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Created Date First Name Last Name City State Topic/Agenda Item Attachments Meeting Series Meeting Type

10/28/2023 Erica Taliento Staten Island NY

It is absolutely insane that the plan proposed involves narrowing the existing sidewalks, whith the report stating "Significant adverse impacts are anticipated at two sidewalk locations." 
and "These potential impacts would remain unmitigated." The sidewalks on Richmond Terrace are already extremely narrow for the current use that even the NYC DOT listed it as a 
problem in need of fixing in their own analysis of the corridor. Narrowing the existing sidewalks to the point of near elimination while also adding two additional lanes of traffic to an 
already 4 lane road will make the simple act of existing on Richmond Terrace in St George one of absolute misery. Let alone the safety impacts to pedestrians this would cause. The 
very fact that this was seen as okay is a disgrace to the MTA and I can only hope that when you inevitably need to cooperate with NYC DOT on the right of way they give you the 
needed pushback on this absolute idiotic idea. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/1/2023 Jackson Hurst
I have reviewed the Draft EIS for MTA's Staten Island North Shore Bus Rapid Transit Project and I approve and support the findings in the document. I also approve and support the 
build alternative. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/5/2023 Dominic Perrotta Staten Island NY

As a resident on the North Shore on Staten Island, I’m super excited to hear about the potential rapid transit expansion on the North Shore, or even on Staten Island in general! Staten 
Island has long been overdue for public transit extensions, currently being served only by the Staten Island Railway (SIR) in terms of rapid transit. I am personally very grateful for the 
SIR (a Heavy Rail Transit system); it's a quick and convenient service that consistently helps me get to and from school and other places. While I am pleased with the prospect of rapid 
transit being reinstated along the North Shore ROW, I am primarily concerned about the chosen method, which is Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), as well as a few other aspects. My main 
concern in regard to the choice of BRT is my uncertainty about how well this chosen method will perform. Staten Island has an extensive bus network with numerous local services, and 
services that connect to Manhattan. However, these services are often seen as slow, crowded, and not always convenient. For instance, if you know a car ride takes ten minutes, the bus 
ride is guaranteed to take over twenty minutes. In my personal experience with the S53, on numerous occasions, I've seen my bus canceled, and when the next one arrives after twenty 
minutes, it's so crowded that I've been pressed up against the windshield, or I'd have to wait again for the next bus. While I can understand that some of these time-related problems 
occur due to buses being stuck in car traffic, which won't be the case for most of the BRT, I am still worried that these buses may encounter similar issues with overcrowding and delays. 
I believe that many other Staten Island residents will share similar concerns and may avoid and stay away from this service because of that. The choice of BRT was obviously made after 
several studies and evidence collected, but I still believe that either a Heavy Rail Transit (HRT) system or, in this case, the more feasible option, Light Rail Transit (LRT), would be much 
more suitable for the North Shore Branch and all proposed lines on Staten Island. Staten Island, while nowhere near as dense as the rest of the city by any means, is beginning to see 
development, especially on the North Shore. As density and population increase, so will traffic, unless we have quick, clean, reliable, and comfortable transit options that can help 
reduce car usage and traffic. A BRT should not be built simply because more houses are being built nearby; instead, the North Shore should be built up and developed in a more 
pedestrian- and biker-friendly way around the transit system, because there will be LRT or HRT that will be able to support and serve it. My next concern pertains to travel to and from 
New Jersey. It seems that the North Shore Rapid Transit will only run to and from the West Shore Plaza, while the West Shore Rapid Transit will extend into New Jersey, particularly to 
Newark Liberty International Airport. The idea of the West Shore Rapid Transit traveling into New Jersey is great, but I also believe the North Shore Rapid Transit should do the same. 
There are a few ways I believe this issue can be resolved. One approach would be to have some of the transportation vehicles terminate at West Shore Plaza and some at the airport. 
Another approach would be to eliminate the North Shore Rapid Transit's stop at West Shore Plaza and continue into New Jersey, stopping at Western Avenue in coordination with the 
West Shore Rapid Transit, to provide for easy transfers between the two lines. Lastly, the West Shore Rapid Transit line could be modified so that it can either terminate or stop at a 
station before proceeding to Western Avenue & Liberty Airport. Overall, I'm super excited and grateful for the possibility of Rapid Transit along the North Shore, and I think it has the 
potential to be great. HOWEVER, I cannot stress enough the importance of choosing the LRT system over the BRT system. Thank you for allowing me to provide my input on this 
project. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/6/2023 John H Staten Island

What would be the feasibility of maintaining a two way busway on the north side of Richmond Terrace between Nicholas St. and St. George instead of the median? This may make it 
easier for buses to travel as unimpededly as possible on this high traffic stretch of the alignment as buses would have less a need to cross westbound traffic. This may also have the 
added effect of minimizing NYPD activities crossing the busway or interfering with the busway. Factors that appear to make a north side busway more feasible include the removal of 
median and removal of parking to support the busway installation, and lack of proposed intermediate stops between Nicholas St and St. George. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/13/2023 Janet Dugo
This project is long overdue and will add a much-needed option to Staten Island's deprived public transportation system. The BRT will provide a faster, more efficient line that will 
greatly benefit the community. It is hoped that it will also contribute to connecting Staten Island regionally to the NJ Transit system. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/15/2023 Patrick Hyland
This is a great idea and long overdue!!! I like that this is extended down South Avenue connecting to our corporate parks and hotels. My only negative is maintain the S96 when 
enacted. Thanks so much for advancing this project! Best regards, Patrick Hyland 917-620-5906 No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/16/2023 Linda Baran Staten Island NY

                           
revisited. NYCEDC recently acquired a stretch of the St. George waterfront that was part of the NY Wheel site and plans to oversee the esplanade piece of the property. When the 
Empire Outlets and NY Wheel projects were developed, they built over the existing right-of-way (ROW) which was included for use in the initial planning studies for the North Shore 
BRT. The current proposed alignment would pass along Borough Hall and other civic uses, including the NYPD 120 Precinct and Staten Island Family Court. This area is problematic 
since Richmond Terrace is very narrow and highly traversed by buses, trucks, and passenger vehicles. Regarding access to New Jersey – It is our understanding that access to New 
Jersey is not being incorporated into the North Shore BRT plan. We recommend that the planned stretch of alignment that leaves the open cut and rises to grade (Arlington) section 
incorporate access to Newark Airport, MetroPark (Amtrak), and the Hudson Bergan Light Rail. While access to NJ is being looked at as part of the West Shore BRT plan, that plan is 
further out, and we believe a NJ connection needs to happen as part of North Shore BRT where planning is further along. In 2007, the MTA implemented the S89 route, the first 
interstate bus route run by New York City Transit, which connects Eltingville, Staten Island, with the 34th Street Hudson Bergan Light Rail in Bayonne. The route remains the only 
alternative transit option on Staten Island to access NJ. It stops in the vicinity of the Bayonne Bridge near the proposed North Shore BRT ROW and should be revisited to bolster access 
to the suggested hubs located in NJ. Regarding the proposed greenway on the former North Shore Railroad ROW – While we support the greenway, we believe that planning along 
the ROW in this area should seek solutions that incorporate both the greenway and North Shore BRT projects. Lastly, former Borough President James Molinaro had the foresight to 
preserve the North Shore Railroad right-of-way years ago and worked with the Port Authority of NY/NJ on an initial feasibility study which was released in 2004. Planning for this 
project has lagged over the last two decades, which has resulted in new issues arising. That being said, “where there is a will, there is a way.” We hope the MTA can find a way! A North 
Shore BRT will improve access to jobs on our North and West Shores. It supports future growth and revitalized development on Staten Island, including enhancing employee 
recruitment and retention necessary for the success of larger development projects such as Amazon, Ikea, the Corporate Park, and North Shore Waterfront development, including 
Lighthouse Point. Most importantly, it MUST connect Staten Island locally and regionally. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/21/2023 Jessica Vodoor Staten Island NY see attached letter - letter will be summarized in the RTC chapter No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/21/2023 Tatiana Arguello Why wasn’t this taken to more of an open forum. We are concerned about this imposing on Snug Harbor land and the restaurant landscape like Blue. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/22/2023 Eric Hagmueller New York NY

I am a member of the Staten Island community, working at Snug Harbor Cultural Center and Botanical Garden. I object to the lack of notice our community has received relating to the 
MTA's proposal to remove waterfront parkland adjacent to the Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. I am not in favor of this proposed "final" scope that removes or 
reduces parkland to accommodate the BRT. The changes to the MTA's Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require greater input from the community, and the one-month public 
comment period concluding on November 24, 2023 is unacceptable and provides insufficient time to allow our community's stakeholders to digest and understand the impacts of the 
MTA's plan. The MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan to Community stakeholders and MTA's project representatives should present the scope to a Community Board 
meeting, have additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input process. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/22/2023 Martha Neighbors Staten Island NY Please see uploaded document detailing my concerns regarding the proposed BRT for Staten Island's North Shore. Feel free to contact me with any questions or for clarification. Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments
11/22/2023 Jessica Vodoor Staten Island NY Please see attached letter, expressing the concerns and comments of the impacted Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. Thank you. Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/22/2023 Ciro Galeno, Jr. Staten Island NY

