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SUMMARY SHEET

a. Administrative Action

(X) Draft ( ) Final

( ) Environmental Statement

(X) Combined Environmental/

Section 4(f) Statement

b. Brief Description of Highway Improvements

A bridge crossing of Long Island Sound together with approach highways;

connecting the intersection of the Cross Westchester Expressway (I-287) and

the New England Thruway (I-95) in the City of Rye, Westchester County, New York

with the intersection of the Seaford-Oyster Bay Expressway (Route NY 135) and

Jericho Turnpike (Route NY 25) in Syosset, Town of Oyster Bay, Nassau County,

New York;

a distance of approximately 16-1/2 miles.

c. Summary of Environmental Impacts

1)

2)

The proposed facility will result in regional growth benefits to
Westchester, Nassau and Suffolk counties in New York and Fairfield

County in Connecticut, while having both beneficial and adverse im-

pacts adjacent to the facility.

The facility will enhance the quality of the physical environment of
the general area by reducing congestion and resulting noise and air
pollution as traffic is relieved at critical points of the regional
transportation network.

The proposed facility will have certain adverse effects on the imw
mediate physical environment, including a small unavoidable increase
in ambient noise, increased automotive emissions to local areas, and

slight impacts upon the natural environment and ecological systems.
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3) The bridge will require a slight change in navigation and recreation boating
patterns on Long Island Sound.

4) The described facility will effect a number of local communities.
While disruption of these communities is not insignificant, the basic
fabric and life styles of these communities will not be severely
affected in the short term. Longer term effects will depend upon sound
community planning and local land use controls.

d. Alternatives Considered

Four location alternatives are considered including:
a. a bridge parallel to the Throgs Neck Bridge.
b. a bridge between Sands Point and New Rochelle.
c. a bridge between Glen Cove and Rye
d. a bridge between Lloyd Neck and Stamford, Connecticut.
Additionally, consideration is given to the "do nothing' alternative,
mass transportation, ferry and tunnel alternatives; and certain other locations

across eastern Long Island Sound are discussed.

For the proposed bridge crossing location between Rige and Oyster
Bay, consideration is being given to four alternative approach routes in
Westchester County and three in Nassau County. Certain other approach
routes that were investigated are also discussed.

e. Partial List of Governmental Agencies and Other Organizations From Which
Comments are Being Requested

Federal agencies

Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Coast Guard

Environmental Protection Agency

Council on Environmental Quality

Department of the Interior
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Department of Commerce
Department of Agriculture
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Department of Health, Education and Welfare
Regional Organizations
Tri-State Regional Planning Commission (A95 Clear%pghouse)
New England River Basins Commission

State of New York

Department of Environmental Conservation
Department of Commerce

Office of Planning Services

Department of Health

Office of Parks and Recreation

Office for Local Government

New York State Thruway Authority

The Executive Chamber

State of Connecticut

Department of Transportation

Local Agencies
City of New York, Office of the Mayor
Nassau County Executive
Nassau County Board of Supervisors
Nassau County Planning Commission
Suffolk County Executive
Westchester County Executive

Westchester County Legislature

-iii-



Westchester County Planning Commission
Westchester County Playland Commission
Nassau-Suffolk Regional Planning Board
Westchester Cities, Towns and Villages:

City of Rye

City of White Plains

City of Mount Vermon

City of New Rochelle

Town of Rye

Town of Harrison

Town of Mamaroneck

Village of North Pelham

Village of Port Chester

Village of Pelham

Village of Pelham Manor
Nassau and Suffolk Cities, Towns and Villages:

Town of Oyster Bay

Town of Brookhaven

Town of Riverhead

Town of Southold

Town of North Hempstead

Town of Huntington

Village of Bayville

Village of Mill Neck

Village of Upper Brookville

Village of Oyster Bay Cove

Village of Centre Island
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Village of Cove Neck
Village of Lattingtown
Village of Port Jefferson
Village of Sands Point
Village of Lloyd Harbor
Town of Greenwich, Connecticut

Other Organizations

Regional Plan Association

Long Island Sound Yacht Racing Association

Local Chambers of Commerce

Local Environmental Conservation Organizations

Other Professional and Community groups upon request.

