrak technical discipline leads to review project scope 

March 6, 2019  Stakeholder Kick-Off Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak, LIRR to review the project 
scope 

March 5, 2019  Coordination conference call with CSX 
March 1, 2019  Meeting with MTACC, MNR, Amtrak to discuss PSA simulations/working group meeting 

Source: WSP, 2020 
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Table E-3. Technical Working Group Meetings between January 2016 and August 2019 

Date Meeting 
OPERATIONS SIMULATIONS 

March 1, 2019 Working Group meeting to present findings of randomize results on the NHL and full 
territory 

September 13, 2018 Working Group meeting to present draft findings of deterministic results on NHL and full 
territory, and discuss cases for randomize runs 

June 13, 2018 
Steering Committee meeting to discuss preferred option for HGL. Agreed for MNR to 
prepare a memorandum comparing Options E’ and G for Amtrak and other Steering 
Committee members to facilitate selection of a preferred HGL alignment 

May 4, 2018 
Working Group meeting to present results for perturbed simulations of discrete delay events 
(police activity at stations and Hell Gate Bridge openings) and provide an overview of all Hell 
Gate Line simulations and comparison of the options 

March 29, 2018 Working Group meeting to present updated deterministic simulations and results of 
randomized simulations 

February 8, 2018 Follow up call with working group members (Amtrak) to discuss HGL initial results 

January 25, 2018 Working Group meeting on HGL Deterministic Simulations findings for Options A1, B1, C2, 
E, and G 

October 25, 2017 Working Group meeting. Briefed working group on Hell Gate Line (HGL) alignment options 
and operations simulations to be studied (A1, B1, C2, E, G) 

February 28, 2017  Kick-off meeting 
POWER SIMULATIONS 

August 22, 2019 Working Group meeting with LIRR on further analysis of DC traction power section and 
provided an overview of the draft report 

April 12, 2019 
Working Group meeting with overview of DC section technical analyses, preliminary 
simulation results for PSNY to Woodside DC section, and discussed the Hell Gate Line DC 
section results 

October 19, 2018 Meeting with LIRR to discuss DC power assumptions and understanding of separate LIRR 
study 

September 27, 2018 
Working Group meeting on the preliminary findings of the DC traction power section from 
PSNY through HAROLD Interlocking and on the HGL simulations. Also provided an 
overview of the Amtrak Phase Break section located north of GATE Interlocking 

June 12, 2018 Working Group meeting on the preliminary findings of the HGL traction power simulations 

November 9, 2017 Working Group meeting on status of the seasonal readings taken at MNR substations, the 
transition of AC power to DC power from HAROLD Interlocking to GATE Interlocking 

February 28, 2017 Kick-off meeting 
TRAVEL DEMAND FORECASTING 

November 9, 2017 Working Group meeting on the draft 2025 travel demand forecasts and the draft findings of 
the MNR 2016 Customer Satisfaction Survey 

February 24, 2017 Working Group kick off meeting on the travel demand forecast refinement activities, origin-
destination patterns, and early findings from the MNR 2016 Customer Satisfaction Survey 
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Table E-3. Technical Working Group Meetings between January 2016 and August 2019 (continued) 

Date Meeting 
STATION AREA PLANNING/TOD/VALUE CREATION 

July 14, 2017 Working Group meeting with NYC Department of City Planning to brief on work performed 
and discuss potential next steps 

November 22, 2016 Working Group meeting with HR&A presentation of initial value capture findings 
August 8, 2016 Working Group meeting on market analysis summary with HR&A 
June 27, 2016 Working Group meeting on TOD & Value Capture with executives 
May 2, 2016 Working Group meeting on value capture study with HR&A 
April 5, 2016 Kick off meeting on value capture study kickoff with HR&A 

March 16, 2016 Working Group meeting on potential and/or proposed development around station areas and 
value capture study scope of work 

February 5, 2016 Working Group meeting on potential and proposed development around station areas, NYC 
Department of City Planning efforts, and value capture study scope of work 

January 15, 2016 Kick off break out session 
Source: WSP, 2019 
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AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE  





August 25, 2020

Daniel Grulich
Director of Interagency Coordination
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Olmsted Center, Room 24D
Flushing Meadows-Corona Park
New York, NY 11368

Subject: MTA Penn Station Access Project - Section 4(f) Concurrence

Dear Mr. Grulich:

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is proposing the Penn Station Access (PSA)
Project to provide one-seat passenger rail service to Penn Station New York (PSNY) on Manhattan’s
west  side  for  MTA  Metro  North  Railroad’s  (Metro-North)  New  Haven  Line  (NHL)  customers
(Proposed Project). MTA Construction & Development (MTACD) is responsible for the planning,
design, and construction of the Proposed Project and related public outreach, and Metro-North would
operate and maintain the service. The Proposed Project would provide new rail service from New
Haven, Connecticut (CT) to PSNY in Manhattan by utilizing Amtrak’s Hell Gate Line (HGL) through
the eastern Bronx and western Queens. The Proposed Project would make infrastructure
improvements on the HGL beginning in southeastern Westchester County, where NHL trains would
divert onto the HGL at Shell Interlocking and extending to Harold Interlocking in Queens, joining
the MTA Long Island Rail Road (LIRR) Mainline. As part of the Proposed Project, four new Metro-
North stations would be constructed in the eastern Bronx at Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest,
Morris Park, and Co-op City (see Attachment 1). The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the
lead federal agency for the Environmental Assessment and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, which is
being prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).
The Proposed Project will require a small permanent easement and a non-exclusive easement within
Starlight Park. This resource qualifies for protection under Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966, as amended (23 C.F.R. Part § 774, codified in 49 U.S.C. 303 and
generally referred to as “Section 4(f)”). The purpose of this letter is to request your concurrence that
the proposed Section 4(f) use of Starlight Park would not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes of Starlight Park. To aid your ability to concur, we are providing background information
about the Proposed Project as well as the MTA’s justification for reaching these determinations.
In addition, the Proposed Project will require a permanent easement for two small areas (2,000 square
feet total) immediately east and west of the Amtrak right-of-way for the Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge
for construction of wing walls for the bridge. The bridge reconstruction would require realignment



of the golf cart and bridle paths underneath the bridge that connects the Pelham Bay and Split Rock
Golf Courses, within the existing right-of-way. The purpose of this letter is to also request your
concurrence that the proposed permanent easement and temporary construction would not adversely
affect the activities, features, or attributes of Pelham Bay Park and the temporary construction would
not rise to the level of a Section 4(f) “use” of the property.
In accordance with Section 4(f), FTA may not approve the use of land from a publicly-owned public
park, recreation or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or any historic site unless a determination is made
that: (i) there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of the land from the property; (ii) the
action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the property resulting from such use; or
(iii) the Section 4(f) use is de minimis. With respect to parks, recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl
refuges, as summarized from 49 U.S.C. 303(d)(3), FTA may make a finding of de minimis impact
only if:

• After public notice and opportunity for public review and comment, FTA finds that the
transportation program or project will not adversely affect the activities, features, and
attributes of the park, recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge eligible for
protection under this section; and

• The finding has received concurrence from the officials with jurisdiction over the park,
recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge.

Project Purpose and Need
The  purpose  of  the  Penn  Station  Access  Project  is  to  provide  improved  rail  access  to  PSNY  and
Manhattan’s West Side from southern Connecticut, Westchester County, and the eastern Bronx. The
Proposed Project is needed to:

• Substantially reduce travel times to and from Manhattan’s West Side by providing direct
service to NHL customers.

• Introduce convenient, direct rail service to communities in the eastern Bronx currently
underserved by mass transit.

De Minimis Section 4(f) Use

Starlight Park is a NYCDPR-owned waterfront park located along the Sheridan Expressway and the
Bronx River, between East 174th Street and Westchester Avenue. Within Starlight Park, a permanent
easement (approximately 4,400 square feet) would be required immediately adjacent to railroad right-
of-way (ROW) for signal equipment and a retaining wall (see Attachment 2). This small area is not
a part of the planned amenities for Starlight Park and the permanent easement would not affect the
activities, features, or attributes of the existing or planned publicly-accessible portions of Starlight
Park. The Proposed Project would require a non-exclusive easement to use a shared path that is
planned as part of Starlight Park Phase 2 for limited vehicular access for maintenance of the signal
equipment. Since this vehicular use is anticipated to be limited and of short duration, this non-
exclusive easement would not adversely change the activities, features, or properties of the resource.

Pelham Bay and Split Rock Golf Courses include a public golf facility that comprises two 18-hole
courses. The two golf courses are located north and south of the railroad ROW and the Pelham Lane
Pathway Bridge. The Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge carries two railroad tracks over a golf cart path
and a bridle path. The Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge must be replaced or rehabilitated as part of the
Proposed Project in order to accommodate the increased operations from the proposed Metro-North



service. This construction will require permanent easements for two small areas (200 square feet and
1,750 square feet) immediately to the east and west of the Amtrak ROW for the Pelham Lane Pathway
Bridge to accommodate parts of the proposed wing walls for the bridge (see Attachment 3). These
small areas are part of the golf cart path and bridle path, which will both be realigned underneath the
bridge as part of the project. Access under the bridge will be maintained for golfers and horseback
riders within the park.  Following construction, the permanent easement would not affect the
activities, features, or attributes of the existing publicly-accessible portions of Pelham Bay Park and
the two golf courses.

Based on this analysis, MTA believes that the Section 4(f) use of these properties would not adversely
affect the activities, features, or attributes qualifying these properties for protection under Section
4(f). We request your concurrence that the minor effects to Starlight Park and Pelham Bay Park would
not impair the activities, features, and attributes important to the parks.

Temporary Occupancy within Pelham Bay and Split Rock Golf Courses

While the construction of the Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge (described above) would temporarily
affect (approximately 12 months) the pathways under the bridge, within the existing Amtrak ROW,
one path under the Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge will be maintained for use by the public throughout
construction. Therefore, golfers will continue to be able to access Split Rock Course throughout the
duration of construction.

Temporary occupancy is not a Section 4(f) use if all of the following conditions exist:
· the land use is of short duration (defined as less than the time needed for the construction of

the project);

· there is no change in ownership of the land; the scope of the work must be minor;

· there are no temporary or permanent adverse changes to the activities, features, or attributes
of the property;

· the land must be fully restored to a condition at least as good as prior to the project; and

· there must be documented agreement from the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property
with the above conditions.

Since construction of the bridge will be temporary (approximately 12 months), there would be no
change in ownership, the work would be minor and would not result in adverse changes to the
activities, features, or attributes of the property, MTA intends to determine this would not be
considered a use of a Section 4(f) resource. We request your concurrence that the temporary effects
to Pelham Bay and Split Rock Golf Courses would not impair the activities, features, and attributes
important to the facility.

Upon your written agreement, MTA intends to propose a de minimis impact finding to the FTA for
the use of Starlight Park and Pelham Bay Park. MTA also intends to propose the temporary occupancy
of the golf cart and bridle paths that connect Pelham Bay and Split Rock Golf Courses would not be
considered a use of a Section 4(f) resource. Public and agency comment on the proposed effects will



be sought following your concurrence and prior to the request for a de minimis impact finding from
FTA.