As the Executive Director of the Noble Maritime Collection, a constituent organization of Snug Harbor Cultural Center and Botanical Garden, as well as a Staten Island resident, I object 
to the lack of notice our community was given about the MTA's proposal to remove waterfront parkland in front of the Cultural Center. While I support additional public transportation 
options for Staten Island, including the planned BRT, I am not in favor of this proposed "final" scope that removes or reduces parkland to accommodate it. The waterfront is a historic 
feature of Snug Harbor, once home to the venerable retirement home Sailors' Snug Harbor, established by a will written by Alexander Hamilton in 1801. The Noble Maritime Collection 
is entrusted with preserving the history of this site, but the museum's leadership also looks ever forward to how we can better serve the community, which includes plans to reactivate 
and provide greater public access to this waterfront space, in collaboration with our Cultural Center partners. The changes to the MTA's Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require 
greater input from the community, and the one-month public comment period is unacceptable and provides insufficient time to allow stakeholders to digest and understand the 
impacts of the MTA's plan. The MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan and MTA's project representatives should present the scope to a Community Board meeting, have 
additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input process. I thank you for considering my objections, and 
look forward to further discussions. Respectfully, Ciro Galeno, Jr. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments
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11/22/2023 Nicholas Thompson
To whom this may concern, Good afternoon. Please see the attached statement from Staten Island Borough President Vito Fossella re: potential Staten Island North Shore BRT study. 
Sincerely, Nicholas Thompson Communications Specialist Office of Borough President Vito Fossella Phone: (718) 816-2115 Email: nthompson@statenislandusa.com Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/22/2023 Lisa Daglian

To whom it may concern, Thank you for the opportunity to submit public comment regarding the North Shore Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement in support of 
this critical project that will improve transit access. As rider representatives and trusted advisors to the MTA, the Permanent Citizens Advisory Committee to the MTA (PCAC) regularly 
researches issues, recommends viable solutions, and advocates on behalf of the region’s MTA riders, including those who use the Staten Island Railway and buses that serve Staten 
Island. Thousands of New Yorkers depend on bus connections to and from ferries on the North Shore to get around the borough, whether they live or work on Staten Island. This 
includes many who make the long commute from the St. George Ferry Terminal to JFK8, the Amazon Fulfillment Center. With a higher population density and a lower rate of car-
ownership than the borough overall, Staten Island’s North Shore is perhaps the most transit-dependent part of the borough. Despite this, the North Shore has for decades been 
drastically underserved by MTA service. The existing deficits on the North Shore’s bus routes (the S40/S90, S44/S94, S46/S96, and S48/S98) are well known: severe overcrowding during 
peak commute periods; a lack of convenient transfers to other modes; and most bus trips running five or more minutes late. The status quo is simply unacceptable, and North Shore 
Bus Rapid Transit would help ensure that more New Yorkers can depend on transit on Staten Island. In moving forward with this project, the MTA would recognize this and right the 
wrong created by the closure of the North Shore Branch in 1953— making good on its promise to better serve Equity Areas. The North Shore BRT would also help advance economic 
development activity on Staten Island, including the New York City Economic Development Corporation’s “Staten Island North Shore Action Plan.” Between now and the target build 
date of 2035, we hope the MTA will study other projects that will complement this effort and deliver long-sought transit connections between Staten Island and New Jersey’s Hudson, 
Essex, and Union Counties, as well as New York City. To do so, we recommend the MTA: - Improve existing Staten Island Railway service and stations, including installing loudspeakers 
at stations to provide real-time updates and information. - Study the feasibility of extending the Hudson-Bergen Light Rail to the eventual Elm Park/Morningside Road North Shore BRT 
stop using the Bayonne Bridge, which was constructed with the possibility of adding rail in mind. This could be funded and operated by the Port Authority, the bi-state agency charged 
with advancing projects that better connect and serve New York and New Jersey. - Work with the Port Authority to provide bus service between West Shore Plaza and Newark Liberty 
International Airport. - Partner with local stakeholders to advance the goals outlined in the Staten Island North Shore Action Plan: enhancing station-adjacent land use and ensuring 
Staten Islanders can access housing near North Shore BRT stops. - Ensure that North Shore BRT service is provided 24/7, 365 days a year. - Coordinate bus schedules along the North 
Short BRT alignment to ensure timed connections to the Staten Island Ferry, Staten Island Railway and local bus routes, as described on page 2-33. - Improve existing Express Bus 
service to get residents from other parts of Staten Island into and out of Manhattan more easily and reliably, to ensure that residents have viable transit options for reaching the Central 
Business District, particularly as Congestion Pricing begins. Thank you again for the opportunity to submit public comment. We look forward to seeing this project come to life and 
improve access to opportunities for residents of Staten Island and beyond. Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/23/2023 Lorri Senk Staten Island NY

I really need to know how serious you could possibly be about this we live in the neighborhood we dine in the neighborhood we shop in the neighborhood you re taking away our 
parking you expect us to go across the street and down a hill to park in a parking garage That is not accessible to the places that we go to. This is completely unacceptable as a person 
who has lived here for over 65 years and enjoys going to St. George and living in St. George. Do you really think that putting a bus from Port Richmond to the ferry, is going to bring 
the south shore to Staten Island ferry , it is not my children live in Great Kills. They’ve taken the ferry after a train ride where they had to sit with people who are on drugs they need to 
drive to come to dinner with us. They will no longer come to the north shore, for any reason if you take away their parking. This entire plan needs to be rethought. This is not what St. 
George needs St. George needs people to come and spend money and keep St. George alive doing this and taking away parking spaces for those of us who have no problem paying 
for a parking spot on the street especially me who has a handicapped husband who I cannot push up, from the parking underneath the outlets that probably are going to close is 
ridiculous to think it can happen. Therefore, at least three nights a week when we enjoy going to our local restaurants will end and so will going to my favorite little stores to shop 
please please consider what you are doing to our community. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/23/2023 Norman J Senk Staten Island NY

I am a paraplegic. I cannot go out unless we can park on the street in a legal parking spot where my van can open and a ramp can come down. I have had my wife learn how to park by 
the sidewalk so that she could help me out of the van as I am unable to walk. I enjoy going to dinner at various restaurants in St. George and mostly can find parking on Richmond 
Terrace and it has been convenient for us because it is flat and she is able to maneuver me in and out but seriously to take away those parking spots to put bus lanes in that I cannot 
utilize because my wheelchair does not fit on a New York City bus is not not fair to me as a person who lives in this borough and has lived in this borough on the North Shore of Staten 
Island in the St. George area for over 65 years you really need to reconsider what you are doing to us as community members and leaders please do not take away our parking it is 
essential to my being able to get out of our home into a social setting your consideration is deeply appreciated and I would welcome the opportunity to speak with you. My telephone 
number is 646-339-5694. I speak on behalf of every person who is handicapped who struggles enough on a day-to-day, and just wants to have a little social life once in a while in my 
neighborhood , thank you for listening No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/24/2023 Janice Monger Staten Island NY

As CEO the Staten Island Museum sited at Snug Harbor, and a cultural leader that has worked in landmarked historic waterfront sites for more than a decade, I want to raise serious 
concerns about the proposed BRT path and structure as it affects Snug Harbor's waterfront parkland. I raise these concerns both in my professional capacity and as a north shore 
resident. While I understand that there are transportation needs to be addressed, this version of the plan cuts off waterfront views and access when the north shore is desperately in 
need of protecting as much waterfront visibility and access as possible for residents. The proposed elevated busway 30 feet wide be built on concrete pillars, effectively replacing the 
waterfront parkland space with a concrete barrier, elevated busway, visually walling off the waterfront with concrete barriers. The revitalization of Snug Harbor's parkland waterfront and 
the rebuilding of a public dock is central to Snug Harbor's capital master plan's vision, and this proposed scope of the BRT would effectively eliminate the vision of a vibrant waterfront 
parkland for the Snug Harbor community. The separation of the historic Snug Harbor campus from its waterfront context creates a significant negative impact on the historical context 
of the site, which is deeply connected to the waterfront and the maritime heritage of our community. Additionally, there was completely inadequate outreach and notice of this version 
of the plan and insufficient time for the public comment period. There needs to be a thorough and responsible community input process when proposing as important a plan as this 
with the radical changes being put forth. This plan undermines great progress toward making Snug Harbor a citywide destination with waterfront prominence and other plans already 
in place to connect to its waterfront. On behalf of the Staten Island Museum community, and as a resident, I urge reconsideration of this plan. The path and structure would be 
damaging to the waterfront assets at Snug Harbor and it is necessary to give more proper notice and time for public comment. I look forward to contributing toward a vision for a 
revised plan. Thank you. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/25/2023 Dina Rosenthal Staten island NY

"I am a member of the Staten Island community, residing at (insert address). I object to the lack of notice our community has received relating to the MTA's proposal to remove 
waterfront parkland adjacent to the Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. I am not in favor of this proposed "final" scope that removes or reduces parkland to 
accommodate the BRT. The changes to the MTA's Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require greater input from the community, and the one-month public comment period 
concluding on November 24, 2023 is unacceptable and provides insufficient time to allow our community's stakeholders to digest and understand the impacts of the MTA's plan. The 
MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan to Community stakeholders and MTA's project representatives should present the scope to a Community Board meeting, have 
additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input process. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/26/2023 neil anastasio Staten Island NY