Copies for inspection and review will be available at area public
libraries, government offices, and local university libraries.

f. Date Draft Statement was Made Available to Council on Environmental Quality
(date mailed) and Date the Draft Statement was Made Available to Public

November 28 , 1972
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A. INTRODUCTION

l. Origins Of The Sound Crossing Proposals

Growth in the New York metropolitan area has followed the classic
pattern of a maturing region. The population of the inner core has
virfually stabilized while the expansion areas have moved ever outward.
Portions experiencing the most rapid growth are located as far as forty
to fifty miles from the city center.

As the region has grown, demands for land have intensified. Recent
residential development, characterized by low density and large lots spread
out over an expanding area increasingly remote from traditional transporta-
tion corridors, has to be serviced. Campus type office complexes and in-
dustrial plants were located in suburban settings with large parking lots,
helping to create the need for addiéional transportation facilities in
fringe areas.

As the growth areas on the mainland and on Long Island became increas-
ingly separated by water barriers, a number of major bridges and tunnels were
built crossing the East River, the Hudson River, the Harlem River ard the
Narrows. The most recent include the Verrazano-Narrows and the Tappan Zee
Bridges, which have closed major gaps in the road system that links the
separate parts of the metropolis; and the Throgs Neck Bridge over the eastern
end of the East River, which ties together the northeastern quadrant of the

New York City highway network.

The network of modern expressways, parkways and water crossings in which

the New York region pioneered has greatly increased the individual mobility
of its residents and has made it possible for them to enjoy the bénefits of
a great metropolis and of lower density suburban style living at the same

time. With the expansion of the region, however, the maintenance of
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relatively low population densities in the outer areas has led to increased
dependence on the motor vehicle for all travel purposes. These trends have
created problems of congestion, of pollution and of impact on communities
that did not arise when the region was more compact. As expansion continues
and additional transportation services are required, each proposal must be
vieﬁed in the light of its overall effects on the region and on the communi-
ties through which it passes, within the context of a rational development
plan.

The Long Island Sound constitutes a major impediment to travel between
Nassau and Suffolk Counties, on one hand, and Westchester County and Southern
Connecticut on the other. Substantial numbers of vehicles are presently
forced to travel over congested routes‘through New York City in order to move
between these divided sections of the metropolitan region. The delays in-
herent in such out-of-direction travel and the attendant costs, both economic
and environmental, are becoming greater and greater as a result of major
congestion caused in part by the limited capacity of the existing bridges
over the East River and the arterials and expressways connecting with them.

Consequently, various proposals have been made over a number of years
to connect Long Island with the mainland by building one or more bridges across
the Sound. The need for such a crossing and the proper course of action to be
followed must be evaluated in the light of its total impacts and its compat-
ibility with the overall development and transportation plans for the region.

Recent planning efforts have recognized the problems inherent in
increasing dependency on the automobile, particularly for trips to the central
urban core of the region. The objective of all transportation planning for the
metropolitan region is to create a balanced transportation system, with a
revitalized mass transportation component handling the bulk of travel to the

central business district, especially journey-to-work trips. To do this,
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transit services and amenities must be sufficiently attractive and economical

]‘ B to entice people out of their cars for these trips.
-
- _i Paralleling the strengthening of mass transportation is the concept
- - of reorienting the general development patterns in the region toward the
hd ~ concentration of basic facilities in metropolitan subcenters. By encouraging

the'grouping of businesses, services and housing in a number of separate

L
-1

| . |

community centers, a more orderly growth process can be achieved. Such centers

Lt

will add to the feasibility of both rail and bus public transportation, and

R

the provision of mass transportation services between centers will lead to a
more integrated transportation system.
The Regional Plan Association, in setting its goal for the Second

(a)

Regional Plan, formulated the following basic goal:

!