If you agree with the statements above, please indicate your concurrence on the signature line below
and return to my attention by September 4, 2020. Should you have any questions regarding this letter,
or would like to have a conference call to discuss the project, please contact me at 917-379-7128 or
by email at linda.corcoran@mtacd.org.

Sincerely,

Linda Corcoran
MTA Construction & Development

cc: David Cuff, Director of Environmental Review, NYC Parks; Richelle Gosman, FTA

Attachments: Attachment 1 – Proposed Project
Attachment 2 – Starlight Park
Attachment 3 – Pelham Bay Park



Concurrence with MTA’s determination that the Section 4(f) use of Starlight Park and Pelham Bay
Park for the Penn Station Access Project would not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes qualifying these properties for protection under Section 4(f). and concurrence with
MTA’s determination that the temporary occupancy of Pelham Bay and Split Rock Golf Courses
for the Penn Station Access Project would not be considered a use of a Section 4(f) resource:

_____________________________

Signature, New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

_____________________________

Printed Name

_____________________________

Date

Section 4(f) Finding Approval:

_____________________________

Signature, Federal Transit Administration

_____________________________

Printed Name

_____________________________

Date
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Alyssa Cobb Konon 
Deputy Commissioner 
Planning & Development 

T 
F 

212.360.3402 
212.360.3453 

E  Alyssa.Cobb@parks.nyc.gov City of New York 
Parks & Recreation 

The Arsenal 
Central Park 
New York, NY 10065 
www.nyc.gov/parks  

 
 
 

 
Re:  Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Environmental Review Bronx, New 

York, Queens and Westchester Counties 
 
  
Dear Ms. Corcoran: 
 
 
The New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (“NYC Parks”) has received your 
letter dated July 31, 2019 regarding the Effects Assessment prepared to evaluate the 
potential effects of the Penn Station Access project proposed by MTA Metro-North 
Railroad. NYC Parks understands that a Historic Architectural Resources Background 
Study was prepared in the spring of 2014 and the Effects Assessment was prepared to 
evaluate the potential effects of the project on historic and archeological identified 
resources.  Further, the Effects Assessment has been developed in accordance with the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Section 106).  
 
Based on our review of the Effects Assessment, NYC Parks has the following comments:  
 
 NYC Parks should be notified in the event the area of impact expands beyond what is 

shown in the Effects Assessment. Several properties owned by the City of New York and 
under the jurisdiction of NYC Parks are proximate to the Hell Gate Line, including (but not 
limited to): Astoria Park, Randall’s Island Park and Concrete Plant Park. 

 NYC Parks notes that the Astoria Park Pool and Play Center, located within Astoria Park, 
is a designated New York City Landmark (LP-2196) and is adjacent to the Hell Gate 
Bridge. Our understanding, based on reviewing the Effects Assessment, is that no 
construction activities are proposed for the Hell Gate Bridge as part of the Penn Station 
Access project; thus, not part of the Area of Potential Effect for the project. 

 In the event that any construction activities are identified that would potentially have an 
impact on parkland, a NYC Parks construction permit would be required; the details of 
which can be found on our website at: https://www.nycgovparks.org/permits/construction. 

 
 
 
 

  

August 28, 2019 
 
 
Linda Corcoran 
Penn Station Access EA Project Manager 
MTA Capital Construction 
2 Broadway, 8th Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
 

mailto:Alyssa.Cobb@parks.nyc.gov
https://www.nycgovparks.org/permits/construction
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Please direct any further requests for comments on this matter to my attention at 
david.cuff@parks.nyc.gov or the address listed above. Thank you for seeking our 
feedback on this important project.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
David Cuff, ACIP 
Director of Environmental Review 
 
 
cc:  Colleen Alderson, Chief of Parklands and Real Estate, NYC Parks 
 Brendan Shera, Interagency Coordinator, NYC Parks 
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November 23, 2020 
 

 

       
 

 

 

Ms. Jennifer Wuotinen 
Program Manager 
MTA 
2 Broadway, A16.51 
New York, NY 10004 

 

 

       
 

Re: 
 

 FTA 
MTA Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Project 
Manhattan 
13PR03777 

 

 

       
 

 

Dear Ms. Wuotinen,  
 
Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO). We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  
 
On September 2 and 6, SHPO received updates to the Section 106 effects assessment of the 
MTA Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Project. In addition to constructing four new 
Metro-North stations in the eastern Bronx at Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, 
and Co-op City, MTA would include infrastructure improvements. To increase operational 
flexibility, MTA would construct an additional interlocking at the Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge, 
located within Pelham Bay Park, along with demolition of the existing bridge. A new 
replacement bridge is proposed as well.  
 
The Pelham Bay Park Historic District on December 31, 2018, however, the railroad tracks 
and the Pelham Lane Pathway Bridge are were not identified as contributing elements to the 
historic district at that time. After further analysis, our office determined that the Pelham Lane 
Bridge is eligible for listing in the National Register as an example of a steel thru-plate girder 
bridge in the Bronx. The Eligibility Evaluation is attached to the Unique Site Number (USN) in 
CRIS.  
 
It is the opinion of SHPO that the proposed demolition of the bridge will have an Adverse 
Effect on the bridge. We recommend that all alternatives to demolition be explored and a 
report summarizing the results be submitted to us as the next step in the review process. In 
addition, we understand that MTA is developing a Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the entire 
project and we look forward to working with you on that document.  
 



 

Division for Historic Preservation 
 

 

P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 • (518) 237-8643 • parks.ny.gov 
 

    

  

 

 

 

    

We would appreciate if the requested information could be provided via our Cultural Resource 
Information System (CRIS). If you have any questions, I can be reached at 
sloane.bullough@parks.ny.gov.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Sloane Bullough 
Historic Sites Restoration Coordinator by email only 

 

 

N        

 

mailto:sloane.bullough@parks.ny.gov
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ANDREW M. CUOMO 
 

 

ERIK KULLESEID 
 

  

Governor 
 

 

Commissioner 
 

  

        

 

October 29, 2020 
 

 

       
 

Ms. Jennifer Wuotinen, Program Manager 
MTA 
2 Broadway, A16.51 
New York, NY 10004 

 
 

       
 

Re: 
 

 FTA 
MTA Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Project 
Manhattan 
13PR03777 

 
 

       
 

Dear Jennifer Wuotinene,  
 
Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO). We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  
 
On September 9, we received an update and amendment to the Section 106 effects 
assessment regarding the expansion of the New Rochelle Yard portion of the project. The 
amendment proposes to expand the existing yard at New Rochelle by constructing an 
approximately 2,000-foot long retaining wall with fill along a section of the southern slope. This 
enlarged area would accommodate the desired revenue train storage and servicing functions 
as well as the required MOW equipment storage. 
 
Our office concurs that there is only one National Register eligible site in the Area of Potential 
Effect (APE), the Kaufman Building at 271 North Avenue. We do not feel a that the yard 
expansion will adversely impact the Kaufman Building, however, we respectfully request that 
you provide more detailed design materials when they become available. We are pleased to 
see that a construction protection plan is proposed and would also request that a copy be 
submitted in CRIS for our review and approval.  
 

We would appreciate if the requested information could be provided via our  Cultural Resource 
Information System (CRIS). If you have any questions, I can be reached at 
sloane.bullough@parks.ny.gov.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Sloane Bullough 
Historic Sites Restoration Coordinator by email only 

 

 
        

 

mailto:sloane.bullough@parks.ny.gov
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ANDREW M. CUOMO 
 

 

ERIK KULLESEID 
 

  

Governor 
 

 

Commissioner 
 

  

        

 

October 05, 2020 
 

        

 

Ms. Jennifer Wuotinen 
Program Manager 
MTA 
2 Broadway, A16.51 
New York, NY 10004 

 

        

 

Re: 
 

 

FTA 
MTA Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Project 
13PR03777 

 

        

 

Dear Ms. Wuotinen: 
 

        

Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO).  We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources.  
 
SHPO has reviewed Phase IA Archaeological Assessment, New Rochelle Yard Expansion and 
Upgrades, Penn Station Access Project, New Rochelle, Westchester County, New York 
(Historical Perspectives, August 2020).  
 
Based on the information provided, we concur with the report’s conclusion that due to extensive 
prior disturbance the proposed New Rochelle yard expansion and upgrade have no potential to 
affect archaeological resources and that no further archaeological investigation is needed for 
this component of the overall project.  
 
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Philip A. Perazio, Historic Preservation Program Analyst - Archaeology Unit 
Phone:  518-268-2175 
e-mail:  philip.perazio@parks.ny.gov      via e-mail only 
 
cc:  Richelle Gosman, FTA 
 James Richardson, MTA 
 Gina Santucci and Amanda Sutphin. LPC 

mailto:philip.perazio@parks.ny.gov
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ANDREW M. CUOMO 
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Governor 
 

 

Commissioner 
 

  

        

 

June 4, 2019 
 

        

 

Ms. Jennifer Wuotinen 
Program Manager 
MTA 
2 Broadway, A16.51 
New York, NY 10004 

 

        

 

Re: 
 

 

FTA 
MTA Metro-North Railroad Penn Station Access Project 
13PR03777 

 

        

 

Dear Ms. Wuotinen: 
 

Thank you for continuing to consult with the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO). We have reviewed the provided documentation in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources. They do not include other environmental impacts to New 
York State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project.  
 
We have reviewed the Section 106 Effects Assessment report (prepared by Lynn Drobbin & 
Associates and WSP and dated May 15th, 2019) that was submitted to our office on May 15th, 
2019. Based upon our review, the document appears acceptable for above-ground resources. 
Earlier this year, SHPO reviewed four Phase IA archaeological reports, one for each of the 
proposed station locations. Two of these reports – for Co-Op City and Morris Park – identified 
the potential for buried archaeological deposits and recommended a program of soil borings to 
collect stratigraphic data. We concurred with those recommendations (Perazio, 23 January 
2019, one letter for each]). We have not received any further information regarding these two 
locations. Please advise regarding the status of those investigations.  
 
We would appreciate if the requested information could be provided via our Cultural Resource 
Information System (CRIS) at https://cris.parks.ny.gov/ on the CRIS site, you can log in as a 
guest and choose "submit" at the very top menu. Next choose "submit new information for an 
existing project". You will need this project number and your e-mail address.  If you have any 
questions, I can be reached at (518) 268-2182. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Olivia Brazee  
Historic Site Restoration Coordinator 
olivia.brazee@parks.ny.gov         via e-mail only 

https://cris.parks.ny.gov/


From: Michael Kavalar (DCP)
To: Anderson, James B.
Cc: Hallas, Victoria
Subject: RE: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
Date: Thursday, May 31, 2018 4:33:50 PM
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Hi James and Victoria,
 
Thank you both for the quick response. Attached is an updated table with the two projects of which
we are aware appended to the end of the list. Please don’t hesitate to reach out with any questions
you might have, either via email or by phone (718 220 8504).
 
Best,
Michael
 

From: Anderson, James B. [mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 4:29 PM
To: Michael Kavalar (DCP) <MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov>
Cc: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>
Subject: RE: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Michael-
 
Apologies for not replying immediately. As Tori notes, ½ mile around the station area is what we are
focused on. Any additions you have are greatly appreciated.
 