"I am a member of the Staten Island community, and President of the Forest Regional Residents' Civic Association (FRRCA.org) residing at 500 Bard Avenue, I object to the lack of 
notice our community has received relating to the MTA's proposal to remove waterfront parkland adjacent to the Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. I am not in favor of 
this proposed "final" scope that removes or reduces parkland to accommodate the BRT. The changes to the MTA's Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require greater input from the 
community, and the one-month public comment period concluding on November 24, 2023 is unacceptable and provides insufficient time to allow our community's stakeholders to 
digest and understand the impacts of the MTA's plan. The MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan to Community stakeholders and MTA's project representatives should 
present the scope to a Community Board meeting, have additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input 
process." No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/27/2023 Lakshmi Rao Sankar Staten Island NY

This is a terrible plan. We have a beautiful though underdeveloped waterfront. MTA’s plan needs to take in input from people who live in the community. "I am a member of the Staten 
Island community, residing at (insert address). I object to the lack of notice our community has received relating to the MTA's proposal to remove waterfront parkland adjacent to the 
Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. I am not in favor of this proposed "final" scope that removes or reduces parkland to accommodate the BRT. The changes to the MTA's 
Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require greater input from the community, and the one-month public comment period concluding on December 1, 2023 is unacceptable and 
provides insufficient time to allow our community's stakeholders to digest and understand the impacts of the MTA's plan. The MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan to 
Community stakeholders and MTA's project representatives should present the scope to a Community Board meeting, have additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted 
businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input process". No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/29/2023 Dana Walker Staten Island NY

"I am a member of the Staten Island community, residing at 46 Franklin Avenue, SI NY 10301. I object to the lack of notice our community has received relating to the MTA's proposal 
to remove waterfront parkland adjacent to the Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. I am not in favor of this proposed "final" scope that removes or reduces parkland to 
accommodate the BRT. The changes to the MTA's Draft EIS and Final Scope Document require greater input from the community, and the one-month public comment period 
concluding on December 1, 2023 is unacceptable and provides insufficient time to allow our community's stakeholders to digest and understand the impacts of the MTA's plan. The 
MTA has not sufficiently alerted or circulated this plan to Community stakeholders and MTA's project representatives should present the scope to a Community Board meeting, have 
additional stakeholder discussions with directly impacted businesses and residents, and incorporate a more robust public input process". No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments
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11/29/2023 Nicole Malliotakis Staten Island NY

                          
access to their fair share of capital projects, despite Staten Island paying a tremendous amount of money via fares and tolls. This initiative would uplift the North Shore’s predominantly 
minority communities and open doors to increased economic prosperity, educational opportunities, and better access to Manhattan via the Staten Island Ferry. Additionally, it would 
improve connectivity for Manhattan residents visiting Staten Island’s cultural centers, restaurants, and local businesses, boosting our economy. I am in favor of this project and urge the 
MTA to collaborate closely with our community’s elected officials, commuters, and key stakeholders during the design phase to address any concerns, ensuring the project's success in 
efficiently connecting Staten Island from east to west. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

11/30/2023 Robert McDonnell Wellesley MA

Shelagh Mahoney, the President of Atlantic Salt, Inc., requested that I submit the written comments about the DEIS for the North Shore EIS. As described in the written comments 
attached below, Atlantic operates a water-dependent marine terminal in a Significant Maritime and Industrial Area (SMIA) in the New Brighton neighborhood on the North Shore. 
Atlantic is very concerned about the proposed BRT design and believes that it will "substantially hinder" achievement of the policies established by New York City's Waterfront 
Revitalization Program. A reasonable alternative exists as documented by earlier studies. As currently proposed, the BRT design is not compliant with coastal zone management 
requirements. Atlantic looks forward to further discussion and evaluation. Please add the following electronic addresses to the BRT Project contact list: smahoney@easternsalt.com; 
danieladams@landing-studio.com; jmcnamee@easternminerals.com; brian@atlanticsalt.com; jarchambault@easternsalt.com; julie.palmer@morganlewis.com; 
remcdonnellaw@gmail.com. Please confirm receipt of the Upload File. Thank you and best regards, R.E. McDonnell Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/1/2023 Justin Wood Staten Island NY

The North Shore desperately needs BRT. Staten Islanders endure some of the longest commute times in NYC, and making bus service faster and more reliable will help many more 
people gain access to jobs, education, and health care. Staten Island is one of the most car-dependent areas of NYC because of current, limited transit options. Bus Rapid Transit is 
essential to reduce private car usage, save money for middle and low-income residents of our borough, and to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Thank you for the opportunity to 
support this critical project. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/2/2023 MR. LINDY PETER CRESCITELLI STATEN ISLAND NY
Would like much more information about this and need more time to learn more and then comment more on all this. Thus also perhaps maybe need more time to perhaps maybe 
invite you to our local civic meetings to learn even more about this too., please email us at NewBrightonNY@GMail.com , thank you. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/12/2023 Derek Weng
Please stop this project. We need to preserve our waterfront, and not have an intrusive structure that destroys our view and gardens and parkland is immediate to the area. Again, 
please stop this project. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/12/2023 Susannah Abbate Staten Island NY
I oppose the plan for the elevated highway blocking access to the waterfront along the kill van kull. Please find another solution which doesn't obstruct access. I understand that there's 
an option for a streetlight along Richmond Terrace instead of the dedicated bus route. Please consider that. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/13/2023 Aidan Woutas
The EIS was thorough and well-reasoned. I am a resident of the impacted area (living immediately south of Snug Harbor, between the New Brighton and Livingston stations) and am 
wholly satisfied with the environmental and socioeconomic impacts presented. I urge a speedy continuation of the project to ensure its benefits are realized as soon as possible, No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/13/2023 Nicholas Zvegintzov Staten Island NY Please see report from Nicholas Zvegintzov, Community Board 1, Staten Island Transportation Chair Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/19/2023 Lillian Lagazzo STATEN ISLAND

I am a Tier I retiree with 42 years of City service. I also serve on Community Board #1SI. While we welcome the discussion of sorely needed transportation alternatives for not only CB1, 
but also for ALL of Staten Island, the BRT project as proposed with $1.3 Billion in construction costs and $24 million O&M annually- needs to be re-evaluated. This is a HUGE 
expenditure for only saving riders 5.6 minutes in their commute time. One of the major impacts the present BRT proposal will have is on both the St. George area and its Economic 
Development. (I will let others comment on the negative impacts this project will have on our beloved Snug Harbor.) The Mayor recently highlighted exciting efforts in the Sept. 2023 
Staten Island North Shore Action Plan. The Introduction pages to this plan stated by EDC President Kimball and Council Member (49CD) Kamilla Hanks point out... efforts... "to support 
more housing and economic development opportunities along the Richmond Terrace Corridor.' and "the growth potential for the North Shore of Staten Island is substantial." That 
being said, the community and government agencies, civic and area committees have spent many years (decades) to attract and develop the downtown Staten Island area for tourism 
and economic development. The bankruptcy of the Outlets and the defunct Wheel project site continue to negatively impact the environment for potentially new and positive 
economic scenarios for this area. Certain elements of the BRT proposal will only further exacerbate the downturns we are already experiencing: (1) The elimination of 250 parking 
spaces from Nicholas Street to the Ferry Terminal will create parking hardships for individuals (especially the handicapped and mobility challenged) and burdens to businesses that 
depend on Richmond Terrace's street parking for patrons; (2) There will be no parking near the Ferry Hawks baseball stadium. Commercial and school buses load and unload patrons, 
teams and Access-A-Ride and private handicap transportation accessible vans will also be impacted; (3) I believe that response times for the 120 Pct. vehicles will be slowed with 
officers trying to navigate vehicles across/over the medians. WE appreciate the consideration of transportation improvements for our borough's residents. We must work together with 
our Elected Offices to make this a viable outcome for ALL residents. Again, 5.6 minutes saved and the enormous expenditure of funds points to the need for greater discussion and No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/21/2023 ANTHONY AVILA
I would really love this option. I live right by the old rail track and would take this everyday for my commute into the city. I currently take the 40 and 46 and it is terrible always 
overflowing sometimes waiting many many minutes in the cold this would help alleviate that traffic so much No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 John KILCULLEN
The alienation of parkland along the Snug Harbor Esplanade is completely unacceptable and contrary to the City's goal of increased assess to our waterfront. The MTA needs to 
reevaluate the design strategy here. Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 MICHAEL HARWOOD

As it concerns the impacts on the Snug Harbor parkland, open space, and historical significance, the plan should consider allowing for creation and access for a ferry slip on the water 
side of Richmond Terrace, in the Snug Harbor land. Historically, there was a boat slip there and it would be a benefit, as well as a mitigating factor, to include a well designed and 
landscaped boat slip to allow the revival of this historic connection to the maritime themed Snug Harbor Cultural Center. The EIS should look at how to incorporate a\waterfront access 
for such an additional transportation facility in connection with the proposed BRT. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 N Norberg 163 Westervelt Ave NY

