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Introduction

Metro-North Railroad has been conducting a Major Investment Study/Draft Environmental Impact Statement to
examine alternatives for improving access between the Metro-North service areas, east of the Hudson River, and Penn
Station and destinations on the West Side of Manhattan. In an initial screening of 20 potential alternatives, five
commuter rail alternatives offering direct access to Penn Station were selected for a second, more detailed,
comparative screening, to examine their relative benefits, impacts and costs. This second screening also considered
potential locations for new stations along the rail alternatives. This Fact Sheet provides a summary of the completed
comparative screening process and its results. The full Comparative Screening Results Report is available on the
Study website at www.mta.info.

Define Purpose & Need,

: Goals & Objectives, Compile
The purpose of the screening was to measure and compare key strengths and ol » Lompiie o
weaknesses of the five commuter rail alternatives. Similarly, 20 options for new stations Long List of Alternatives
were evaluated and compared to identify which would best support the underlying rail iL

aternatives. The critical factors examined were: how many riders would be attracted to
the new service, and how much travel time would they save? Would there be major
environmental impacts? Would a new station support local development plans? And

what would construction costs be? Aggressive service plans were used to alow Qualitative Screen of <::
comparison of alternatives and stationsin their best light. While the stations were Long List of Alternatives

screened separately from the alternatives, the most promising of the stations were paired
with underlying service alternatives to create complete alternatives for the next study
phase.

Screnm g of "ern“ives . . Analysis of Intermediate
The five aternatives examined for Metro-North Penn Station Access service were List of Alternatives
Hudson Line and New Haven Line weekday service, Hudson and New Haven off-
peak/weekend service, and Harlem Line weekday service. Of all the factors considered
in the comparative screening of the five aternatives, the greatest differenceswerein

terms of ridership benefits; the Weekday Hudson Line and Weekday New Haven Line

aternatives show the highest ridership potential and would result in the greatest travel Detailed Evaluation <::
time savings. Compared to these, the Weekday Harlem Line aternative performed of List of Alternatives

poorly, both in humbers of riders and time saved. The Harlem Line alternative would

aso require track construction to connect the Harlem Line to the Hudson Line, to make

it possible to use the Empire Connection to Penn Station, while the other alternatives

would use existing trackage. The Off-Peak/Weekend Hudson and New Haven Line

services, respectively, also show higher ridership benefits than does the Harlem Line
aternative. DEIS/Public Hearing <::

The Hudson and New Haven Lines, weekday and off-peak/weekend service alternati
compared most favorably and will be advanced to the next Study: pintee final
eva uation phase, the ridership benefits, costs and cost-effectiveness, and social,

economic and environmental benefits and potential impacts of either weekday or off-
peak/weekend services on the Metro-North Hudson or New Haven Line, or FEIS on Locally <:
combinations of these services and lines, will be addressed in detail. Preferred Alternatives




Screening of Stations g “El

Twenty options for new stations were evaluated—10 in Manhattan on
the Hudson Line with weekday service and 10 in the Bronx and Queens
on the New Haven Line with weekday service. Many of these new
station options were suggestions from the public during the Study’s
SCoping Process.
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The comparative screening of potential new stations resulted in
selection of five locations for further, detailed study. Compared to the
otrier slailuns screened, these five stations had the following benefits:
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-West 59th St. . High ridership & net new transit trips. Minimal
: adverse environmental impact. Reasonable
station spacing with West 125th St., potential
to serve a broader market area.

Co-Op City

-West 125th St. : Supports local economic development plans.
. Good station access, reasonable station

spacing with West 59th St., potential to serve a i

broader market area. Minimal adverse .

environmental impact. i

-Co-Op City . High ridership & net new transit trips. Minimal {
Parkchester . adverse environmental impact. Good station

:  access, reasonable station spacing, potential to
serve broader markets. Hunts Point suppports
local economic development plans.

Aliernatives Advanced

1. Weekday Hudson Line Service (Between Poughkeepsie
and Penn Station, via Empire Connection south of Riverdale)
with new stations at West 125th and W est 59th Streets

Hunts Point

W1i25th St.

Manhattan

2. Weekday New Haven Line Service (between New Haven and Penn Hell Gate Ling
Station, via Hell Gate Line south of New Rochelle)

with new stations at Co-Op City, Parkchester , and Hunts Point

Huckion Bover

Clussns

la. Off-Peak/Weekend Hudson Line Service (between P oughkeepsie
and Penn Station, via Empire Connection south of Riverdale)
with no new stations i

2a. Off-Peak/Weekend New Haven Line Service (between New Haven
and Penn Station, via Hell Gate Line south of New Rochelle)
with no new stations
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Additional  If you wish additional information on the Penn Station Access Study, or wish to be
Information  placed on the Study’s mailing list, please:

Call Our Toll-Free Visit Our Website: Contact Us
Study Information www.mta.info in Writing:

Line: Todd DiScala
1-877-MNR-PENN Project Manager

Metro-North Railroad

345 Madison Avenue
3rd Floor
New York, NY 10017

w Metro-North Railroad
347 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10017
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