Thanks again,
 
James
 

From: Hallas, Victoria 
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 4:20 PM
To: Michael Kavalar (DCP) <MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov>; Anderson, James B.
<James.Anderson@wsp.com>
Subject: RE: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Hi Michael,
 
Yes, we are thinking a half-mile buffer around the station locations.
 
Thanks,
 
Victoria Hallas, LEED AP ND
Planner

mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov
mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
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Penn Station Access EA

No Build Projects		05/18/ 2018

		Project Name

		Developer/Sponsor

		Location

		Segment

		Type(s) of Use

		Size/Description

		Anticipated Year of Completion



		1125 Whitlock Avenue

		Ader Group

		1125 Whitlock Avenue, 
South Bronx

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Residential; Commercial; Community Facility

		473,000 sf with 474 affordable dwelling units, 9,520 sf of community facilities, and 14,937 sf of retail

		Two phases with full build out in 2021



		909 Beck Street

		Archcare

		909 Beck Street, Longwood

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Residential

		69,290 sf of residential (89 dwelling units)

		Under construction



		780 East 135th Street

		Bluestone Group, Altmark Capital, and Princeton Holdings

		780 East 135th Street, 
Port Morris

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Not yet determined; Potential Residential; Commercial

		Not yet determined

		Not yet determined



		1430 Bruckner Boulevard

		Stock N’ Lock/SNL Storage

		1430 Bruckner Boulevard, 
Soundview

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Commercial

		49,560 sf self-storage facility

		Summer 2018



		1410 Story Avenue

		York Studios

		1410 Story Avenue, 
Soundview

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Commercial

		167,315 sf of commercial space for movie production

		Late 2018 – Early 2019



		633 Mead Street

		Imran Iqbal

		633 Mead Street, Van Nest

		Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area

		Residential

		3,489 sf of residential

		Not yet determined



		841A Morris Park Avenue

		Nissan Cohen

		841A Morris Park Avenue, Van Nest

		Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area

		Commercial; Residential

		1,336 sf retail; 389 sf medical offices; 8,405 sf of residential 

		Not yet determined



		1549 St. Lawrence Avenue

		Sean Coyne

		1549 St. Lawrence Avenue

		Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area

		Residential

		2,673 sf of residential 

		Not yet determined.



		508 Van Nest Avenue

		Jonathan Sacks

		508 Van Nest Avenue, Van Nest

		Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area

		Commercial; Community Facility; Residential

		3,500 sf of retail and community facility; 36,232 sf of residential

		Not yet determined.



		513 Van Nest Avenue

		Kole Popaj

		513 Van Nest Avenue, Van Nest

		Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area

		Residential

		6,207 sf of residential

		Not yet determined.



		Hutchinson Metro Center South Campus

		Simone Development Companies

		1500 Waters Place

		Morris Park Station Area

		Commercial

		Two phases of construction totalling nearly 1.9 m sf of new and renovated Class A commercial space

		Not yet determined.



		Hunts Point Truck Access Project 

		New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT)

		Hunts Point

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Transportation Study

		A Planning-Environmental Link Study on nearby highway truck access to Hunts Point Food Distribution Center.

		2025



		Transforming the South Bronx – Bruckner/

Sheridan Improvements

		NYSDOT

		Hunts Point

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Modification of Sheridan Expressway to Boulevard;  

Implementation of signage and pavement marking for new routes

		The proposed project will also implement new measures such as signing and pavement marking to direct auto, truck, and pedestrian traffic within the Hunts Point Peninsula

		2019



		1776 Eastchester

(address is deceiving — this is actually within the Metro Atrium Center development off Marconi St in Hutch Metro Center)

		Simone

		Hutch Metro Center

		Morris Park Station Area

		Non-profit hospital staff dwellings (Community Facility)

		Seven story addition to recently completed parking garage. Will contain up to 182 units of non-profit hospital staff dwellings for medical residents at Montefiore hospital. Immediately adjacent to proposed station area.

		2019



		Spofford Redevelopment Project

		NYCEDC

		Hunts Point

		Hunts Point Station Area

		Commercial; Community Facility; Residential; Open Space

		“…five-acre, $300 million campus features nearly 740 units of 100 percent affordable housing, recreational and community facilities, commercial space, and over an acre of public open space. Additionally, a portion of the site will also be preserved for early education programming…”

		2024















Phone: 212-465-5615

WSP USA
One Penn Plaza, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10119
 

From: Michael Kavalar (DCP) [mailto:MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 3:50 PM
To: Anderson, James B. <James.Anderson@wsp.com>
Cc: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>
Subject: RE: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Hi James,
 
Apologies for the delay on this and thank you for the reminder.
 
Quick question: Can you clarify what you mean by projects “reasonably near” the PSA project? Are
you thinking roughly projects within a half-mile of the four proposed stations in the Bronx? There are
two projects that come to mind that I can add, but I wanted to confirm with you first. It appears you
already have the project for the redevelopment of the ESD site in your list.
 
Best,
Michael
 

From: Anderson, James B. [mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 3:39 PM
To: Michael Kavalar (DCP) <MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov>
Cc: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>
Subject: FW: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Michael-
 
Shawn had forwarded my email to you in the hopes you could assist us. Have you had a chance to
review the attached?
 
Thanks in advance,
 
James
 
____________________________________________________
 
From: Shawn Brede (DCP) [mailto:SBREDE@planning.nyc.gov] 
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 2:53 PM

mailto:MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov
mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
mailto:MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov
mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:SBREDE@planning.nyc.gov


To: Anderson, James B. <James.Anderson@wsp.com>
Cc: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>; Bucich, Nicole A. <Nicole.Bucich@wsp.com>;
'Linda Corcoran' <LCorcoran@mtacc.info> <LCorcoran@mtacc.info>; Michael Kavalar (DCP)
<MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov>
Subject: RE: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Thanks James.  Adding Michael Kavalar who is the PM for Metro-North work.
 
Shawn
 
 

From: Anderson, James B. 
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 2:39 PM
To: SBREDE@planning.nyc.gov
Cc: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>; Bucich, Nicole A. <Nicole.Bucich@wsp.com>;
'Linda Corcoran' <LCorcoran@mtacc.info> <LCorcoran@mtacc.info>
Subject: Penn Station Access EA: 2025 No-build Projects Update
 
Shawn-
 
Greetings and salutations, it has been awhile. You recently met with MTACC on the status of the
Penn Station Access project, which is swiftly moving into engineering and trying to complete our
environmental documentation. In the past you helped us fully identify future developments
surrounding the proposed Metro-North stations in the Bronx, and we hope that you can do so again.
Attached is an updated table with what we believe are the current No build (year 2025) projects in
the Bronx that are reasonably near the PSA project. If you could please review it, we’d appreciate it.
Please feel free to add rows and information for anything we may have missed.
 
Please reach out if you have any questions.
 
Thanks in advance,
 
 
James Anderson, AICP
Supervising Transportation Planner
Technical Principal
 

 
Phone: +1 212 465 5345
Email: james.anderson@wsp.com
 
WSP USA
1 Penn Plaza
2nd Floor 
New York, New York, 10119
 

mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:Nicole.Bucich@wsp.com
mailto:LCorcoran@mtacc.info
mailto:LCorcoran@mtacc.info
mailto:MKavalar@planning.nyc.gov
mailto:SBREDE@planning.nyc.gov
mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:Nicole.Bucich@wsp.com
mailto:LCorcoran@mtacc.info
mailto:LCorcoran@mtacc.info
mailto:james.anderson@wsp.com
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Hallas, Victoria

From: WOROBEY, ERIK <ERIK.WOROBEY@nypd.org>
Sent: Monday, July 9, 2018 8:56 AM
To: Hallas, Victoria
Subject: A message from the NYPD 

Good Morning, in response to your letter dated 5/22/18 I have the following information. 
The NYPD currently does not have any projects scheduled in the areas of Hunts Point, Parkchester‐Van Nest, 
Morris Park and Co‐op City. Although the existing NYPD precincts 41,43,45,47, and 49 that serve the study 
areas currently are not scheduled to have any planned changes to their existing facilities, the NYPD will 
continue to adapt and serve the needs of the ever changing landscape of this City and Department.  
Please note‐ the NYPD is currently conducting site surveys for the possible re‐location of the Bronx Tow Pound 
currently located at 745 East 141 street. It is unknown if the future sire of the Bronx Tow Pound will reside in 
the above areas. 
 
Thank You. 





 

 

One Penn Plaza 
New York, NY 10119 
  
Tel.: +1 212 465-5000 
  
Tel.: +1 212 465-5096 
wsp.com 

2018-05-22 

 

Thomas M. Chan  
Chief of Transportation 
New York City Police Department (NYPD) 
1 Police Plaza Path 
New York, NY 10038 
 
Re: Metro-North Penn Station Access Study – Request for NYPD Information 
 

Dear Chief Chan: 

WSP USA Inc. (formally Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.) is a consultant to the Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(MTA) Metro-North Railroad for an environmental assessment (EA) of proposed New Haven Line service, via 
Amtrak’s Hell Gate Line, to Penn Station, New York. The proposed service includes new commuter rail stations in 
the vicinities of Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, and Co-op City. The station facilities would be 
consistent with those at existing Metro-North Railroad stations in the Bronx, with a platform, overhead canopy, 
encased elevator, and staircase. The new stations would be located within the existing rail rights-of-way and there 
would be no station house. The intersections that are closest to the access point of the proposed stations are: Bruckner 
Boulevard and Hunts Point Avenue (Hunts Point Station), East Tremont Avenue and Dogwood Drive (Parkchester-
Van Nest Station), Bassett Avenue and Morris Park Avenue (Morris Park Station), and Erskine Place and De Reimer 
Avenue (Co-op City Station). 

For the study’s assessment of community facilities and services in the areas of the proposed stations, I am writing to 
request the following information with respect to police protection facilities and services: 

1 Does the NYPD have plans to make any changes to existing facilities or services by the year 2025 in the areas of 
Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, or Co-op City? The existing Police Precincts that currently 
serve the study areas – defined by a ¼-mile radius around the proposed station locations – are (see Figure 1 
below): 
a Hunts Point Station Area 

i 41st Precinct at 1035 Longwood Avenue 
b Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area 

i 43rd Precinct at 900 Fteley Avenue 
ii 49th Precinct at 2121 Eastchester Avenue 

c Morris Park Station Area 
i 49th Precinct at 2121 Eastchester Avenue 

d Co-op City Station Area 
i 45th Precinct at 2877 Barkley Avenue 
ii 47th Precinct at 4111 Laconia Avenue 
iii 49th Precinct at 2121 Eastchester Avenue 

 



 

Page 2 
 

2 Would the proposed Metro-North Railroad service through eastern Bronx and the new Bronx stations require any 
changes to NYPD facilities, equipment, or staffing? 

 
I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be reached at 212-465 5615 if you have any 
questions concerning the above. If you have any questions regarding the study, please contact James Richardson, 
Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or jrichardson@mnr.org. 

Kind regards, 

 

  

Victoria Hallas 
Planner 
WSP USA Inc. 