The plan holds great promise. Except it is not clear why, in Section 1, busses must proceed down Richmond Terrace (instead of using the existing SIR ROW at ground level). At 
Richmond Terrace, all busses leaving and arriving at St. George Terminal face a bottleneck due to limited lane space, idling vehicles by Empire Outlets, events at the stadium, and vast, 
unregulated, illegal double-parking and lane-blocking by the personal and official vehicles of the NYPD's 120th Precinct. Why not expedite busses' arrival and departure from St. 
George terminal via an appropriate corridor under the terminal and stadium to the Right Of Way at Nicholas St? No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Ishita Gaur New York NY

This comment is a plea to MTA to reconsider the current proposal for the raised BRT along Richmond Terrace, especially in front the historic landmark buildings on Snug Harbor 
Cultural Center & Botanical Garden's campus. While it is worth noting that at large the project provides improved public bus transit - much of it at grade, which is positive, the impact 
this will have on Snug Harbor will be incredibly negative. Looking at the “Snug Harbor Alternatives Analysis”, and the Studio V “ Snug Harbor Views - BRT Draft EIS copy” files, the 
recommended “Alternate 2” configuration, which builds out a new elevated BRT roadway structure over the destabilized shoreline or water at Snug Harbor is problematic in many ways. 
As an overall planning move, blocking waterfront views and access for generations in the name of reducing bus travel time is inconsistent with so many New York City and Federal 
priorities. Cities everywhere (Boston’s Big Dig a prime example) are dismantling elevated vehicular roadways adjacent to the water with federal dollars. 
(https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2021/05/27/climate/us-cities-highway-removal.html) We know removing elevated transportation infrastructure is successfully promoting 
economic growth, community connections, and the health and wellness of its citizens. It’s hard to believe with the enormous cost and negative impacts of building an elevated 
structure (36’ above sea level!), waterside of Richmond Terrace is a serious consideration in 2023. Can you please list the agency support that this project have beyond the MTA. 
Beyond the clear negative impacts to the shore site experience of the historic Snug Harbor, the design undermines shoreline resiliency, removes waterfront access, adds shadow to 
underwater ecologies, and other marine and environmental problems. Could cause bathymetry issues promoting sediment collection (possibility reducing the navigable waterway). The 
Kill Van Kull tidal straight is one of the busiest waterways in the NYC Port, and only 10 years ago finished the largest dredging job in the city to deepen it. Building a bus roadway over 
the waterfront in a coastal flood zone presents tremendous engineering challenges. Can you please list the agencies that this option will require approval from? Is it NEPA and 
LPC/SHPO, DEC, DEP, and Army Corps of Engineers? Are there other City, State or Federal approvals required? The site is zoned as a park (well into the water) so would also require 
NYC Parks approval or require their consent to convert existing parkland to a transportation use. As you note on the document that these permits from Parks are unlikely/difficult, why 
is it the recommended proposal? The Alternate 2 proposal is counter to the 2021 NYC Comprehensive Waterfront plan which talks about equity, access, and the “climate justice 
principle” that all New Yorkers should live, learn, work and play in safe, healthy, resilient and sustainable environments, even as the climate changes. This MTA proposal would cause 
harm to the health and quality of life of New Yorkers by putting vehicles over the water and blocking the waterfront. https://www.nyc.gov/assets/planning/download/pdf/plans-
studies/comprehensive-waterfront-plan/nyc_comprehensive_waterfront_plan.pdf Are you looking to claim a zoning exemption? It is worth noting that this proposal is also counter to 
the NYC Zoning Section Article 6 Chapter 2 “Special Regulations Applying in the Waterfront Area“. Only looking at the "General Purposes" section is enough to recognize that this 
proposal violates every single regulatory intent of the zoning code. https://zr.planning.nyc.gov/article-vi/chapter-2 We hope that MTA will reconsider this proposal for a more suited 
approach to solving North Shore's transportation challenges. This solution is problematic for many reasons listed above, but primarily because it negates the equity principles of 
building trust in underserved communities. It does not account for any of the direct impacts it will have on the social, physical and cultural resources in the North Shore. I urge MTA to 
reconsider this option. Best, Ishita Gaur, Associate Urban Designer and Planner| Marvel Architects, Landscape Architects, and Urban Designers Board of Directors, Snug Harbor Cultural 
Center & Botanical Gardens No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments
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12/22/2023 William Morrish Staten Island NY

The North Shore BRT project is a critical socio-economic equity and justice project providing a effective mass transit option between low income residents to jobs(especially to Staten 
Island Ferry), shopping, social services and recreation options that at this time require a car our multiple bus transfers to reach. The east side of Staten Island lower and middle class 
communities are serviced by SIR intersecting with local bus service, that offers a level of mobility freedom that is now not available to those working families on the North Shore and 
west side of Staten Island. This BRT link is critical the future growth of Snug Harbor providing a key transit link for visitors traveling via the Ferry to our Smithsonian historic, cultural, 
education, and recreation assets. Please add to the opening list of project objectives is the increase access to the Staten Island ferry for a large ethically diverse and economically 
underserved low income community. The largest and most diverse on Staten Island. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Emily Paine Staten Island NY

I do not approve this plan. It adds little benefit and encroaches too greatly on Snug Harbor and businesses on Richmond Terrace. I support John Kilkullen's comment that The MTA and 
EDC should be working together to improve ferry connections at Port Richmond and Mariners Harbor and points south. The old North Shore Railway ROW here is the easiest to be 
reboot. I do suggest that the DOT provide a traffic light and pedestrian crosswalk to get across Richmond Terrace at the Sailor's Snug Harbor Gate. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Tamer Mahmoud Staten Island NY

           y g g    y p   g    p    g   g y   p g  
Richmond Terrace leading up to Nicholas Street would only make matters worse. In addition to that, utilizing Richmond Terrace up to Nicholas Street would create additional traffic and 
potential congestion at the intersection where the BRT would descend to Bank Street. What’s even worse is requiring parkland and areas from Snug Harbor Cultural Center and the 
Botanical Garden to be allocated to the BRT is not acceptable. There is not much in the form of parkland on the North Shore, especially in New Brighton and St. George, not to mention 
that the Snug Harbor Cultural Center and Botanical Garden would be encroached upon and access to the waterfront would be hindered. While that area is currently a mess, it can be 
remedied with the proper landscaping and provides much needed access to a ferry landing, which can be utilized to bring visitors to Snug Harbor as well as a potential ferry stop on an 
expanded Fast Ferry service. This is an area where the MTA must work in conjunction with the EDC on developing ferry access points in Snug Harbor and in Port Richmond. Another 
major issue with this proposal is the reduction in sidewalks on certain parts of the route, which can create pedestrian access and potential safety issues. The current BRT proposal does 
provide anything in the form of added value that the S40/S90, S44/S94, S46/S96, and S48/S98 don’t provide. It’s just adding extra vehicles to the road and creating more congestion in 
areas where traffic is already an issue. It would be a question of a couple of minutes difference between the current bus system in place and the proposed BRT, which in my opinion, is 
not a significant enough change that justifies the BRT proposal. The best way to address the much maligned transportation system currently in place is to resurrect the North Shore 
Railroad in the form of a Rapid Transit Light Rail, pretty much bringing back the old Staten Island Railroad that once operated on the North Shore until 1953, when the transit system 
made it obsolete. The City is currently debating a light rail operation that would traverse between Queens and Brooklyn and Staten Island’s North Shore Waterfront is a perfect 
candidate for such a proposal that would take vehicles off the road and not require much inconvenience to several neighborhoods or conversion of park space since the North Shore 
ROW is pretty much in place and would need to be rehabilitated in some areas and some new construction in others. More work and consideration needs to be done and provided to 
Staten Island for this project and the MTA needs to make it a point to meet with the various neighborhood Civics and hear them out! No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Daniel Hennessy Staten Island

There is so much wrong with this proposal that I find it hard to believe a Staten Islander was involved! A few of the “highlights”: a viaduct??? (cost to build, cost to maintain, what 
happens in bad weather, accidents???)! In other words, a ludicrous idea. The loss of parking spaces! Staten Island is not like Manhattan or the rest of the city! More right and left turn 
lanes and no left turn during certain hours! A more radical idea: the elimination of commercial traffic during rush hours: 7-9 am and 5-7 pm on major nearby arteries by the ferry. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Mary Bullock Staten Island NY

Please accept the wholehearted endorsement of the Port Richmond North Shore Alliance. Our 600+ member Civic Association is becoming known for our Quality of Life 
accomplishments. Your project will provide an unprecedented boost to an historic neighborhood founded in 1680 and built on the successful exploitation of transportation 
opportunities. We are available to appear at any and all public meetings. Yes North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Rose Uscianowski Staten Island NY

I am excited by the progress on the future North Shore Bus Rapid Transit plan and can't wait to see the project fully funded and realized. However, I urge project planners to work with 
the DOT to ensure that the BRT does not inhibit the goals of the Staten Island Waterfront Greenway in providing waterfront greenway access to cyclists and pedestrians between the 
Verrazzano and Goethals Bridges. With the right planning, public transit and greenway access along the Richmond Terrace Waterfront could complement one another in transforming 
the way we get around the North Shore. Similarly, I reject the idea that sidewalk space needs to be reduced in front of the 120th Precinct to allow for the on-street BRT portion on 
Richmond Terrace. Thirty years ago, plans were approved to move the station house for the 120th Precinct to a new location on Hill Street to alleviate the congestion caused by double 
parking in front of the existing station house. Those plans have been pushed for repeatedly since then, but they were never moved forward. Cutting down sidewalk space on Richmond 
Terrace during a time when development is increasing foot-traffic will only magnify the problems. A far better solution would be working with the City to have the station house No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Shana Norberg Staten Island NY

