


R ECOMMEN DATI ONS ON THE B RIDGE
AN D TRANSIT M ODES

L ast year, the project team studied the feasibility of
rehabilitating and replacing the Tappan Zee Bridge and
which type of transit—Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), Commuter
Rail Transit (CRT) or Light Rail Transit (LRT)—should be
implemented across the 30-mile Tappan Zee Bridge/I-287
Corridor, from Su ern in Rockland to Port Chester in
Westchester. The team announced its recommendations last
fall, presenting its results for public review in two major draft
reports. The team recommended that the Tappan Zee Bridge
be replaced with a new bridge that would carry two types

of transit: a BRT system to transport commuters between

Su ern and Port Chester, and CRT service between Su ern an
Grand Central Terminal. To view the Alternatives Analysis for

Rehabilitation and Replacement of the Tappan Zee Bridge repo

and the Transit Mode Selection Report, wisitv.tzbsite.com

ScoprING SuMMARY R EPORT

he publication of the Scoping Summary Report will close

the scoping phase of the study. The report also will
present the Project Purpose and Need, summarize public
comments and the public involvement program, describe the
Alternatives to be studied in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS), and present the scope of the environmental
and engineering studies for the DEIS. The report will also
present the updated schedule for completing the DEIS.

An additional report, the Scoping Comments Report, will
present comments from the public, which were accepted
through December 1, 2008, and the project team responses
to those comments. We received comments from nearly 100
people after the announcement of the recommendations
last year. These are in addition to the nearly 300 people
who commented earlier in 2008. The report also addresses
comments received during the 2003 scoping phase from
over 100 commenters.
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DEIS A LTERNATI VES

B ased on the September 2008 recommendations, the project
team is advancing ve Alternatives (four Build and one

No Build) to be evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact

g Statement (DEIS).

Each of the Build Alternatives combines Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

jyith Commuter Rail Transit (CRT). The Alternatives di er in how they

accommodate BRT, which could operate either on a busway, bus lane,
or High Occupancy Vehicle/High Occupancy Toll (HOV/HOT) lane. A
busway is a dedicated lane, separated by a barrier from other tra c,
that would be used only by BRT vehiclesbis laneis a dedicated,
in-street lane, with some mixed tra c, but lacking barriers. AnOV/
HOT lanewould carry the BRT along with other High Occupancy
Vehicles and a limited number of premium toll vehicles. The CRT
would be similar in all the Alternatives, connecting to the Port Jervis
Line in Su ern, traveling across Rockland and the new bridge, and
continuing to Grand Central Terminal along the Hudson Line.

7UDQVLW &RQAJXUDWLRQV

BRT on BRT on BRT on Commuter
Busway Bus Lanes HOV/HOT lanes Rail
40000000000

Alternative A, the No Build Alternative, would maintain
the existing bridge and highway. Both Federal and State
environmental regulations require consideration within a
DEIS of a No Build Alternative, which functions as a baseline
against which to measure the Build Alternatives.

Alternative B: BRT system operating on a dedicated
busway in Rockland and Westchester Counties, and CRT
from Su ern to Grand Central Terminal in Manhattan,
connecting to the Hudson Line, serving commuters to and
from New York City.
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Alternative C:BRT system operating on a dedicated
busway in Rockland and on bus lanes integrated into
local streets in Westchester, and CRT from Su ern to
Grand Central Terminal in Manhattan, connecting to the
Hudson Line, serving commuters to and from New York City.
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Alternative D: BRT system operating on HOV/HOT lanes
in Rockland and on a dedicated busway in Westchester, and
CRT from Su ern to Grand Central Terminal in Manhattan,
connecting to the Hudson Line, serving commuters to and
from New York City.
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Alternative E:BRT system operating on HOV/HOT lanes
in Rockland and on bus lanes integrated into local streets in

Westchester, and CRT from Su ern to Grand Central Terminal

in Manhattan, connecting to the Hudson Line, serving
commuters to and from New York City.
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The DEIS also will analyze whether the new
Tappan Zee Bridge should have single- or dual-level
con gurations.

Each bridge con guration would carry eight general
purpose lanes, include shoulders, and accommodate
BRT lanes, CRT tracks, and bicycle/pedestrian paths.

possible
single-level
solution

The project team will be
studying two basic bridge con gurations, a
single-level solution and a dual-level solution. These
two graphics show possible layouts.

During the DEIS, the project team will evaluate
di erent layouts for each, as well as compare the
bene ts of the single-level and the dual-level structures.
The DEIS will present and explain all con gurations
evaluated.

possible
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