      

 
cc: James Anderson, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Bucich, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Weymouth, WSP USA Inc. 
      Robert Conway, MTA 
      Linda Corcoran, MTA 
      James Richardson, Metro-North 
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Figure 1- NYPD Precincts that Serve the Station Areas  

 
 





 

 

One Penn Plaza 
New York, NY 10119 
  
Tel.: +1 212 465-5000 
  
Tel.: +1 212 465-5096 
wsp.com 

2018-05-22 

 

Captain Simon Ressner 
Bureau of Operations, Office of City Planning 
Fire Department of the City of New York (FDNY) 
9 Metrotech Center 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
 
Re: Metro-North Penn Station Access Study – Request for FDNY Information 
 

Dear Captain Ressner: 

WSP USA Inc. (formally Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.) is a consultant to the Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(MTA) Metro-North Railroad for an environmental assessment (EA) of proposed New Haven Line service, via 
Amtrak’s Hell Gate Line, to Penn Station, New York. The proposed service includes new commuter rail stations in 
the vicinities of Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, and Co-op City. The station facilities would be 
consistent with those at existing Metro-North Railroad stations in the Bronx, with a platform, overhead canopy, 
encased elevator, and staircase. The new stations would be located within the existing rail rights-of-way and there 
would be no station house. The intersections that are closest to the access point of the proposed stations are: Bruckner 
Boulevard and Hunts Point Avenue (Hunts Point Station), East Tremont Avenue and Dogwood Drive (Parkchester-
Van Nest Station), Bassett Avenue and Morris Park Avenue (Morris Park Station), and Erskine Place and De Reimer 
Avenue (Co-op City Station). 

For the study’s assessment of community facilities and services in the areas of the proposed stations, I am writing to 
request the following information with respect to fire protection facilities and services: 

1 Does the FDNY have plans to make any changes to existing facilities or services by the year 2025 in the areas of 
Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, or Co-op City? The existing Fire Companies that currently 
serve the study areas – defined by a ¼-mile radius around the proposed station locations – are (see Figure 1 
below): 
a Hunts Point Station Area 

i Engine 94, Ladder 48 at 1226 Seneca Avenue 
ii Engine 73, Ladder 42 at 655 Prospect Avenue 
iii Engine 82, Ladder 31 at 1213 Intervale Avenue 

b Parkchester-Van Nest Station Area 
i Engine 64, Ladder 47 at 1214 Castle Hill Avenue 
ii Engine 90, Ladder 41 at 1843 White Plains Road 

c Morris Park Station Area 
i Squad 61 at 1518 Williamsbridge Road 
ii Engine 89, Ladder 50 at 2924 Bruckner Boulevard 

d Co-op City Station Area 
i Engine 66, Ladder 61 at 21 Asch Loop 
ii Engine 89, Ladder 50 at 2924 Bruckner Boulevard 
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2 Would the proposed Metro-North Railroad service through eastern Bronx and the new Bronx stations require any 

changes to FDNY facilities, equipment, or staffing? 
 
I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be reached at 212-465 5615 if you have any 
questions concerning the above. If you have any questions regarding the study, please contact James Richardson, 
Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or jrichardson@mnr.org. 

Kind regards, 

 

  

Victoria Hallas 
Planner 

      

WSP USA Inc. 
 
cc: James Anderson, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Bucich, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Weymouth, WSP USA Inc. 
      Robert Conway, MTA 
      Linda Corcoran, MTA 
      James Richardson, Metro-North 
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Figure 1- FDNY Facilities that Serve the Station Areas  

 
 





From: Hallas, Victoria
To: Ressner, Simon (FDNY)
Cc: Anderson, James B.; Bucich, Nicole A.
Subject: RE: Metro-North Penn Station Access Study - Request for FDNY Information
Date: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 2:12:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Captain Ressner,
 
Since this project has been ongoing for many years, we haven’t had a kick off meeting recently.
However, MTA continues to hold regular meetings with the WSP team and Metro-North as we
progress with the environmental review of this project.
 
Please let me know if you have any other questions as you review the material I’ve provided.
 
Best,
 
Victoria Hallas, LEED AP ND
Planner

Phone: 212-465-5615

WSP USA
One Penn Plaza, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10119
 

From: Ressner, Simon (FDNY) [mailto:Simon.Ressner@fdny.nyc.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 2:07 PM
To: Hallas, Victoria <VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com>
Subject: RE: Metro-North Penn Station Access Study - Request for FDNY Information
 
Hi Victoria:
 
Understood about the previous assumptions and they do remain the main consideration.  We
will review the information about the location of the stations and access to those stations.  In
addition, at this point will you be having any kick-off meetings regarding this?
 
Captain Simon Ressner
 
FDNY
Bureau of Operations, City Planning
9 Metrotech Center, Room 7S-14B
Brooklyn NY 11201
 
718 999 0392
Simon.ressner@fdny.nyc.gov
 

mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
mailto:Simon.Ressner@fdny.nyc.gov
mailto:James.Anderson@wsp.com
mailto:Nicole.Bucich@wsp.com
mailto:Simon.ressner@fdny.nyc.gov
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From: Hallas, Victoria [mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 2:03 PM
To: Ressner, Simon (FDNY)
Cc: Bucich, Nicole A.; Anderson, James B.
Subject: Metro-North Penn Station Access Study - Request for FDNY Information
 
Captain Ressner,
 
I am writing to follow up on the Penn Station Access Study (http://web.mta.info/mta/planning/psas/)
that was discussed with you back in 2013. My colleague, Max Sokol, originally contacted you
regarding this project, which involves running Metro-North New Haven Line service along Amtrak’s
existing Hell Gate Line as well as proposing four new Metro-North stations in the eastern Bronx.
 
We have been working on the engineering for the project and are amidst updating our
environmental documentation. We wanted to check in with you to make sure your previous
judgement on the project still holds. The previous assumptions that were discussed with you about
the proposed stations still remain true (no street geometry changes, with access points for
pedestrian safety).
 
I am attaching a letter that describes the project in a bit more detail and provides a project location
map for your reference. Thank you for taking the time to review this project and I would appreciate
your response at your earliest convenience.
 
Please feel free to reach out to me directly should you have any questions.
 
Best,
 
Victoria Hallas, LEED AP ND
Planner

Phone: 212-465-5615

WSP USA
One Penn Plaza, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10119
 

mailto:VICTORIA.HALLAS@wsp.com
http://web.mta.info/mta/planning/psas/


















July 14, 2020

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

New York Ecological Services Field Office
3817 Luker Road

Cortland, NY 13045-9385
Phone: (607) 753-9334 Fax: (607) 753-9699

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

In Reply Refer To: 
Consultation Code: 05E1NY00-2018-SLI-3293 
Event Code: 05E1NY00-2020-E-10920  
Project Name: MTA Penn Station Access Project
 
Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed 

project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as 
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). This list can also 
be used to determine whether listed species may be present for projects without federal agency 
involvement. New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and 
distribution of species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list.

Please feel free to contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the 
potential impacts to federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated 
and proposed critical habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations 
implementing section 7 of the ESA, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 
days. This verification can be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service 
recommends that verification be completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC site at regular intervals 
during project planning and implementation for updates to species lists and information. An 
updated list may be requested through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process 
used to receive the enclosed list. If listed, proposed, or candidate species were identified as 
potentially occurring in the project area, coordination with our office is encouraged. Information 
on the steps involved with assessing potential impacts from projects can be found at: http:// 
www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require 
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/ 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm
http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html
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eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the Services wind energy 
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and 
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications 
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http:// 
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http:// 
www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/ 
comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project 
planning to further the purposes of the ESA. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in 
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project 
that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

Official Species List

http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html
http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm
http://www.towerkill.com/
http://www.towerkill.com/
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

New York Ecological Services Field Office
3817 Luker Road
Cortland, NY 13045-9385
(607) 753-9334

This project's location is within the jurisdiction of multiple offices. Expect additional species list 
documents from the following office, and expect that the species and critical habitats in each 
document reflect only those that fall in the office's jurisdiction:

Long Island Ecological Services Field Office
340 Smith Road
Shirley, NY 11967-2258
(631) 286-0485



07/14/2020 Event Code: 05E1NY00-2020-E-10920   2

   

Project Summary
Consultation Code: 05E1NY00-2018-SLI-3293

Event Code: 05E1NY00-2020-E-10920

Project Name: MTA Penn Station Access Project

Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Description: The Metropolitan Transportation Authority Capital Construction 
(MTACC) and Metro-North Railroad are advancing the environmental 
review of the proposed Penn Station Access Project (“Proposed Project”). 
The Proposed Project would create a new Metro-North Railroad link 
directly into Penn Station. The Proposed Project generally extends from 
Sunnyside Yards in Queens along the Hell Gate Line right-of-way to New 
Rochelle, Westchester. The Proposed Project would include the 
construction of new passenger tracks along a five-mile segment of the 
Hell Gate Line right-of-way and four new passenger stations. Other 
elements that would be constructed or modified as part of the Proposed 
Project include: interlockings, rail bridges, traction power, signal 
upgrades, yards, and facilities. All project elements are anticipated to be 
located within the existing rail right-of-way. 
 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency for 
the environmental review, which is being prepared in accordance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Previous correspondence 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for the Proposed 
Project occurred in June 2013 and is attached. Due to the passage of time, 
MTACC is seeking updated coordination with your office regarding 
Endangered Species Act (ESA), Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 
(MBTA), and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940 (BGEPA) 
for the proposed station areas (Hunts Point, Parkchester–Van Nest, Morris 
Park, and Co-op City), because these are the areas in which major 
construction of Project elements would occur. We request any available 
information concerning federally-listed threatened or endangered species, 
species of special concern, and/or any unique habitat under the 
jurisdiction of USFWS that may occur in the station areas. The 
information provided by USFWS will be used in the preparation of 
environmental documentation for the Proposed Project. However, map(s) 
showing specific locations of sensitive species or habitats developed from 
lists provided by USFWS will not be published in any document unless 
permission is granted by the agency. 
 
I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be 
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reached at 212-465-5615 if you have any questions concerning the above. 
If you have any questions regarding the study, please contact James 
Richardson, Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or 
jrichardson@mnr.org.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W

Counties: Bronx, NY | New York, NY | Queens, NY | Westchester, NY

https://www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W
https://www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W
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1.

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 0 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

1

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/


July 14, 2020

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Long Island Ecological Services Field Office
340 Smith Road

Shirley, NY 11967-2258
Phone: (631) 286-0485 Fax: (631) 286-4003

In Reply Refer To: 
Consultation Code: 05E1LI00-2018-SLI-0866 
Event Code: 05E1LI00-2020-E-01413  
Project Name: MTA Penn Station Access Project
 
Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed 

project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as 
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of 
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to 
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to 
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical 
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the 
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be 
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be 
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and 
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested 
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the 
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or 
designated critical habitat.
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A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) 
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that 
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the 
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service 
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed 
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered 
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require 
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/ 
eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy 
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and 
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications 
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http:// 
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http:// 
www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/ 
comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project 
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in 
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project 
that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

Official Species List
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Long Island Ecological Services Field Office
340 Smith Road
Shirley, NY 11967-2258
(631) 286-0485

This project's location is within the jurisdiction of multiple offices. Expect additional species list 
documents from the following office, and expect that the species and critical habitats in each 
document reflect only those that fall in the office's jurisdiction:

New York Ecological Services Field Office
3817 Luker Road
Cortland, NY 13045-9385
(607) 753-9334
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 05E1LI00-2018-SLI-0866

Event Code: 05E1LI00-2020-E-01413

Project Name: MTA Penn Station Access Project

Project Type: TRANSPORTATION

Project Description: The Metropolitan Transportation Authority Capital Construction 
(MTACC) and Metro-North Railroad are advancing the environmental 
review of the proposed Penn Station Access Project (“Proposed Project”). 
The Proposed Project would create a new Metro-North Railroad link 
directly into Penn Station. The Proposed Project generally extends from 
Sunnyside Yards in Queens along the Hell Gate Line right-of-way to New 
Rochelle, Westchester. The Proposed Project would include the 
construction of new passenger tracks along a five-mile segment of the 
Hell Gate Line right-of-way and four new passenger stations. Other 
elements that would be constructed or modified as part of the Proposed 
Project include: interlockings, rail bridges, traction power, signal 
upgrades, yards, and facilities. All project elements are anticipated to be 
located within the existing rail right-of-way. 
 