I am enthusiastically in support of this plan. As a resident of Clinton Ave, I think the potential benefit to this neighborhood and the north shore would be huge. We don't have the same 
access to express busses that most of the island does so our commute time is often longer than residents who live further from the ferry or bridge. Current bus service is pretty 
unreliable. My hope would be that eventually there would be a route that ties us into the Hudson Bergen light rail, as well as additional ferry options (like routes to Brooklyn and the 
east side of Manhattan). This north shore BRT will help address the huge inequity in the transport options for Staten Islanders compared with residents in the rest of the city. Thank you! No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Daniel Bodah

                                  
railroad ROW. I am concerned about negative impacts to Snug Harbor, which should be confined to the shore areas north of Richmond Terrace and south of the Kill Van Kull. Better 
transit links on the north shore are a pressing need. Traveling along Richmond Terrace on workday mornings between 7am and 9am is so dysfunctional that it is impossible to predict 
how long the trip will take. My daughter relies on this route to take the ferry to Manhattan for high school, and the lack of reliable transit to the ferry frequently results in lateness. 
Additionally, the existence of reliable transit holds the potential of opening up access to several north shore communities with commercial districts such as Port Richmond and 
Mariner's Harbor. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 George McClain Staten Island NY Looks promising. Move it along as quickly as possible. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/22/2023 Terence Fitzpatrick

                          
These impacts have been drastically understated or left wholly un-considered from the current DOT proposal. The North Shore is the most dense, walkable, and diverse part of Staten 
Island, and it demands thoughtful, holistic urban design solutions. This is not what has been proposed by the DOT. While we appreciate and advocate for well-conceived improvements 
to mass transit, the proposed intervention is poorly conceived, and reminiscent of an antiquated approach to traffic engineering which is heavy handed, single minded, and destructive 
to living and breathing neighborhoods. This BRT project is designed to catalyze gentrification through relatively low density, developer-driven, and far-flung housing to the south and 
west of Staten Island, while inflicting harm on the established, dense, diverse, historically and culturally rich neighborhoods at the very heart of Staten Island. The North Shore, being 
home to an enormous and diverse population of long time residents, families, and professionals, boasts inspiring views across the Kill van Kull and New York Harbor. These views 
matter in the lives of Staten Islander’s hearts. From Richmond Terrace, looking out to the water and the city beyond, people can feel a simultaneous calm and connection - to our city 
skyline, and to the global trade routes represented in towering ships passing a stone’s throw away. This is an incredible and valuable place serving the hearts and minds of millions that 
would be destroyed by the placement of the proposed, oversized, obtrusive, and un-necessary viaduct. The future for the North Shore, and for Staten Island as a whole, must be as a 
place of waterfront parks and culture! The North Shore Greenway and the Front Lawn of Snug Harbor - walking distance to many thousands of residents, and many millions of NYC 
residence and annual visitors - is central to that future. Snug Harbor is among the very first landmarks of New York City for good reason. Snug Harbor’s iconic Front Five, and it’s 
connection to the Kill van Kull Waterfront, are integral to its heritage and enjoyment by future generations. Snug Harbor is a vibrant home to arts and culture in Staten Island. The recent 
city-funded CPSD, prepared by some of our own cities most thoughtful professional designers, provides a much more compelling vision forward. The proposed water-side viaduct 
would decimate Snug Harbor’s connection to the Kill van Kull waterfront, and limit it’s future potential as a public and culturally significant landscape. A connective system of parks, 
particularly between St. George Terminal, Snug Harbor, and beyond, is one of Staten Island’s greatest opportunities. This opportunity will be lost if the DOT’s proposal advances. This 
will directly and negatively impact property values along the North Shore, and reduce access to quality public space for all North Shore residents. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments

12/23/2023 Sara Hertog Staten Island NY

 p       p               g  y   p p  p     
BRT lanes reduces street and sidewalk space for vulnerable road users, especially pedestrians and cyclists, in what is already a congested choke point around the 120 precinct, family 
court and baseball stadium. Please seek an alternative solution that takes full advantage of the unused rail lines between Nicholas street and the ferry terminal, beneath the wheel 
parking garage, stadium and outlet mall. I am aware that mall construction failed to ensure a turn-around facility for buses, but I am certain that it must be possible to use the parking 
area under the ferry terminal to receive and turn buses. No North Shore BRT EIS Online Comments
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From the desk of Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden’s President & CEO Jessica Baker Vodoor 
 
Re: MTA’s North Shore Bus Rapid Transit Draft EIS and Final Scoping Document 
 
November 21, 2023 
 
To Whom it May Concern:  
 
My name is Jessica Vodoor, and I am the President & CEO of the Snug Harbor Cultural Center 
& Botanical Garden.   
 
Snug Harbor, perhaps better than most, understands the need for improved transportation on 
the North Shore and recognizes that a project of this magnitude carries tremendous impact.  
But- how can we make sure that the solution for works for everyone?  We have several 
comments and concerns about the proposed "Final Scoping" plan and details of the impacts to 
the Snug Harbor waterfront that require attention, discussion, incorporation, and response.   
 
We know that transportation and elected officials have been working on a safe, convenient and 
quick way to get North Shore residents off the road and onto the ferry.  Snug Harbor was 
proud to host a public presentation in 2019 on the BRT plan for the community.  Since then, 
we have heard nothing as design discussions were forwarded with several community 
stakeholders.  Snug Harbor staff were not included in those discussions.     
 
The 2023 draft EIS now proposes a radical change of scope from the scope presented in 2019’s 
public discussions at Snug Harbor.  We were very surprised and dismayed to read that the 
scope now includes an elevated busway built along the Snug Harbor waterfront rather than the 
BRT travelling down Richmond Terrace, and that the plan proposes alienation of Snug Harbor’s 
waterfront parkland.  The EIS plan notes an Adverse Impact on Snug Harbor - yet also says that 
public waterfront access will be unrestricted by the design.  We do not understand this seeming 
contradiction.   
 
The project’s scope has changed drastically since 2019, with severe impact on our community's 
waterfront – and this is in direct conflict with a New York City-funded Capital Project Scope 
Development Master Plan released in 2020 that makes the restoration of Snug Harbor’s 
community waterfront resource a central priority.  The scope of the Bus Rapid Transit plan 
presented also appears to be in conflict with the North Shore Waterfront Revitalization Plan 
released by Council Member Kamillah Hanks earlier this year, and with Mayor Adams’ 
announced plans for a North Shore Greenway stretching from the Verrazano to the Goethels 
Bridge.  
 
Additionally, the "adverse impact" significantly negatively impacts the historical context of the 
Sailors Snug Harbor district, interrupts the viewshed of the water from the “Front Five” 
buildings as well as our landmarked Gate and Gatehouse, all of which are NYC Landmarks as 
well as designated as a landmark district in the National Register of Historic Places.  The 
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historic legacy of Sailors Snug Harbor is a history intertwined with the importance of the water 
and maritime trades-  this project severs that historic link with the proposed alienation of Snug 
Harbor waterfront park land and insertion of an elevated busway blocking the waterfront.  Due 
to this, we feel the proposed design is not sensitive and creates a severe and unacceptable 
disruption to the context of our site's maritime historical importance.     
 
Snug Harbor has also been working with FEMA to approve Federal SANDY relief funding for 
design of a new Snug Harbor dock on our waterfront, to replace the dock destroyed in 
Superstorm Sandy.  This funding was awarded roughly 12 weeks prior to the MTA’s release of 
the Draft EIS, and the re-introduction of a public docking facility on the Snug Harbor waterfront 
will need to be integrated into the Bus Rapid Transit plans at the Snug Harbor waterfront.  A 
functioning dock would expand transportation connectivity, tourism and leisure options, not 
only for Snug Harbor businesses and visitors, but also for local residents as well.  Accompanying 
the dock, the CPSD calls for full public access to Snug Harbor's two acres of waterfront, 
redesigned with native plantings and a shoreline reinforced and revitalized to withstand future 
climate change-based flooding to our historic site.  
 
Below are a few questions that the Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical 
Garden team would like to see addressed in further public discussions of this 
proposal:  
 

1. This BRT report was released and the public comment period ended in between 
sessions of the Community Board 1 Waterfront Committee meetings.  It would be 
helpful if the public comment period could be extended to at a minimum to mid - 
December to allow Community Board 1 review, and permit a discussion with MTA 
representatives at either the upcoming November 28th CB1 Waterfront Committee 
meeting or a future meeting of this committee.  
 

2. It is stated in the scoping document that Snug Harbor’s public waterfront access will not 
be restricted by this design, but we do not understand that statement.  How does the 
MTA envision the waterfront overlook that is part of the Sailors Snug Harbor historic 
district being incorporated into the busway, and how will the busway not impede public 
access? 
 