1. Urban Centers and Metropolitan Communities

To change the amorphous spread of urbanization into genuine
metropolitan communities capable of supporting high-quality
services in health, retailing, the arts, entertainment
(including professional sports), libraries, and adult
education (including job training) and to provide a real
community framework for civic and political action. The
Second Regional Plan proposes the creation of about two
dozen partially self-contained metropolitan communities
within the Region."

!

Within the objective of creating a balanced system, it is clear that

\

highways will continue to comprise the major part of the transportation net-

work. Those millions of diverse trips, short and long, local and inter-

L

county, made at all times of the night and day by automobile and truck depend

on a strong and efficient highway system.

Some of these person trips can be handled by expanded bus service but

nd
A
¥

the great majority will continue to be made by automobile. In either case

they will be made by road.

(a) "The Second Regional Plan - a draft for discussion'", Regional Plan
Association. November, 1968.

AU

A
-
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The further development of our highways must be progressed as part
of a balanced transportation system with the following objectives clearly
in sight:

1) Reduction of congestion on existing arterials by eliminating
bottlenecks and adding to capacity within present rights-
of-way.

2) Avoidance of major new arteries directed toward Manhattan.

3) Strengthening of circumferential routes that will permit
traffic not destined for New York City to avoid travel into
the City and to facilitate travel between regional sub-
centers.

The Tri-State Regional Planning Commission endorses these general
objectives as do the New York State Department of Transportation, New York
City Planning Commission, the Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Nassau-
Suffolk Regional Planning Board and the Regional Plan Association. For
example, the New York City Planning Commission states in its Plan for New

(b)
York City :

"In planning for highways one thing is clear. They should not
be routed toward Manhattan's business districts. Any attempt
to bring more cars into Manhattan will be extremely costly,
undercut efforts to expand mass transit and further choke the
streets. We believe that the use of cars in the business
districts should be limited to the few people for whom they
are a necessity, and to those who are willing to pay handsome-
ly for the privilege.....More highway capacity is needed for
industrial areas. The City's outer circumferential loop should
be completed. Additional links should be added to close gaps
in the existing arterial network and to provide expressway
access to areas that do not have it.

The primary goal of the Metropolitan Transportation Authority, the
agency charged with expanding and operating mass transportation in the area,
is to create a balanced transportation system consistent with major develop-
ment and planning goals for the New York metropolitan region. MTA recognizes
the need to give first priority to mass transportation improvement in order

to bring the total transportation system into balance. MTA also recognizes

(b) Plan for New York City - A Proposal, New York City Planning
Commission 1969.
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the vital role of the present highway system in the total transportation
network of the region, and the need for strategic service additions. As

an important step in furthering a balanced transportation system, the State
Legislature has designated the MTA as the agency responsible for planning,
constructing and operating a Long Island Sound crossing as a toll facility.
The'responsibility for providing the approach highways connecting with the
Sound crossing has been assigned to the New York State Department of Trans-
portation.

Accepting the fact that any new highway construction must be consistent
with the above objectives, MTA recognizes that any new construction has its
potential costs in terms of impact on the environment and the general quality
of life. Potential adverse effects must be seriously regarded, and opportuni-
ties for remedial action and for positive impacts should be identified and
implemented.

This draft environmental impact statement is the result of joint efforts
by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the New York State Department
of Transportation, cooperatively with the Federal Highway Administration, to
examine and evaluate the practicality and the impacts of the proposed Long
Island Sound crossing.

Before any final recommendations are made, full consideration will be
given to the views and comments by all interested public and private agencies,
official and non-official community representatives, organizations and in-
dividuals. Opportunities will also be afforded for full expression of views
at public hearings to be scheduled in the areas affected by the proposed pro-
ject where interested officials and citizens may raise questions, offer in-
formation and further discuss their views. In addition, comments, suggestions,
and additional information from all citizens of the metropolitan community

will be welcomed either before or following the public hearings. A detailed

-5-



description of the planning process is given in Section B,

2. Scope of Investigations

Crossings of Long Island Sound have been proposed at several loca-
tions and the MTA's legislative authority permits consideration of various
sites. In the most recent study conducted by the New York State Department
of Transportation,(C) eight separate bridge locations were compared in de-
tail. These ranged from the most westerly location between Sands Point in
Nassau County and New Rochelle in Westchester County, involving an overwater
crossing 3.3 miles in length, to a 24.6 mile crossing at the easterly extremity
from Orient Point in Suffolk County to Watch Hill, Rhode Island.