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency for 
the environmental review, which is being prepared in accordance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Previous correspondence 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for the Proposed 
Project occurred in June 2013 and is attached. Due to the passage of time, 
MTACC is seeking updated coordination with your office regarding 
Endangered Species Act (ESA), Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 
(MBTA), and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940 (BGEPA) 
for the proposed station areas (Hunts Point, Parkchester–Van Nest, Morris 
Park, and Co-op City), because these are the areas in which major 
construction of Project elements would occur. We request any available 
information concerning federally-listed threatened or endangered species, 
species of special concern, and/or any unique habitat under the 
jurisdiction of USFWS that may occur in the station areas. The 
information provided by USFWS will be used in the preparation of 
environmental documentation for the Proposed Project. However, map(s) 
showing specific locations of sensitive species or habitats developed from 
lists provided by USFWS will not be published in any document unless 
permission is granted by the agency. 
 
I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be 
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reached at 212-465-5615 if you have any questions concerning the above. 
If you have any questions regarding the study, please contact James 
Richardson, Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or 
jrichardson@mnr.org.

Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W

Counties: Bronx, NY | New York, NY | Queens, NY | Westchester, NY

https://www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W
https://www.google.com/maps/place/40.83188693932261N73.88230258310972W
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1.

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 4 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

Birds
NAME STATUS

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus
Population: [Atlantic Coast and Northern Great Plains populations] - Wherever found, except 
those areas where listed as endangered.
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location is outside the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Threatened

Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

Threatened

Roseate Tern Sterna dougallii dougallii
Population: Northeast U.S. nesting population
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2083

Endangered

Flowering Plants
NAME STATUS

Seabeach Amaranth Amaranthus pumilus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8549

Threatened

1

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2083
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8549
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Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.
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One Penn Plaza 
New York, NY 10119 
Tel.: +1 212 465-5000 
  
wsp.com 

Page 1 
 

2018-09-11 

RE: MTA Penn Station Access Project, New York City and Westchester, NY 

 

Mr. David Stilwell, Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New York Field Office 
3817 Luker Road 
Cortland, NY 13045 
 

Dear Mr. Stilwell: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority Capital Construction (MTACC) and Metro-North 
Railroad are advancing the environmental review of the proposed Penn Station Access Project 
(“Proposed Project”). The Proposed Project would create a new Metro-North Railroad link 
directly into Penn Station. The Proposed Project generally extends from Sunnyside Yards in 
Queens along the Hell Gate Line right-of-way to New Rochelle, Westchester (see Attachment 1). 
The Proposed Project would include the construction of new passenger tracks along a five-mile 
segment of the Hell Gate Line right-of-way and four new passenger stations. Other elements that 
would be constructed or modified as part of the Proposed Project include: interlockings, rail 
bridges, traction power, signal upgrades, yards, and facilities. All project elements are anticipated 
to be located within the existing rail right-of-way.  

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency for the environmental review, 
which is being prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
Previous correspondence with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for the Proposed 
Project occurred in June 2013 and is attached (see Attachment 2). Due to the passage of time, 
MTACC is seeking updated coordination with your office regarding Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA), and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 
1940 (BGEPA) for the proposed station areas (Hunts Point, Parkchester–Van Nest, Morris Park, 
and Co-op City), because these are the areas in which major construction of Project elements 
would occur. We request any available information concerning federally-listed threatened or 
endangered species, species of special concern, and/or any unique habitat under the jurisdiction of 
USFWS that may occur in the station areas. The information provided by USFWS will be used in 
the preparation of environmental documentation for the Proposed Project. However, map(s) 
showing specific locations of sensitive species or habitats developed from lists provided by 
USFWS will not be published in any document unless permission is granted by the agency.  

I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be reached at 212-465 
5615 if you have any questions concerning the above. If you have any questions regarding the 
study, please contact James Richardson, Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or 
jrichardson@mnr.org. 
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Kind regards, 

 

  

Victoria Hallas       
WSP USA Inc. 
 
cc: James Anderson, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Bucich, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Weymouth, WSP USA Inc. 
      Robert Conway, MTA 
      Linda Corcoran, MTA 
      James Richardson, Metro-North 
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Victoria Hallas
WSP USA
One Penn Plaza, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10119

Re: MTA Penn Station Access Project -- Hell Gate Line and Four Proposed Stations
County: Bronx, Westchester   Town/City: City Of New Rochelle, City Of New York

1127

Nicholas Conrad
Information Resources Coordinator
New York Natural Heritage Program

Sincerely,

October 15, 2018

Dear Ms. Hallas:

    In response to your recent request, we have reviewed the New York Natural Heritage 
Program database with respect to the above project.

    Enclosed is a report of rare or state-listed animals and plants, and significant natural 
communities that our database indicates occur along or in the vicinity of the project site.

    For most sites, comprehensive field surveys have not been conducted; the enclosed 
report only includes records from our database. We cannot provide a definitive statement as 
to the presence or absence of all rare or state-listed species or significant natural 
communities. Depending on the nature of the project and the conditions at the project site, 
further information from on-site surveys or other sources may be required to fully assess 
impacts on biological resources.

    Our database is continually growing as records are added and updated. If this proposed 
project is still under development one year from now, we recommend that you contact us 
again so that we may update this response with the most current information.

    The presence of the plants and animals identified in the enclosed report may result in 
this project requiring additional review or permit conditions. For further guidance, and for 
information regarding other permits that may be required under state law for regulated areas 
or activities (e.g., regulated wetlands), please contact the NYS DEC Region 2 Office, Division 
of Environmental Permits, at dep.r2@dec.ny.gov.



New York Natural Heritage Program Report on State-listed Animals

The following state-listed animals have been documented
in the vicinity of the project site.

FEDERAL LISTING

The following list includes animals that are listed by NYS as Endangered, Threatened, or Special Concern; 
and/or that are federally listed or are candidates for federal listing.

For information about any permit considerations for the project, contact the NYSDEC Region 2 Office, 
Division of Environmental Permits, at dep.r2@dec.ny.gov.
A listing of Regional Offices is at http://www.dec.ny.gov/about/558.html.

The following species has been documented nesting on the Hell Gate Railroad Bridge and the Triborough Bridge.

 COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME NY STATE LISTING

Falco peregrinus EndangeredPeregrine Falcon
Breeding

4548

This report only includes records from the NY Natural Heritage database.

If any rare plants or animals are documented during site visits, we request that information on the observations 
be provided to the New York Natural Heritage Program so that we may update our database.

Information about many of the listed animals in New York, including habitat, biology, identification, 
conservation, and management, are available online in Natural Heritage’s Conservation Guides at 
www.guides.nynhp.org, and from NYSDEC at www.dec.ny.gov/animals/7494.html.

Page 1 of 110/15/2018



Report on Rare Animals, Rare Plants, and
Significant Natural CommunitiesNew York Natural Heritage Program

The following rare plants and rare animals
have been documented at the project site, or in its vicinity.

HERITAGE CONSERVATION STATUSSCIENTIFIC NAME NY STATE LISTING

We recommend that potential impacts of the proposed project on these species or communities be addressed 
as part of any environmental assessment or review conducted as part of the planning, permitting and approval 
process, such as reviews conducted under SEQR. Final requirements of the project to avoid, minimize, or 
mitigate potential impacts are determined by the lead permitting agency or the government body approving 
the project.

The following animals, while not listed by New York State as Endangered or Threatened, are rare in New York and 
are of conservation concern.

COMMON NAME 

Protected Bird Imperiled in NYS 12539Egretta thulaSnowy Egret

Protected Bird Imperiled in NYS

12542

Plegadis falcinellusGlossy Ibis

Protected Bird Critically Imperiled in NYS

4123

Tyto albaBarn Owl
Breeding

Hutchinson River Parkway Bridge, 1/3 mile from Hell Gate Line, 1/2 mile from proposed Co-op City Station. .

Protected Bird Imperiled in NYS

12540

Egretta caeruleaLittle Blue Heron

Protected Bird Imperiled in NYS 12541Nyctanassa violaceaYellow-crowned Night-Heron 

Dragonflies and Damselflies

Unlisted Imperiled in NYS 14740Erythrodiplax bereniceSeaside Dragonlet

Pelham Bay Park, salt marsh adjacent to Hell Gate Line, 2008-07-25.
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Breeding

Breeding

Breeding

Breeding

Goose Island, Hutchinson River, 1/10 mile from Hell Gate Line, 1/3 mile from proposed Co-op City Station: A salt marsh island.

Bees

Unlisted Critically Imperiled in NYS

14797

Bombus fervidusYellow Bumble Bee

Pelham Bay Park, .1 mile from Hell Gate Line and .4 mile from proposed Co-op City Station, 2009-08-14.



The following plants are listed as Endangered or Threatened by New York State, and are a vulnerable natural 
resource of conservation concern.

HERITAGE CONSERVATION STATUSSCIENTIFIC NAME NY STATE LISTINGCOMMON NAME 

Endangered Critically Imperiled in NYS

7621

Paspalum laeveField Beadgrass

Pelham Bay Park, Barton Pell Traffic Circle, .1 mile from Hell Gate Line, 1997-07-03: Roadside lawn.

Threatened Imperiled in NYS

9789

Agastache nepetoidesYellow Giant-hyssop

Pelham Bay Park, 60 yards from Hell Gate Line, 1997-07-03: Along railroad access road near Hutchinson River Parkway
   Extension.
and
Pelham Bay Park, 50 yards from Hell Gate Line, 1996-10-31: A deciduous forest.

Threatened Imperiled in NYS

13120

Silene caroliniana
 ssp. pensylvanica

Wild Pink

Pelham Bay Park, 100 yards from Hell Gate Line, 2007-05-10: 2000: The plants are on a rocky knoll dominated by red
oak.

4121

This report only includes records from the NY Natural Heritage database. For most sites, comprehensive field 
surveys have not been conducted, and we cannot provide a definitive statement as to the presence or absence of 
all rare or state-listed species. Depending on the nature of the project and the conditions at the project site, 
further information from on-site surveys or other sources may be required to fully assess impacts on biological 
resources.
If any rare plants or animals are documented during site visits, we request that information on the observations be provided to the New
York Natural Heritage Program so that we may update our database.