3. The shoreline in front of Snug Harbor is severely eroded.  Snug Harbor's CPSD Master 
Plan envisioned restoring this shoreline for protection of the adjacent historic campus, 
as well as investing in this waterfront for public use.  Recent projects announced by the 
city including the North Shore Revitalization Project, the Mayor’s Greenway initiatives 
share these goals.  Has the MTA coordinated this reduction of waterfront access with 
city agencies forwarding these recent plans?  How do they anticipate the conflicts will be 
resolved?     
 

4. How can we ensure that what Snug Harbor is designing with FEMA funding to rebuild 
the Snug Harbor dock will work with the BRT plan and will not be destroyed when the 
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BRT is built?  Can Snug Harbor team members be directly involved in future planning 
efforts, and is there someone from the MTA that should participate in our dock planning 
efforts?   
 

5. How will the impact to the historical context of the Sailors Snug Harbor site be 
respected when the final designs for the busway are prepared?  As noted, the site has 
multiple layers of designation both locally in NYC as well as at the state and national 
levels.  We feel that the NYC Landmarks Commission should be consulted in the design 
process for the elevate busway- has this review occurred?  

 
Thank you.  Please feel free to contact me at jvodoor@snug-harbor.org or via phone at 718-
425-3501. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Jessica Vodoor 
President & CEO 
Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden 
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AtlanƟc Salt, Inc. 
561 Richmond Terrace, Staten Island, NY 10301 

Comments to the MTA re North Shore Bus Rapid Transit DEIS 
 
 AtlanƟc Salt, Inc. (“AtlanƟc”), the operator of the marine terminal on the New Brighton shoreline, 
appreciates the opportunity to submit this comment about the MTA’s DraŌ Environmental Impact 
Statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed Bus Rapid Transit (“BRT”) project on the North Shore.  AtlanƟc is also 
grateful that the MTA agreed to the request of Congresswoman Malliotakis to extend the comment period.  
Our friends at Snug Harbor relayed this informaƟon to us. 
 
 AtlanƟc is a family-owned and woman-managed business that imports deicing road salt from 
overseas mines for distribuƟon to New York City, New York State OGS, and many other state and local 
public safety agencies in the Tri-State area.  AtlanƟc has a very loyal, well-paid work force of diverse 
backgrounds, and the company’s business creates hundreds of indirect jobs derived from the shipping, 
stevedoring, and salt-delivery operaƟons involved in the road salt supply chain.  We have been part of the 
Staten Island community for the last 46 years.  In addiƟon to being an important supplier of deicing salt to 
NYC, the state, and others, we have hosted community events (ship fesƟvals and several LUMEN fesƟvals) 
and provided support to local insƟtuƟons such as the Noble MariƟme CollecƟon in Snug Harbor.  AtlanƟc’s 
marine terminal on the New Brighton shoreline is both a Significant MariƟme and Industrial Area (“SMIA”) 
and a Priority Marine AcƟvity Zone (“PMAZ”) as defined by The New York City Waterfront 
Revitalization Program (“WRP”) (June 2016), the “city’s principal Coastal Zone management tool.”  Id. 
at 4.  As such, AtlanƟc’s marine terminal and mariƟme business fall squarely within the scope of WRP 
Policy 2, which is intended to “Support Water-Dependent and Industrial Uses in New York City Coastal 
Areas that are Well-Suited to Their ConƟnued OperaƟons.”  See WRP at 24-32.  In a SMIA, “Policy 2.1 
[Promote water-dependent and industrial uses in Significant MariƟme and Industrial Area] has priority 
over all other policies of the WRP.”  See WRP at 25 and map at 99. 
 
 AtlanƟc Salt plays a crucial role in Public Safety and TransportaƟon Resiliency.  During the past 
10 winter seasons, the company has delivered an average of 518,000 tons of road salt to the city, state, 
and others who keep roadways in safe working condiƟon during the winter months.  Currently, for the 
2023-2024 winter that is coming, we have been awarded bids totaling 678,903 tons of salt for two of the 
City’s zones and five NYS OGS road-maintenance areas.  Each year the company docks and unloads as 
many as 20 ocean-going cargo ships that deliver salt from mines as far away as Chile.  This pipeline for 
resupply requires six to twelve weeks of Ɵme from our ordering salt to each ship’s delivering its cargo to 
our Staten Island wharf.  Despite that Ɵmeline, transportaƟon by seagoing ship is more environmentally 
efficient, and it will become more so as the world’s cargo fleet makes polluƟon-control improvements.  
With this logisƟcs framework in mind, we have many serious concerns about how the BRT Project is 
presented in the October 25, 2023, DEIS.  It will have a very negaƟve impact upon AtlanƟc Salt that will 
“substanƟally hinder” the achievement of the city’s Coastal Zone policies. 
 
 The Importance of Cargo-Laydown Space to SaƟsfy City and State “Just in Time Delivery” 
Requirements:  The DEIS asserts that its proposed BRT design will enable AtlanƟc “to maximize its business 
operaƟons.” See ES-9. The DEIS further asserts the proposed design will “maximize waterfront access and 
capacity for salt storage, both of which are essenƟal to [AtlanƟc’s] business funcƟon.” See 2-17.  
Maximizing waterfront access and capacity for salt storage is indeed essenƟal to AtlanƟc’s fulfilling its 
customer obligaƟons, and it must also be understood and emphasized that maximizing that same salt 
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storage capacity is essenƟal to the public safety and transportaƟon resiliency funcƟons of the New York 
City Department of SanitaƟon and the NYS DOT for winter deicing and road safety.  Health, safety, and 
the economy are put at risk when city and metropolitan roads are not cleared of snow and ice in a Ɵmely 
fashion.  Adequate salt supplies close at hand to the public safety agencies are crucial to reducing those 
risks. 
 
 The DEIS’s asserƟons that its BRT Project will maximize waterfront access and capacity for salt 
storage are incorrect.  Although the DEIS claims on page 3-39 that the BRT Project will not impact AtlanƟc’s 
“operaƟonal funcƟons,” the proposed BRT design will in fact significantly reduce salt storage capacity.  
The proposed BRT pathway will significantly reduce the square-footage of cargo laydown space at the 
western end of the terminal that is immediately adjacent to the shipping berth.  The DEIS suggests no 
soluƟons for recapturing lost cargo laydown space elsewhere and fails to point out that significant loss of 
storage capacity at AtlanƟc’s terminal is a significant loss of storage capacity for both the City of New York 
and the New York State OGS. 
 

 
Figure 1: The view on the leŌ is looking west to the cargo laydown area adjacent to the ship berth.  The storage capacity of the 
west end will be severely reduced by the DEIS design.  The photo on the right shows a 625-foot-long cargo vessel in the berth. 

 The need for substanƟal salt storage space on AtlanƟc’s wharf is driven by (a) the “just in Ɵme” 
delivery demands of public-safety agencies, (b) the unpredictable nature of winter weather, and (c) the 
lack of salt storage space that public safety agencies themselves possess.  The NYC Department of 
SanitaƟon, the NYS highway districts, and other state and local public safety agencies lack sufficient storage 
space to have a season’s worth of road salt stockpiled in their own sheds and depots.  This is especially 
true in the five boroughs, and it is also true on Long Island and in areas north of NYC.  All these agencies 
need to be resupplied during the average winter, and when they order more salt, they want it delivered 
quickly.  Accordingly, the public safety agencies require AtlanƟc and other companies to resupply them on 
very short noƟce—oŌen only 48 hours, or 72 hours—if public safety supplies are running low or if a major 
snow and ice event is forecasted.  Storms in the forecast can cause dramaƟc demand spikes. 
 
 Storm-driven spikes in road salt demand cannot be met with “just in Ɵme delivery” unless a large 
supply of road salt is on hand within convenient reach of the five boroughs and the nearby counƟes.  
Because supplies from the mines take many days to reach New York City, AtlanƟc can only meet public 
safety requirements if it maintains a large inventory at its terminal on the North Shore’s working 
waterfront.  Unfortunately, the current plan for the BRT Project will have a major negaƟve impact on 
AtlanƟc’s salt storage capacity.  Although the company would like nothing beƩer than to throughput its 
salt cargoes to end-user storage sheds immediately, the storage sheds internal to the five boroughs and 
the nearby counƟes do not have the capacity, and they are unlikely to have it in the future.  End users rely 
on AtlanƟc’s nearby “just in Ɵme” inventory, but the BRT Project threatens to jeopardize that funcƟon. 
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 The ExisƟng At-Grade Tunnel is Not “Unused:” In addiƟon to the loss of storage capacity that the 
proposed BRT design will cause, the DEIS erroneously describes the tunnel at AtlanƟc’s locaƟon as 
“unused.”  See page 21-5 (“an exisƟng, unused at-grade tunnel structure on the AtlanƟc property”).  This 
descripƟon is inaccurate.  A significant porƟon of the structure, at its west end, serves as a garage for the 
indoor servicing of loaders and other machines by AtlanƟc’s terminal staff.  Other porƟons of the tunnel 
serve as an indoor area for the storage of supplies. 
 
 Three or four loaders can be parked inside the tunnel for service and repairs.  Dock work, ship 
unloading, and delivery truck loading is very hard on these machines.  Housekeeping supplies, tools, and 
other equipment are kept in this space, and the tunnel is a warm, out-of-the-weather place for the 
mechanics to work.  No other space to relocate these funcƟons is readily available or suggested by the 
DEIS.  A new building for this work would further reduce AtlanƟc’s cargo-storage capacity—and be a 
further substanƟal hindrance to the achievement of the WRP’s Policy 2, Policy 2.1, and other policies. 
 