Examination of these alternatives reveals that only the three most
westerly crossing locations give immediate promise of satisfying transporta-
tion needs and reducing highway congestion within the New York metropolitan
area, None of the more easterly crossings will serve the purpose intended.
They will reither provide significant relief of highway traffic within the
region, nor will any of them attract sufficient numbers of vehicular trips to
come even close to achieving financial feasibility as self-liquidating projects.

On the basis of the data presented in the Creighton, Hamburg study,
the New York State DOT(d) reached the following conclusions regarding the pro-

posed central and eastern Long Island Sound crossing:

(c) A Comprehensive Transportation Study for Proposed Bridge Crossings,
December, 1971, including detailed report by Creighton, Hamburg, Inc. and
associated consultants.

(d) A Comprehensive Study of Proposed Bridge Crossings of Long Island Sound,
Page 69, NYSDOT, January, 1972.

-6-
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"These crossings are not recommended. The reason for

this decision is their high construction costs coupled

with the relatively small traffic load they would carry,

the consequent lower toll revenues that could be expected,
their resultant infeasibility from a finance standpoint,

and their relative inability to relieve present and future
traffic congestion on highway and bridge facilities in New
York City, western Long Island, and Westchester County. The
study did note, however, that the Old Saybrook-East Marion
crossing has the highest level of financial feasibility of
the central and eastern crossings, adding that in another
ten years it may be desirable to review the need for building
this bridge."

In 1965 investigations of several central and easterly bridge locations

were conducted by a team of well-known engineers and these were updated in

1968.

(e)

These studies showed that traffic diverted from the existing East

River bridges would not be large enough to reduce anticipated congestion to

any meaningful degree.

Bridgeport site, are in reality not true alternatives to the crossings within

New York State as they do not fulfill the same functions.

Of the three westerly crossings, the one considered most favorable by

the State and the Creighton, Hamburg study was the crossing between the

vicinities of Rye in Westchester County and Oyster Bay in Nassau County. .

The

report reaches the following conclusion (Page S-22):

"In choosing between the three western bridges, the following
factors were dominant. The approach roads to Bridge 1 (New
Rochelle-Sands Point) severely impact the communities through
which they pass. Bridges 1 and 2 (Rye-Glen Cove) fit poorly
into the regional expressway network. Bridge 3, (Rye-Oyster
Bay) if built, would immediately complete a metropolitan cir-
cumferential expressway from Suffern to Wantagh. This is a
material advantage since it means that heavy expenditures

would not have to be made to permit the regional highway system
to accommodate bridge traffic.

We recommend Bridge 3 as the best choice for the first bridge
crossing of Long Island Sound."

(e) A series of reports covering various sites for a proposed Long Island-

The easterly crossings, beginning with the Port Jefferson -

RN R

New England Bridge and Connecting Highway was prepared in 1965 by a
team consisting of Bertram D. Tallamy Associates, Wilbur Smith and
Associates, and Sverdrup & Parcel. The reports were updated in 1968,

-7-




As a basis for developing these investigations, therefore, the pro-
posed project is identified as the construction of a bridge across Long Island
Sound between Rye and Oyster Bay and necessary approach highways. 1In
addition, a number of alternatives have been examined and the relative ad-
vantages, disadvantages and impacts of each are discussed in later sections
of this statement. In all cases, the elements of primary concern include the
effects of the various proposals on community values and environmental con-
ditions as well as on the achievement of a balanced transportation system

for the region.
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B. THIS STATEMENT IN THE CONTEXT
OF THE PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