Information about many of the rare animals and plants in New York, including habitat, biology, identification, conservation, and
management, are available online in Natural Heritage’s Conservation Guides at www.guides.nynhp.org, from NatureServe Explorer at
www.natureserve.org/explorer, and from USDA’s Plants Database at http://plants.usda.gov/index.html (for plants).
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New York Natural Heritage Program

The following rare plants and rare animals have
historical records

in the vicinity of the Hell Gate Line.

The following rare plants and animals were documented in the vicinity of the project site at one time, but have 
not been documented there since 1979 or earlier, and/or there is uncertainty regarding their continued presence. 
There is no recent information on these plants and animals in the vicinity of the project site and their current 
status there is unknown. In most cases the precise location of the plant or animal in this vicinity at the time it 
was last documented is also unknown.

If suitable habitat for these plants or animals is present in the vicinity of the project site, it is possible that they 
may still occur there. We recommend that any field surveys to the site include a search for these species, 
particularly at sites that are currently undeveloped and may still contain suitable habitat.

Report on Historical Records of Rare Animals,
Rare Plants, and Natural Communities

Iris prismatica Threatened

7820

Imperiled in NYSSlender Blue Flag

1947-06-12: Pelham Bay. Marsh.

Acalypha virginica Endangered

9842

Critically Imperiled in NYSVirginia Three-seeded
 Mercury

1954-10-10: Pelham Bay. Specimen label: Pelham Bay Park.

Symphyotrichum subulatum
 var. subulatum

Threatened

7871

Imperiled in NYSAnnual Saltmarsh Aster

1946-09-26: Pelham Bay. Salt marsh.

Oxalis violacea Threatened

7217

Imperiled in NYSViolet Wood Sorrel

1947-05-31: Pelham Bay. Edge of woodland.

Information about many of the rare animals and plants in New York, including habitat, biology, identification, conservation, and 
management, are available online in Natural Heritage’s Conservation Guides at www.guides.nynhp.org, from NatureServe Explorer at 
www.natureserve.org/explorer, and from USDA’s Plants Database at http://plants.usda.gov/index.html (for plants).

SCIENTIFIC NAME HERITAGE CONSERVATION STATUSNYS LISTING         COMMON NAME 

Plants

Page 1 of 1



 

 Page 1 

 

One Penn Plaza 
New York, NY 10119 
Tel.: +1 212 465-5000 
  
wsp.com 

  
 

2018-09-12

RE: MTA Penn Station Access Project, New York City and Westchester, NY

 

Mr. Nicholas Conrad, Information Resources Coordinator 
New York Heritage Program 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
625 Broadway, 5th Floor  
Albany, New York 12233 
 

Dear Mr. Conrad: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority Capital Construction (MTACC) and Metro-North 
Railroad are advancing the environmental review of the proposed Penn Station Access Project 
(“Proposed Project”). The Proposed Project would create a new Metro-North Railroad link 
directly into Penn Station. The Proposed Project generally extends from Sunnyside Yards in 
Queens along the Hell Gate Line right-of-way to New Rochelle, Westchester (see Attachment 1). 
The Proposed Project would include the construction of new passenger tracks along a five-mile 
segment of the Hell Gate Line right-of-way and four new passenger stations. Other elements that 
would be constructed or modified as part of the Proposed Project include: interlockings, rail 
bridges, traction power, signal upgrades, yards, and facilities. All project elements are anticipated 
to be located within the existing rail right-of-way.  

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency for the environmental review, 
which is being prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
Previous New York State Department of Environmental Conservation correspondence for the 
Proposed Project occurred in June 2013 regarding the proposed station locations (Hunts Point, 
Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, and Co-op City) and is attached (see Attachment 2). Due to 
the passage of time, MTACC respectfully requests updated information regarding any state-listed 
threatened or endangered species, species of special concern, and habitats of special concern in the 
vicinity of the proposed station locations. The information provided by New York Natural 
Heritage Program will be used in the preparation of environmental documentation for the 
Proposed Project. However, map(s) showing specific locations of sensitive species or habitats will 
not be published in any document unless permission is granted by the agency. 

I would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience and may be reached at 212-465 
5615 if you have any questions concerning the above. If you have any questions regarding the 
study, please contact James Richardson, Metro-North Railroad, at 212-499-4474 or 
jrichardson@mnr.org. 
 
 
 



 

 
Page 2 

 

Kind regards, 

 

  

Victoria Hallas       
WSP USA Inc. 
 
cc: James Anderson, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Bucich, WSP USA Inc. 
      Nicole Weymouth, WSP USA Inc. 
      Robert Conway, MTA 
      Linda Corcoran, MTA 
      James Richardson, Metro-North 
 



 

 

WSP USA 
 
wsp.com 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
GREATER ATLANTIC REGIONAL FISHERIES OFFICE 
55 Great Republic Drive 
Gloucester, MA 01930-2276 
 

 
       December 2, 2020 
 
 
Donald Burns 
Director of Planning and Program Development 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Transit Administration, Region 2 
One Bowling Green 
Room 428 
New York, NY 10004 
 
RE: Essential Fish Habitat Assessment for Proposed Bridge over the Bronx River for the Metro-
North Railroad Penn Station Access Project Bronx, New York 
 
Dear Mr. Burns: 
 
We have reviewed the information provided in your November 3, 2020, letter and accompanying 
essential fish habitat assessment (EFH) for the Penn Station Access Project in the Bronx and 
Queens, New York. The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is proposing a new rail 
service for MTA Metro North Railroad’s (Metro-North) New Haven Line customers from New 
Haven, Connecticut to Manhattan, New York using Amtrak’s Hell Gate Line through the eastern 
Bronx and western Queens. The project proposes to make infrastructure improvements to the rail 
service, which includes the construction of four new Metro North stations, construction of 
additional passenger tracks, the rehabilitation of two existing draw bridges, and the construction 
of a new two-span bridge over the Bronx River. The project aims to enhance Metro North’s 
network resiliency, support faster recovery efforts, and facilitate its ability to maintain acceptable 
levels of service when faced with service disruptions, severe weather events and other 
emergency situations. 

Project activities will result in 0.035 acres of temporary impact and 0.007 acres of permanent 
impact to an intertidal area within the Bronx River associated with the construction of the new 
two-span bridge. Activities associated with the project include the construction of a new 
abutment and pier, which may temporarily disrupt aquatic life in the vicinity of the project area 
due to turbidity, noise, and physical activity in the water column. Proposed best management 
practices (BMPs) to support construction activities and minimize in-water disturbance include 
the installation of cofferdams around the work area, working primarily by land, the use of spud 
barges which will float at all stages of the tide, and the avoidance of in-water work between 
January 1 and June 30. Construction activities are anticipated to take between three and six 
months for completion. Compensatory mitigation for impacts is anticipated to be in the form of 
credit purchase from a mitigation bank, pending approval by the US Army Corp of Engineers.  



 

2 
 

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) and the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) require federal agencies to consult with one another on 
projects such as this that may adversely affect EFH and other aquatic resources. In turn, we must 
provide recommendations to conserve EFH. These recommendations may include measures to 
avoid, minimize, mitigate, or otherwise offset adverse effects on EFH resulting from actions or 
proposed actions authorized, funded, or undertaken by that agency. This process is guided by the 
requirements of our EFH regulation at 50 CFR 600.905, which mandates the preparation of EFH 
assessments and generally outlines each agency’s obligations in this consultation procedure.  

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) 

The Bronx River has been designated as EFH for a number federally managed species including 
winter flounder (Pseudopleuronectes americanus), Atlantic herring (Clupea harengus), red hake 
(Urophycis chuss), windowpane flounder (Scophthalmus aquosus), Atlantic butterfish (Peprilus 
triacanthus), bluefish (Pomatamus saltatrix), summer flounder (Paralichthys dentatus) and 
others. The Bronx River is also a migratory and spawning corridor for anadromous fish such as 
alewife (Alosa pseudoharengus) and blueback herring (Alosa aestivalis). 

We have reviewed the EFH assessment provided and agree with your conclusion that the adverse 
effects of this project on EFH will not be substantial. As discussed through early coordination 
with our office and documented in the EFH assessment, project activities have been designed to 
avoid and minimize impacts as practical, which include limited in-water work and a construction 
schedule aimed to avoid and minimize adverse effects to winter flounder early life stage EFH 
and anadromous fish migratory runs. Based upon all of the information provided, we do not have 
any objections to the proposed project and additional EFH conservation recommendations are 
not warranted. Please note that further EFH consultation must be reinitiated pursuant to 50 CFR 
600.920(j) if new information becomes available, or if the project is revised in such a manner 
that affects the basis for the above determination. 

As always, we are available to coordinate with your staff so that this project can move forward 
efficiently and expeditiously as possible while still meeting our joint responsibilities to protect 
and conserve aquatic resources. If you have any questions or need additional information, please 
contact Jessie Murray in our Highlands, NJ field office at (732) 872-3116 or 
Jessie.Murray@noaa.gov.   

    
      Sincerely, 
 
 
      Karen M. Greene 
      Mid-Atlantic Field Offices Supervisor  
      Habitat Conservation Division 
cc: DOT – A. Klein 
      FTA – R. Gosman  
      NYD ACOE – S. Ryba 
      NMFS PRD – E. Carson-Supino 
      NYDEC – D. McReynolds 
      FWS – S. Papa 

GREENE.KAREN.
M.1365830785

Digitally signed by 
GREENE.KAREN.M.1365830785 
Date: 2020.12.02 11:30:25 -05'00'



 

One Bowling Green 
Room 428 
New York, NY 10004 
(212) 668-2170 
(212) 688-2136 (fax) 
 

REGION 2 
New York and New Jersey 

 
 

November 3, 2020 
 
Ms. Karen Greene 
Mid-Atlantic Field Office Supervisor and EFH Coordinator  
NOAA Fisheries 
Via email: Karen.Greene@noaa.gov 
 
Subject: Essential Fish Habitat Assessment 

  Proposed Bridge over the Bronx River for the Metro-North Railroad Penn Station 
Access Project Bronx, New York  

Dear Ms. Greene: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is proposing the Penn Station Access Project, 
which would provide one-seat passenger rail service to Penn Station New York on Manhattan’s west 
side for MTA Metro North Railroad’s (Metro-North) New Haven Line (NHL) customers (the 
Proposed Project). The Proposed Project would provide new rail service from New Haven, 
Connecticut to PSNY in Manhattan by utilizing Amtrak’s Hell Gate Line (HGL) through the eastern 
Bronx and western Queens. The Proposed Project would make infrastructure improvements on the 
HGL beginning in southeastern Westchester County, where NHL trains would divert onto the HGL 
at Shell Interlocking and extending to Harold Interlocking in Queens, joining the MTA Long Island 
Rail Road (LIRR) Mainline. As part of the Proposed Project, four new Metro-North stations would 
be constructed in the eastern Bronx at Hunts Point, Parkchester-Van Nest, Morris Park, and Co-op 
City. 

As part of the proposed infrastructure improvements, two existing drawbridges crossing the Bronx 
River, both locked in the closed position, that carry two Amtrak passenger tracks on the northern 
bridge and a CSX freight track on the southern bridge, with a vacant trackway, would be rehabilitated. 
In addition, to accommodate the third passenger track as part of the Proposed Project, a new two-
span bridge would be constructed over the Bronx River immediately north of the existing bridge. 
Construction of the new two-span bridge would occur in waters designated as Essential Fish Habitat 
(EFH). 