 Reasonable AlternaƟves Exist to Fulfill the City’s Waterfront RevitalizaƟon Goal and Improve 
Public TransportaƟon:  AtlanƟc has worked with many city agencies, state agencies, and professional 
planners for more than ten years to aƩempt to achieve the city’s WRP policy goals while simultaneously 
addressing the longstanding desire for improved public transportaƟon along the North Shore.  In terms of 
“maximizing waterfront access and essenƟal salt-storage capacity,” AtlanƟc believes the proposals for the 
Jersey Street/LafayeƩe Avenue segment of the North Shore that were presented by the NYC Department 
of City Planning to the West Brighton Community Local Development CorporaƟon and the NYS 
Department of State with funds under the Brownfield OpportuniƟes Areas Program offer beƩer soluƟons 
than the plan proposed in the MTA’s October 25 DEIS.  The West Brighton Brownfield Opportunity Area 
Study (March 2016) notes at page 119 that the City purchased a 100-foot-wide right of way in 1963 on 
Richmond Terrace itself and states that the City could: 
 

Capitalize on its 1963 purchase … to widen the road from Jersey Street to LafayeƩe Avenue 
with no addiƟonal property purchases or condemnaƟon required.  The mapped width of 
100 feet, could facilitate … protected bicycle lands, addiƟonal traffic lanes, on-street 
parking, and a separated bus rapid transit corridor. 

 
See also page 127 (“In 1907, the City mapped Richmond Terrace at a width of 100 feet ostensibly to provide 
for traffic serving waterfront businesses and communiƟes …. In 1963, the City did acquire the full mapped 
road width for the approximately .40-mile stretch between Jersey Street and LafayeƩe Avenue.”)   
 
 New York City, the MTA, and other project proponents should take advantage of this 100-foot-
wide resource that the city has held unused in its back pocket for 60 years.  Use of this right of way would 
avoid conflict with several state and city policies that aim to promote and improve water-dependent, 
industrial use of the coastal zone along the North Shore.  Puƫng the proposed BRT down on the level of 
the AtlanƟc Salt wharf will conflict with the city’s Waterfront Revitalization Program.  RelocaƟon into the 
exisƟng street-level 100-foot-wide right of way will avoid that conflict and be more climate resilient.  
Although we have not had the opportunity to research the point, and while we did not see discussion of 
it in the DEIS, any federal funding contribuƟon to the BRT Project is likely to place great weight on elevaƟng 
the BRT out of the flood zone.  Embracing the West Brighton Brownfield Opportunity Area alternative 
will meet that need. 
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 The West Brighton Brownfield Opportunity Area study involved very extensive community 
engagement and discussion with the mariƟme businesses along the North Shore and many city officials 
and planners.  As the study notes, the “vision outlined … for a new, revitalized West Brighton emerged 
aŌer more than two years of extensive exisƟng condiƟons analysis and public outreach.  Id. at 113.  With 
respect to New Brighton 
 

the community envisioned the redevelopment of a string of strategic sites along 
Richmond Terrace that would produce a vibrant, mixed-use town center with mid-rise 
buildings.  Accompanying that development is a vision for a new, widened Richmond 
Terrace with expanded pedestrian sidewalks, protected bicycle lanes, the MTA-proposed 
Bus Rapid Transit system, and addiƟonal traffic lanes and on-street parking to 
accommodate the needs of residents. 

 
Id. at 113-114.  Figure 2 below paints that vision.  These pictures are drawn from Image 4.3 and other 
sources in the West Brighton Brownfield Opportunity Area study.  Instead of leveraging a valuable 
resource that the city has owned for 60 years—the 100-foot-wide Richmond Terrace ROW—the DEIS 
removes the BRT from the neighborhood’s street life and hides the BRT in a tunnel that is badly needed to 
support an ongoing mariƟme operaƟon.  Building the BRT in the exisƟng 100-foot-wide Richmond Terrace 
ROW will create an acƟve link between BRT riders and the New Brighton neighborhood and probably—by 
increased visibility—increase ridership from the neighborhood itself.  Using the city’s exisƟng 100-foot-
wide resource will also give riders a view of the acƟve working waterfront in fulfillment of WRP Policy 8.  
See in parƟcular Policy 8.3 (“Provide visual access to the waterfront where physically pracƟcal.”)   
 

 
Figure 2: The West Brighton Brownfield Opportunity Area study presents this vision of the effecƟve use of the City's 100-foot-wide 
Richmond Terrace right of way.  See Image 4.3 on page 118 of the study. 
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 The Importance of Efficient and Safe Access:  AtlanƟc requires at least two unimpeded access 
gates for fully loaded trucks to move from the marine terminal’s loading areas onto Richmond Terrace. 
Currently, the terminal has two entry/exit gates with easy access to Richmond Terrace.  The gate at the 
eastern end of the salt terminal is behind the 15 Bank Street building in Figure 3 below.  That gate provides 
a convenient juncƟon to Jersey Street and then Richmond Terrace.  The second entry/exit gate is visible in 
the middle of Figure 4.  It provides a direct connecƟon to Richmond Terrace midway between LafayeƩe 
Avenue to the west and Franklin Avenue to the east. 
 
 MulƟple gates are needed first for safety and secondly for operaƟonal flexibility.  If one gate is 
blocked for any reason, another point of access is needed so that personnel, customers, fire trucks, police 
vehicles, Coast Guard vehicles and other first-responders always have at least one way into and out of the 
terminal.  MulƟple gates also are needed to allow changes in delivery truck movements to adapt to 
changing stockpile layouts, ship unloading requirements, and other cargo-handling operaƟons. 
 
 AtlanƟc also objects to the implicaƟon in DEIS Appendix E, the “Basis of Design Report,” that the 
marine terminal can funcƟon over the long term with only one entry/exit gate.  Page 18 of Appendix E 
states: 
 

A land swap would include the remaining lower-level building space that also serves to 
support Richmond Terrace along the building’s 840-foot length and would be owned and 
maintained by NYC.  AtlanƟc Salt’s access at Richmond Terrace could be maintained with 
construcƟon of a ramp over the BRT alignment to be constructed by the private 
property owner.  (Emphasis added.) 

 
 That suggesƟon—buried in the middle of Appendix E—is a bad idea that is unfair to boot.  
AddiƟonally, the vague rendering of such a ramp in Figure 2-8 on page 2-18 of the DEIS suggests that the 
ramp was inserted into the proposed design without thorough analysis of engineering, safety, cost, or 
impact on the remaining cargo laydown area at the terminal.  The ramp indicated in DEIS Figure 2-8 will 
not maximize salt-storage capacity.  It will cause another large increment of such space to be lost. 
 
 AtlanƟc Itself Has ConƟnually Made SubstanƟal Investments to Preserve the Shoreline, 
Maximize Cargo-Storage Capacity, and Revitalize the Working Waterfront:  As noted, AtlanƟc Salt has 
been a corporate resident of Staten Island’s North Shore community for more than 45 years.  Over that 
Ɵme—aside from its community events and support of local insƟtuƟons—the company has consistently 
made large capital investments to maintain and revitalize the marine terminal.  These mulƟ-million-dollar 
efforts—part of a long-term, privately funded campaign that harmonizes with the goals of the New York 
City Waterfront Revitalization Program and state coastal zone policies—include: 
 

 From 2002 through 2006, the removal—aŌer asbestos abatement and other miƟgaƟon—of seven 
worn out structures overhanging the waterfront. 

 From 2008 through 2009, the construcƟon of steel bulkheads and rip-rap slopes to curtail the 
erosion at the western half of the site and to provide a modern docking and cargo-handling facility 
for salt ships.  This effort also included the dredging of the ship berth. 

 From 2011 through 2012, the removal of the last worn-out concrete building on the water’s edge. 
 In 2014 to 2015, the acquisiƟon of the 15 Bank Street building and its paved area. 
 In 2018 to 2019, the reducƟon of the 840-foot-long Richmond Terrace structure to street level. 
 In 2023, the acquisiƟon of 7-9 Bank Street. 
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 Currently in the planning stage, the repair of the shoreline from the 15 Bank Street building 
westward toward the middle of the terminal. 

 

 
Figure 3: Looking south.  7-9 Bank Street is a potenƟal cargo laydown area that might play a role in the “support vessel port” 
described on page 7 below.  15 Bank Street, owned by AtlanƟc's subsidiary, is a prospecƟve “mariƟme hub” as shown in Figure 7. 

 
Figure 4: The western half of the AtlanƟc terminal.  The garage occupies a long secƟon of the tunnel.  The removal of the upper 
stories of the 840-foot-long building removed some hazards while creaƟng an opportunity for views from a BRT at street level. 

 
Figure 5: This plan has been developed to repair the eastern half of the AtlanƟc shoreline to preserve terminal space and to resist 
the erosion caused by strong Ɵdal forces and heavy ship and tugboat traffic in the Kill Van Kull. 