This draft environmental impact statement is prepared pursuant to
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 as implemented by Federal
Highway Administration Policy and Procedure Memorandum (PPM) 90-1 issued
pursuant thereto. This statement presents the environmental implications of
the proposed highway project, a crossing of the westerly portion of Long
Island Sound, and of various alternatives to it. This statément is issued
prior to the corridor location public hearing to be conducted pursuant to
PPM 20-8. The location public hearing is one of the many opportunities
given to interested citizens to participate in and contribute to the con-
sideration of transportation project proposals. The planning for the pro-
posed projects to which this statement relates is authorized by the laws of

(a)
New York State.

The Long Island Sound crossing itself will be built by the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority with monies raised through the sale of revenue bonds,
pursuant to Chapter 717 of the 1967 Session Laws of New York State. New York
State Department of Transportation will build the approach roads to the
crossing. The approach roads and Sound crossing are being analyzed together
in this draft environmental impact statement for better understanding of the
environmental implications of the whole transportation development.

To fully comprehend the context in which this draft environmental impact
statement is issued, it is necessary to understand the lengthy and open nature
of the project development process under Federal and State regulations. Most
major transportation projects in this country are developed with Federal
financial assistance. In New York State, highways which are planned in

accordance with the requirements of Federal regulations qualify for Federal

(a) Chapter 717, 1967 Session Laws, as amended.

-9-



reimbursement to the State for a certain percentage of the planning, design,
relocation, construction and other costs incurred by the State. Federal-aid
highways are State projects.

Potential transportation projects are first conceived as a product of

regional transportation system planning, during which policy issues related

to regional growth and identification of transportation needs generate develop-

ment of specific projected transportation patterns. From this continuing
comprehensive transportation planning process, carried on cooperatively by
State, regional and local officials, determinations are made to investigate
transportation projects which meet identified needs.

If the need is for a highway facility, the broad corridor of a proposed
project is defined in accordance with the transportation plan after extensive
pre-feasibility and feasibility work. At this point, various alternative
locations within the corridor are examined. During this location stage basic
economic and traffic data are compiled and analysis of social, economic and
environmental effects of the route alternatives is undertaken leading to the
preparation of a draft environmental impact statement. Views of private
citizens and government agencies are solicited, informal informational meetings
and briefings are held, and formal location public hearings are conducted. The
public is encouraged to submit information and comments.

After the formal hearings, further study and restudy of the various
alternatives is undertaken in light of and in response to comments received
from the public and other agencies, written responses to all issues raised
are prepared and, finally, the final environmental impact statement is prepared
in close coordination with the U. S. Department of Transportation. On the
basis of this extensive technical, open and coordinative project development

process, the agency with jurisdiction over the project makes the route-location




decision, which is forwarded to the U.S. Department of Transportation for
- its approval. The Long Island Sound crossing project is presently in the

location study phase.

After the necessary approval of the general route location has been
received, preliminary design of the project begins. During this phase,
- specific alignments and their design details are established and cost and
- engineering determinations made. Preliminary plans and other engineering
investigations related to the design of the facility are undertaken. Further

analysis concerning environmental implications of those project details which

d - could only be identified at the location stage is undertaken. As a result,
- the environmental consequences of a project, impacts on specific parcels of
el land, opportunities for joint development and multiple use are refined and

alternative design options are evaluated and ordered.

= During this stage, extensive coordination with private individuals,

;: local community organizations, businesses and local government agencies con-

- tinues. Design public hearings are held, during which the environmental,

— social and community implications of the project are further explored. After

- this work and in light of evaluation of all comments received, a preliminary

el design decision is made. This tentative design decision, together with accompany-
__:: ing documentation on all aspects of the Federal-aid project, are submitted to
- the Federal Highway Administration for its approval.
—
- = Upon approval of the preliminary design of a highway project, detailed design
—~ work progresses to the preparation of plans, specifications and estimates (PS&Es)
';':: for the construction of the project, which are submitted to the Federal Highway