The purpose of this letter is to submit an EFH Worksheet for the Proposed Project to the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office to 
document compliance with the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) 
and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA).  As per the Worksheet and discussed below, we 

mailto:Karen.Greene@noaa.gov
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have reviewed the Proposed Project and found that the Proposed Project does not result in a substantial 
adverse effect to EFH. This letter requests an abbreviated consultation and acknowledgement from 
NOAA that they have received our determination regarding the Proposed Project provided in this letter, 
and that NOAA has no objections to the determination. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) also 
hereby acknowledges the EFH conservation recommendations provided to FTA.  

1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The new two-span bridge over the Bronx River is the only portion of the Proposed Project that would 
result in construction activity within designated EFH.  The new bridge would be constructed 
approximately 500 feet upstream of Westchester Avenue, immediately north of the exiting 
drawbridges, in the location of a bridge span that was previously demolished.  A figure depicting the 
location of the new bridge within the corridor of Proposed Project, a close up aerial view of the 
proposed bridge location, and plan depicting wetland impacts that would result from bridge 
construction are included in Attachment 1 - Project Description Figures.  Photographs of the Bronx 
River in the vicinity of the proposed bridge location are included as Attachment 2 – Site 
Photographs.   

The new bridge over the Bronx River would not need to function as a drawbridge; therefore, a through 
girder superstructure is proposed. The new structure would provide 8’-0” minimum clearance to 
centerline of track, which adheres to Amtrak’s standards for through girder bridges and is at a 
minimum the existing vertical clearance of the existing structure over the Bronx River. Based on the 
preliminary design for the new bridge, a new abutment to the east of the Bronx River, a new upland 
abutment to the west of the Bronx River, and a new deep foundation pier on the west edge of the 
Bronx River would be constructed.  The new abutment and pier would be constructed through two 6 
ft. diameter caissons with drilled shafts for the required deep foundations, likely using a Bauer BG-
40 rig. Pile driving is not anticipated as the caissons (drilled shafts) are not driven, but augered type 
piles. This work within the Bronx River would be performed in dry conditions, within temporary 
cofferdams. The temporary cofferdams would be removed following construction. Much of the work 
would be performed from land; however, spud barges may be used to support construction activities. 
Waterbourne equipment used during construction would float at all stages of the tide. Construction 
of the Proposed Project would last approximately 3 to 6 months. The timing of in-water activity is 
not known, but any in-water work, including the installation and removal of cofferdams, would be 
avoided between January 1 and June 30, in order to minimize impacts to winter flounder early life 
stage EFH and anadromous fish. Once cofferdams are installed, work within the de-watered area can 
occur without timing restrictions. 

2.0 ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT ASSESSMENT 

A completed NOAA Fisheries Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office Essential Fish Habitat 
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Assessment & Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Worksheet is provided as Attachment 3. The 
worksheet provides an analysis of the potential adverse effects on EFH and federally managed species 
and FTA’s conclusions regarding the effects of the action on EFH and proposed mitigation. 

For the purposes of this analysis, the term “Proposed Project Area” used hereafter refers to the location 
of the new two-span bridge over the Bronx River. According to NOAA’s EFH Mapper, the Proposed 
Project Area is designated as EFH for various life stages of 14 species. The EFH mapper query results 
are provided as Attachment 4. The probability for various life stages of each species to occur within 
the Proposed Project Area was evaluated based on their preferences for water quality parameters (i.e. 
temperature and salinity), habitat preferences (i.e., sediment type, shelter, structure), seasonal 
migrations, and geographic ranges as described in the NMFS EFH Source Documents, EFH 
Designations, and Text Descriptions. Based on this review, EFH for various life stages of seven species 
is expected to occur within the intertidal and low salinity estuarine habitat present within the Proposed 
Project Area: winter flounder (Pseudopleuronectes americanus), Atlantic herring (Clupea harengus), 
red hake (Urophycis chuss), windowpane flounder (Scophthalmus aquosus), Atlantic butterfish 
(Peprilus triacanthus), bluefish (Pomatamus saltatrix), and summer flounder (Paralichthys dentatus).  
The Proposed Project Area also supports forage species which are an important resource for EFH-
designated fish species. 

Permanent impacts to EFH within the Proposed Project Area would result from the loss of 
approximately 292.9 square feet (0.007 acre) of EFH from the placement of the new bridge pier and 
abutment within the Bronx River.  Approximately 1,542.6 square feet (0.035 acre) of temporary 
impact to EFH would result from the installation of cofferdams within the river to facilitate 
construction. The potential use of spud barges would result in minor temporary increases in suspended 
sediment and disturbance to the substrate and the benthic community.  Sediment would be expected 
to quickly fill in depressions to restore natural gradients and predominant grain size, and recolonization 
of benthic infauna prey organisms would occur relatively quickly in areas occupied by the temporary 
cofferdams and disturbed by spud barge activity.  The temporary cofferdams would prevent fish from 
entering the work area. 

2.1 FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT 

The FWCA requires that federal agencies consult with NOAA for activities that affect, control or 
modify waters of any stream or bodies of water, in order to minimize the adverse impacts of such 
actions on fish and wildlife resources and habitat. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not 
result in the modification to waters, such as impoundment, diversion, channel deepening, or any other 
control or modification to natural streams or bodies of water. The new bridge would be constructed in 
the location of a bridge span that was previously demolished. 

3.0 CONCLUSION 
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The Proposed Project would result in approximately 0.007 acre of permanent impact to EFH and 
approximately 0.035 acre of temporary impacts to designated EFH within the Bronx River.  Project 
implementation will be conditioned upon issuance of applicable federal and state permits and would 
be constructed in accordance with federal and state permit conditions. Impacts to tidal wetland would 
be mitigated via the purchase of credits from a mitigation bank, pending approval by the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers. Any adverse effects to EFH are anticipated to be no more than 
minimal and/or temporary, and minimization measures and mitigation are planned, including the 
EFH conservation recommendations to avoid in-water work between January 1 and June 30 and 
ensure waterbourne equipment floats at all stages of the tide. For purposes of consultation under the 
MSA, the FTA has determined that the Proposed Project would not result in a substantial adverse 
effect on EFH-designated species or habitat, or forage species.   

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me via telephone number 212-824-2432 or email 
richelle.gosman@dot.gov.    

Sincerely, 

 

Donald Burns, AICP 
Director of Planning and Program Development 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Transit Administration, Region 2 
 
Attachments: 
1) Project Description Figures 
2) Site Photographs 
3) NOAA Fisheries Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office Essential Fish Habitat Assessment & Fish and 

Wildlife Coordination Act Worksheet 
4)  EFH Mapper Results 
 

mailto:richelle.gosman@dot.gov
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Site Photographs 

 

 
Photo 1 – Existing Amtrak Hell Gate Line drawbridge across the Bronx River. 

 

 
Photo 2 – Rip-rap along shoreline on west side of existing drawbridge. 

 



 
Photo 3 – View looking upstream from west side of existing drawbridge. 

 
 

 
Photo 4 – Intertidal shoreline beneath existing drawbridge, low tide. 
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NOAA Fisheries  Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office  
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Assessment & Fish and  Wildlife Coordination  

Act (FWCA) Worksheet  

This worksheet is  your essential fish habitat (EFH) assessment. It provides  us with the  
information necessary to assess the effects of  your action on EFH  and NOAA trust resources  
under the  Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA). Consultation is not  required if:  
1. there is no adverse effect on EFH or NOAA trust resources  (see page 10  for more info). 
2. no EFH is designated and no trust resources may  be present  at the project site. 

Instructions  
Federal agencies or their  non-federal designated lead agency should email the completed  
worksheet and necessary  attachments to  nmfs.gar.efh.consultation@noaa.gov.  
 
Include the public notice  (if applicable) or project  application and project plans showing:  

● location map of the project site with area of impact. 
● existing and proposed conditions.  
● all waters of the  U.S. on the project site with mean low water (MLW), mean high water 
(MHW), high tide line (HTL), and water depths clearly marked. 

● sensitive habitats mapped, including special aquatic sites (submerged aquatic vegetation,
saltmarsh, mudflats, riffles and pools, coral reefs, and sanctuaries and refuges), hard
bottom or natural rocky habitat areas, and shellfish beds. 

● site photographs, if  available. 

We will provide our EFH conservation recommendations and recommendations under the  
FWCA, as appropriate, within 30 days of  receipt of a complete EFH  assessment (60 days if an 
expanded consultation is necessary). Please submit complete information to minimize delays  in 
completing the  consultation.  

This worksheet provides  us with the information required1  in an EFH  assessment:  
1. A description of the proposed action. 
2. An analysis of the potential adverse effects on EFH and the federally managed species. 
3. The federal  agency’s  conclusions regarding the  effects of the action on EFH. 
4. Proposed mitigation, if applicable.  

Your analysis  should focus on impacts that reduce the quality and/or quantity of the habitat  
or result in conversion to a different habitat type  for all life stages of species with designated  
EFH within the action area.  

Use the information on the  HCD website  and NOAA’s EFH Mapper  to complete this worksheet. 
If  you have questions, please contact the appropriate  HCD staff member  to assist  you.  

  

1  The EFH consultation process is guided by the requirements of our EFH regulation at 50 CFR 600.905.  
 

1 

mailto:nmfs.gar.efh.consultation@noaa.gov
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/national/habitat-conservation/consultations-essential-fish-habitat
https://www.habitat.noaa.gov/protection/efh/efhmapper/index.html
https://www.greateratlantic.fisheries.noaa.gov/habitat/contactus/index.html
mailto:nmfs.gar.efh.consultation@noaa.gov


 
 

    

 

  

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EFH ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET  

General Project Information  

Date Submitted:  

Project/Application Number:  

Project Name: 

Project Sponsor/Applicant:  

Federal Action Agency (if state agency acting as delegated):  

Contact Phone: Contact Email:  

 
Body of Water: 

Project Purpose: 
 

Project Description: 

 

Anticipated Duration of  In-Water Work or Start/End Dates:  

Fast-41 or  One  Federal Decision Project:   Yes    No   

Action Agency Contact  Name:  

Latitude:     Longitude:  

Address, City/Town, State:  

2 

August 12, 2020

Metro North Railroad Penn Station Access Project - Bronx River Bridge

Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

✔

Federal Transit Administration

Eve Michel, Program Executive/Chief Architect

646-252-4107 emichel@mtacc.info

38.576 -74.873 

Bronx River, approximately 500 feet upstream of Westchester Avenue, Bronx, NY. 

Bronx River

The Project purpose is to provide Metro North customers with service into and out of 
Penn Station by diverting some New Haven Line (NHL) trains via Amtrak’s Hell Gate 
Line (HGL). These additional tracks will enhance Metro North’s network resiliency, 
support faster recovery efforts, and facilitate its ability to maintain acceptable levels of 
service when faced with service disruptions, severe weather events and other 
emergency situations. 

The Project will include construction of additional passenger tracks within Amtrak’s 
HGL right of way, allowing Metro North trains running on the NHL to go directly into 
Penn Station. The Project will also include the construction of four new Metro North 
stations along the HGL in the eastern Bronx, two new DC substations, and five new 
AC substations. The Project will require construction of a new two-span bridge over 
the Bronx River. The new bridge would hold one passenger track and be immediately 
upstream of an existing drawbridge over the river, in the location of a bridge span that 
was previously demolished. The new bridge will require one pier and two abutments, 
and includes work below the mean higher high water line. 