Administration for approval. Upon approval, the Federal government enters into g

J
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contractual relationship with New York State Department of Transportation
to reimburse the State for a portion of the funds expended in constructing
the project. It is only at this point that construction of the project may
begin., Major projects then take from two to three years to construct before
they can be opened to traffic,

During this process, numerous environmental and technical
reviews are required. For example, concurrently with the preparation of
this environmental impact statement pursuant to Section 102 (2) (c) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, any impact or infringement upon
public lands devoted to parks, recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl
refuge or to historic sites is analyzed independently pursuant to Section
4(f) of the U, S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as amended. Many
other specific items, such as displacement of people and businesses, air
quality, noise, and soil erosion are the subject of specific analysis and
approval at differing stages of the project development process. Because
detailed design work cannot be done until later in the project development
process, it is impossible to know precisely at the location stage the specific
environmental implications of the project. The draft environmental impact
statement treats the range of known environmental implications of the pro-
ject and its alternatives in the detail which is presently possible, as well
as commits the Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the State Department
of Transportation to taking appropriate steps to minimize adverse impacts.

This draft environmental impact statement has been issued prior to
location public hearings. It is being released publicly and being circulated
to a large number of governmental agencies and is being made available to the
general public so that new facts, insights and other comments on the environ-
mental implications of the proposed project may be assured of consideration

in route location deliberations. For example, this statement is being

-12-
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circulated to local, State and Federal Agencies, including the State Depart-

ment of Environmental Conservation, the Federal Environmental Protection

Agency and Department of the Interior,whose technical experts will evaluate

and comment upon the environmental analyses contained herein. The U. S.

Coast Guard, which has jurisdiction over the issuance of permits for location

and clearances of bridges, is consulted.

Copies of this statement are available for

public inspection and review at the offices of the State Department of Trans-

portation, the Metropolitan Transportation Authority and elsewhere.

Responsible officials will be available at public hearings to offer

fuller explanations on matters contained in this statement and other matters

related to the proposed project.

For example, great attention will be given

at the public hearing to relocation problems and the various programs and

services available to the people and businesses which may have to be re-

located as a result of this proposed project. Additionally, comments received

at the hearings and from individuals and agencies will be analyzed and responded

to in the final environmental impact statement when it is prepared following

the public hearing.

The environmental impact statement is a key part of the decision making

process being undertaken by the Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the

State Department of Transportation.

No final decision related to the specific location of the Long Island

Sound crossing has yet been made.

Project decisions will not be made until al1

interested citizens, groups and governmental agencies and units have had an

opportunity to study and comment on the various proposals. The Metropolitan

Transportation Authority and the Department of Transportation are legally

committed to considering all comments brought forth formally or informally

prior to reaching any decisions.

-13-



C. EVALUATION OF NEED FOR THE PROPOSED
LONG ISLAND SOUND CROSSING

1. Increasing Travel Demands

Transportation needs in any metropolitan area are influenced primarily
by regional developments., The basic forces shaping the needs of a region
are population growth, economic development and the social activities in which people
engage, As the original core area of the region increases in density, popu-
lation growth spreads outward to newer sections where more land is avail-
able and less congestion exists, With the enlargement of the developed area,
demands arise for a more complex transportation network adapted to the
varied types of trips that must be made - journeys to work and school, shop-
ping and visiting trips, recreational travel and trips for many other purposes,
Transportation of goods within the region is an especially important function
that affects the welfare of all residents in their roles as customers as well as
in their economic activities.

In order to consider the transportation network with proper perspective,
it is necessary first to define the extent of the region under study and then to
become familiar with the prevailing patterns of population and economic
activity. The report prepared for the New York State Department of Trans-
portation(a) in 1971 contains extensive information that will be freely drawn

upon in this and ensuing sections of this enviromnmental impact statement.

(a) A Comprehensive Transportation Study for Proposed Bridge Crossings,
December 1971, Creighton, Hamburg, Incorporated.
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a. The Region's Population Growth

The New York Metropolitan Region is defined for purposes of this

study as the Tri-State Region

covered by the Tri-State Regional Planning

Commission, It encompasses the five boroughs of New York City plus seven

other counties in New York State, ten counties in New Jersey and six planning

regions in Connecticut, These are:

<

L

New York Counties Connecticut New Jersey
(outside N, Y, C.) Planning Regions Counties
Nassau Central Naugatuck Bergen
Suffolk Greater Bridgeport Passaic
Westchester Housatonic Valley Hudson
Putnam South Central Essex
Dutchess South Western Morris
Rockland Valley Union
Orange Middlesex
Somerset
Monmouth
Mercer

Exhibit C-1 identifies the counties included in the study area and shows the
limits of the region. The total area included is 7,886 square miles, or about
0.27% of the surface of the United States.

The region's population, according to the 1970 Census, was 19,032,000,

which was 9.4% of the nation's total. Overall density was 2,410 persons per

IR O O B
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square mile, but the range of density went from 67, 160 persons/sq.mi. in

Manhattan (New York County) down to 245 persons/sq.mi. in Putnam County,

Actually the distribution of population in the region and the relative growth

of specific areas is of more interest than overall totals.

Table C-1 shows the

Census figures for the region's components for 1950 to 1970, and includes

projections for 1980 to 2000.

The projections are based on estimates in the

Creighton, Hamburg, Inc, report adjusted to reflect final 1970 Census figures

instead of the preliminary data available to them.
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TABLE C-1

NEW YORK METROPOLITAN REGION
POPUIATION WITH PROJECTIONS TO 2000

Thousands of Persons

Area 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
New York City 7,892 7,782 7,896 7,980 8,060 8,140

New York Counties:

Nassau 673 1,300 1,429 1,510 1,560 1,610
Suffolk 276 669 1,127 1,600 2,090 2,590
Westchester 626 809 894 1,010 1,150 1,320
Rockland, Orange,

Putnam, Dutchess 398 529 731 980 1,280 1,640
Connecticut Portion 1,075 1,349 1,586 1,820 2,110 2,460
New Jersey Counties 3,810 4,666 5,369 6,120 7,040 8,160

TOTAL REGION: 14,750 17,104 19,032 21,020 23,290 25,920

The dynamics of the region are intimately related to population growth.

!
] 1

)

[

Changing needs for community facilities, schools, hospitals, parks and trans-
portation are highly dependent on the rate and distribution of growth. Con-

versely, growth rates in individual areas are influenced by the degree to which

the needs for services are satisfactorily met, but the primary force is the
continuing increase in population.
In the New York Metropolitan Region, the most rapid growth in the past

20 years has occurred in the intermediate ring just beyond the surburban

counties immediately adjacent to the New York City - Newark =- Jersey City
core, For example, Rockland and Putnam Counties increased by 1797 and
157%, respectively, between 1950 and 1970, whereas closer Westchester
showed an increase of 437 during the same period. However, northern West-
chester increased by 967 against a rise of only 327 in the southern part of

the County,
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On Long Island there was an increase of 1127 in Nassau County in the

20 years prior to 1970, with most of the growth occurring during the 1950's.

As Nassau began to fill up and taper off in the 60's, Suffolk County received

the surging waves of in-migration that more than doubled its population between

1950 and 1960, and then went on at nearly the same rate in the 60's.

western portion of Suffolk has already passed its peak rate of growth and is

The

slowing down, whereas the central Town of Brookhaven has more than doubled in

the last decade. On the other hand, the eastern towns remain sparsely set-

tled and increased only 247, between 1960 and 1970, but they are expected to

show a dramatic rise in the next few years,

Table C-2 presents a summary of population growth in the metropolitan

region from 1950 to 1970,

by counties between 1970 and the year 2000, as well as the expected shift in

percentage distribution of residents during the same period.

TABLE C-2

NEW YORK METROPOLITAN REGION
POPULATION GROWTH AND DISTRIBUTION, 1950 - 2000

Area

New York City

New York Counties:
Nassau