Construction of the Project would take approximately 3 to 6 months.The timing of 
in-water activity is not known; however, compliance with timing restrictions imposed by 
regulatory agencies would be maintained. 



 
 

 

 
 

   

       

       

       

 

 

      

 

   
   

   
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

  
 

    

       

                                                 
      
       

Habitat Description 

EFH includes the biological, chemical, and physical components of the habitat. This includes the 
substrate and associated biological resources (e.g., benthic organisms, submerged aquatic 
vegetation, shellfish beds, salt marsh wetlands), the water column, and prey species. 

Is the project in designated EFH2? Yes No 

Is the project in designated HAPC2? Yes No 

Is this coordination under FWCA only? Yes No 

Total area of impact to EFH (indicate sq ft or acres): 

Total area of impact to HAPC (indicate sq ft or acres): 

Current water depths: Salinity: Water temperature range: 

Sediment characteristics3: 

What habitat types are in or adjacent to the project area and will they be permanently impacted? 
Select all that apply. Indicate if impacts will be temporary, if site will be restored, or if 
permanent conversion of habitat will occur. A project may occur in overlapping habitat types. 

Habitat Type Total 
impact (sq 
ft/acres) 

Impacts are 
temporary 

Restored to 
pre-existing 
conditions 

Permanent 
conversion of all 
or part of habitat 

Marine 

Estuarine 

Riverine (tidal) 

Riverine (non-tidal) 

Intertidal 

Subtidal 

Water column 

Salt marsh/ Wetland 
(tidal) 

Wetland (non-tidal) 

2 Use the tables on pages 7-9 to list species with designated EFH or the type of designated HAPC present. 
The level of detail is dependent on your project – e.g., a grain size analysis may be necessary for dredging. 3 

3 

✔

✔

✔

1,835.5 sq ft (0.042 acre)

 none
 0-6 ft 0-15 ppt 28 - 85 °F

silt and fine sand

✔ 1,835 sq ft/0.042 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 292.2 sq ft/0.007 acre

✔ 1,835 sq ft/0.042 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 292.2 sq ft/0.007 acre

✔ 1,835 sq ft/0.042 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 292.2 sq ft/0.007 acre



  
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
  

  
  

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 
  

        
   

Habitat Type Total 
impact (sq 
ft/acres) 

Impacts are 
temporary 

Restored to 
pre-existing 
conditions 

Permanent 
conversion of all 
or part of habitat 

Rocky/hard bottom4: 

Sand 

Shellfish beds or 
oyster reefs 

Mudflats 

Submerged aquatic 
vegetation (SAV)5 , 
macroalgae, epifauna 

Diadromous fish 
(migratory or 
spawning habitat) 

Indicate type(s) of rocky/hard bottom habitat (pebble, cobble, boulder, bedrock outcrop/ledge) 
and species of SAV: 

Project Effects 

Select all 
that apply 

Project Type/Category 

Hatchery or Aquaculture 

Agriculture 

Forestry 

Military (e.g., acoustic testing, training exercises) 

Mining (e.g., sand, gravel) 

Restoration or fish/wildlife enhancement (e.g., fish passage, wetlands, beach 
renourishment, mitigation bank/ILF creation) 

4 Indicate type(s). The type(s) of rocky habitat will help you determine if the area is cod HAPC. 
Indicate species. Provide a copy of the SAV report and survey conducted at the site, if applicable. 5 

4 

✔ 1,835 sq ft/0.042 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 1,542.6 sq ft/0.035 acre 292.2 sq ft/0.007 acre



 
 

 
 

  

  
 

  

   

  

  

   

   

  
 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

 
 

      

  
 

    

 
 

    

      

 
 

    

  
 

    

      

                                                 
      

  
 

   

Select all 
that apply 

Project Type/Category 

Infrastructure/transportation (e.g., culvert construction, bridge repair, highway, 
port) 

Energy development/use 

Water quality (e.g., TMDL, wastewater, sediment remediation) 

Dredging/excavation and disposal 

Piers, ramps, floats, and other structures 

Bank/shoreline stabilization (e.g., living shoreline, groin, breakwater, bulkhead) 

Survey (e.g., geotechnical, geophysical, habitat, fisheries) 

Other 

Select 
all that 
apply 

Potential Stressors Caused 
by the Activity 

Select all that 
apply and if 
temporary or 
permanent 

Habitat alterations caused 
by the activity 

Underwater noise Temp Perm 

Water quality/turbidity/ 
contaminant release 

Water depth change 

Vessel traffic/barge 
grounding 

Tidal flow change 

Impingement/entrainment6 Fill 

Prevent fish 
passage/spawning 

Habitat type conversion 

Benthic community 
disturbance 

Other: 

Impacts to prey species Other: 

6 Entrainment is the voluntary or involuntary movement of aquatic organisms from a water body into a surface 
diversion or through, under, or around screens and results in the loss of the organisms from the population. 
Impingement is the involuntary contact and entrapment of aquatic organisms on the surface of intake screens 
caused when the approach velocity exceeds the swimming capability of the organism. 

5 

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔ ✔



 
 

    

  
  

 
  

 

 

 

 

 

  
    

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

        

 
  

 

 

 

 

Details: project impacts and mitigation 

The level of detail that you provide should be commensurate with the magnitude of impacts 
associated with the proposed project. Attach supplemental information if necessary. 

Describe how the project would impact each of the habitat types selected above. Include 
temporary and permanent impact descriptions and direct and indirect impacts. 

What specific measures will be used to avoid impacts, including project design, turbidity 
controls, acoustic controls, and time of year restrictions? If impacts cannot be avoided, why not? 

What specific measures will be used to minimize impacts? 

Is compensatory mitigation proposed? 

If no, why not? If yes, describe plans for mitigation and how this will offset impacts to EFH. 
Include a conceptual compensatory mitigation and monitoring plan, if applicable. 

Yes No 

6 

The Project would result in impacts to a total of approximately 1,835.5 sq ft (0.042 acre)
of EFH along the shoreline of the Bronx River. Permanent impact to EFH is limited to 
approximately 292.2 sq. ft. (0.007 acre) of impact to intertidal habitat from the 
construction of a pier and an abutment. Temporary impact to EFH is approximately 
1,542.6 sq ft (0.035 acre) from temporary fill and installation of cofferdams during 
construction. 

Temporary cofferdams would be used so that deep drilling and construction of 
foundations for the new bridge abutment and pier can be constructed in dry conditions. 
In-water work would be conducted in compliance with SPDES regulations and any 
conditions imposed by state and federal permitting agencies.

As described above, cofferdams would be used for in-water work. During over-water 
work, best management practices, including silt fences, netting and other sediment 
containment techniques, would be used to protect the surface water bodies and 
associated aquatic resources. 

✔

All impacts to tidal wetland would be mitigated via the purchase of credits from a 
mitigation bank, pending approval by the United States Army Corps of Engineers.



 
 

 

   

  

   
   

 

  

   

  
  

 

 
   

    
  

     
 
 

  
   

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

      

      

      

      

                                                 
     

   
      

   
 

   
  

 

Federal Action Agency’s EFH determination (select one) 

There is no adverse effect7 on EFH or EFH is not designated at the project site. 

EFH Consultation is not required. This is a FWCA-only request. 

The adverse effect7 on EFH is not substantial. This means that the adverse effects are no 
more than minimal, temporary, or can be alleviated with minor project modifications or 
conservation recommendations. 

This is a request for an abbreviated EFH consultation. 

The adverse effect7 on EFH is substantial. 

This is a request for an expanded EFH consultation. We will provide more detailed 
information, including an alternatives analysis and NEPA document, if applicable. 

EFH and HAPC designations8 
Use the EFH mapper to determine if EFH may be present in the project area and enter all species 
and lifestages that have designated EFH. Optionally, you may review the EFH text descriptions 
linked to each species in the EFH mapper and use them to determine if the described habitat is 
present. We recommend this for larger projects to help you determine what your impacts are. 

Species 
EFH is designated/mapped for: 

Habitat 
present 
based on text 
description 
(optional) 

EFH: 
eggs 

EFH: 
larvae 

EFH: 
juvenile 

EFH: 
adults/ 
spawning 
adults 

7 An adverse effect is any impact that reduces the quality and/or quantity of EFH. Adverse effects may include 
direct or indirect physical, chemical, or biological alterations of the waters or substrate and loss of, or injury to, 
benthic organisms, prey species and their habitat, and other ecosystem components. Adverse effects to EFH may 
result from actions occurring within EFH or outside of EFH and may include site-specific or habitat-wide impacts, 
including individual, cumulative, or synergistic consequences of actions.
8 Within the Greater Atlantic Region, EFH has been designated by the New England, Mid-Atlantic, and South 
Atlantic Fisheries Management Councils and NOAA Fisheries. 

7 

✔

✔ ✔ ✔Winter Flounder ✔ ✔

Little Skate ✔ ✔

Atlantic Herring ✔ ✔ ✔

Pollock ✔ ✔

https://www.habitat.noaa.gov/protection/efh/efhmapper/


 
 

 
  

   

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      
  

Species 
EFH is designated/mapped for: 

Habitat 
present 
based on text 
description 
(optional) 

EFH: 
eggs 

EFH: 
larvae 

EFH: 
juvenile 

EFH: 
adults/ 
spawning 
adults 

8 

Red Hake ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Windowpane Flounder ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Winter Skate ✔ ✔

Scup ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Longfin Inshore Squid ✔ ✔ ✔

Atlantic Mackerel ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Bluefish ✔ ✔ ✔

Atlantic Butterfish ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Summer Flounder ✔ ✔ ✔

Black Sea Bass ✔



 
 

 

  

    

    

    

 
 

  

    

    

     

     
 

    

    

    
 

     

    

 

  

                                                 
    

   
  

  

HAPCs 

Select all that are in your action area. 

Summer flounder: SAV9 Alvin & Atlantis Canyons 

Sandbar shark Baltimore Canyon 

Sand Tiger Shark (Delaware Bay) Bear Seamount 

Sand Tiger Shark (Plymouth-Duxbury-
Kingston Bay) 

Heezen Canyon 

Inshore 20m Juvenile Cod Hudson Canyon 

Great South Channel Juvenile Cod Hydrographer Canyon 

Northern Edge Juvenile Cod Jeffreys & Stellwagen 

Lydonia Canyon Lydonia, Gilbert & Oceanographer 
Canyons 

Norfolk Canyon (Mid-Atlantic) Norfolk Canyon (New England) 

Oceanographer Canyon Retriever Seamount 

Veatch Canyon (Mid-Atlantic) Toms, Middle Toms & Hendrickson 
Canyons 

Veatch Canyon (New England) Washington Canyon 

Cashes Ledge Wilmington Canyon 

9 Summer flounder HAPC is defined as all native species of macroalgae, seagrasses, and freshwater and tidal 
macrophytes in any size bed, as well as loose aggregations, within adult and juvenile summer flounder EFH. In 
locations where native species have been eliminated from an area, then exotic species are included. Use local 
information to determine the locations of HAPC. 

9 
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