 As the DEIS correctly notes, “larger vessels passing through the Kill Van Kull as a result of the 
Bayonne Bridge modificaƟon are anƟcipated to further exacerbate erosion. At present, the right-of-way 
and bulkhead in the vicinity of Sailors’ Snug Harbor has sustained substanƟal storm damage and has largely 
been submerged by the Kill Van Kull.”  See DEIS at 459.  Although not menƟoned in the DEIS, plans are 
already afoot to deepen the navigaƟon channel in the Kill Van Kull another five feet.  This is likely to result 
in widening of the navigaƟon channel and an increase in traffic by mega-container ships.  The forces of 
erosion on the North Shore are likely to grow.  See New York and New Jersey Harbor Deepening Channel 
Improvements Navigation Study Final Integrated Feasibility Report and Environmental Assessment, 
United States Army Corps of Engineers, New York District (April 2022) available at 
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hƩps://www.nan.usace.army.mil/Portals/37/NYNJHDCI_Final_Integrated_Report-May2022.pdf (visited 
November 21, 2023).  AtlanƟc is planning to invest once again to miƟgate that channel-widening impact 
and preserve the SMIA. 
 
 The Project Needs to Provide Genuine Support to Significant MariƟme Industrial Areas: AtlanƟc 
Is Doing this with a Project Aimed at SupporƟng the Offshore Wind Industry:  The DEIS correctly notes 
that the BRT Project is subject to New York State coastal policies and to the New York City Waterfront 
Revitalization Program.  See page 3-28.  Policy Two of the WRP calls for “Support[ing] water-dependent 
and industrial uses in New York City coastal areas that are well-suited to their conƟnued operaƟon.”  Policy 
2.1 seeks to “promote water-dependent and industrial uses in Significant MariƟme and Industrial Areas,” 
and Policy 2.3 seeks to “encourage waterfront uses at appropriate sites outside the” SMIAs.  AtlanƟc hopes 
to achieve all those goals with both its exisƟng operaƟon and a potenƟal new mariƟme operaƟon at its 15 
Bank Street locaƟon. 
 
 An important mariƟme acƟvity for the North Shore of Staten Island will be the development and 
enhancement of mariƟme terminals with the capacity to support aspects of the offshore wind industry.  
AtlanƟc has directed some of its investments toward that goal.  The DEIS, by shrinking AtlanƟc’s cargo 
handling and storage space while ignoring the reasonable alternaƟve of deploying the city’s 100-foot-wide 
right of way on Richmond Terrace for BRT use, raises the specter of interfering with mariƟme goals. 
 

 
Figure 6: Conceptual docking facility of Offshore Wind support vessels at AtlanƟc’s 15 Bank Street subsidiary. 

 An AtlanƟc subsidiary owns the 15 Bank Street property that occupies the shoreline between 
AtlanƟc’s eastern gate and Jersey Street and further east.  This part of the New Brighton shoreline had an 
acƟve, century-long connecƟon to the waterway as a locaƟon for the imporƟng and distribuƟon of coal, 
oil, and other bulk materials.  It was also the landing for the North Shore Staten Island Ferry Company.  
AtlanƟc, in conjuncƟon with a parƟcipant in offshore windfarm development, has created a conceptual 
design to use the 15 Bank Street property for the docking and support of vessels that service offshore 
windfarms.  These small vessels include crew transfer vessels (CVT), service operaƟon vessels (SOV), and 
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field development vessels (FDV).  See “Offshore Wind Support Vessels,” 
hƩps://www.dco.uscg.mil/OCSNCOE/ORE-Support-Vessels/Types/ (accessed November 20, 2023).  This 
docking and support facility would provide new jobs and other benefits to the Staten Island community.  
Maintaining safe and efficient access at Jersey Street and Bank Street and revitalizing the waterfront 
infrastructure are crucial not only to the conƟnued operaƟon of the AtlanƟc Salt terminal.  They are crucial 
to the future mariƟme development of the North Shore and consistent with the policy that “New York 
City’s working waterfront is vital to the city’s economy.”  See WRP at Policy Two, page 23. 
 
 BeƩer Maps and More Complete Renderings would make the BRT Project and the impact analysis 
more transparent and more user friendly.  The materials published online are massive.  There is no set of 
detailed maps in an easily found, accessible locaƟon in the documents.  Many of the renderings are 
incomplete and somewhat difficult to interpret.  The “Proposed Alignment through AtlanƟc Salt” at Figure 
2-8 is only part of the story affecƟng AtlanƟc, and it makes potenƟal impacts difficult to evaluate fully. 
 

 
Figure 7: Snug Harbor view of the waterway at page 9-38 of the DEIS. 

 Snug Harbor is an important cultural and historical resource for Staten Island, all of New York City, 
and the country.  AtlanƟc Salt has been a long-Ɵme supporter of the Noble MariƟme CollecƟon, a part of 
the Snug Harbor campus.  Snug Harbor’s connecƟon to the waterfront is an important, fundamental part 
of its history.  Reading the DEIS, however, makes it difficult to understand how that connecƟon will be 
recognized and maintained by the BRT Project.  Whether or not Snug Harbor will have any view of the Kill 
Van Kull is quesƟonable, and the visual at DEIS Figure 9-11 (Figure 7 above) is difficult to interpret. 
 
 AtlanƟc has a successful track record of free fesƟvals that provide access to the waterway and 
promote the public’s knowledge of the North Shore’s working waterfront:  Periodically, as opportuniƟes 
arise, AtlanƟc Salt hosts tall ship visits and free-of-charge fesƟvals that provide an opportunity for the New 
Brighton neighborhood and the North Shore community at large to visit the facility, take in fascinaƟng 
views of the Kill Van Kull, board vessels, and talk to mariners.  Free food for all and games for the children 
are a part of these events. 
 
 In 2006, in conjuncƟon with the Noble MariƟme CollecƟon at Snug Harbor, AtlanƟc sponsored a 
group of painters, photographers, and other arƟsts to “interpret” the company’s working waterfront 
operaƟon.  Noble MariƟme hosted an exhibiƟon of the art works called “Salt Mountain.”  An aucƟon raised 
money for the museum.   
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Figure 8: On the leŌ is the poster for the 2009 fesƟval when AtlanƟc hosted the replica of Henry Hudson's Half Moon.  In 2015, 
AtlanƟc hosted the visit of the Coast Guard's tall ship Eagle. 

 In August 2009 AtlanƟc hosted the replica of Henry Hudson’s vessel Half Moon.  The fesƟval was 
open to the public.  As reported in The Staten Island Advance, “The family fare—all of it free—includes 
tours of both vessels, food, beverages 17th-century games, and kiddie rides, music, dance 
performances, sprinklers.”  (August 29, 2009).  Preceding the festival, the company hosted a dinner 
on the wharf for the Staten Island Chamber of Commerce.  Mayor Bloomberg made an appearance 
and spoke to the gathering.  In addition to vessels like the Half Moon, Atlantic has also hosted visits 
from other tall ships, including the U.S. Coast Guard’s training vessel Eagle in 2015. 
 

 
Figure 9: The top row contains images from various LUMEN fesƟvals.  The boƩom row documents a fesƟval that included a visit 
from an FDNY fire boat, a Coast Guard cuƩer, and another tall ship. 

 The company has hosted the Staten Island Arts’ LUMEN fesƟval on several occasions.  The fesƟval 
is a nighƫme event on the waterfront involving projected art, installaƟons, videos, and performances.  An 
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esƟmated 4,000 people aƩended the 2016 fesƟval, making it an exciƟng night for the community and a 
successful fundraiser for the arts.  See “Final count: LUMEN aƩracts record-seƫng 4,000 art-lovers to North 
Shore,” The Staten Island Advance (June 28, 2016).  The arƟcle is available online at  
hƩps://www.silive.com/entertainment/2016/06/lumen_fesƟval_saw_record-slam.html. 
 
 Conclusion:  AtlanƟc Salt looks forward to further discussion and analysis of this important but 
complex project.  AtlanƟc is very concerned that the proposed pathway of the BRT Project will have a 
harmful adverse impact on the company’s ability to meet the inventory requirements and “just in Ɵme 
delivery” requirements of New York City’s and NYS DOT’s snow and ice fighƟng departments.  
ImplemenƟng the BRT Project as described in the DEIS aƩempts to solve one area transportaƟon problem 
at the risk of seriously compromising crucial logisƟcs that support city-wide and regional winter road 
safety.  Some transportaƟon improvement along the North Shore might be accomplished, but at the cost 
of impairing AtlanƟc Salt’s ability to play an effecƟve role in public safety and metro-wide transportaƟon 
resiliency needs.  The BRT design proposed in the DEIS is not compliant with the city’s coastal zone 
management requirements. 
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A Statement from Borough President Vito Fossella on the Staten Island North Shore BRT  

We support any effort to help improve the commute for Staten Islanders on the North Shore.  
 

In light of the potential upcoming study, we urge the MTA to consider some of  the issues raised 
by the nearby community such as the possible elimination of a number of parking spots along 

Richmond Terrace, and its impact on Snug Harbor. 
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Staten Island Community Board 1 

Transportation Committee 
Joseph Bird, Christopher Campbell, Katheleen Coen, Anthony 
Cosentino, Radhakrishna Mohan, Josh Renta, Catherine Schiavone, 
Sean Sheil, Siyda Williams 
Chair: Nicholas Zvegintzov 

Virtual Report of December 12, 2023 

Motion for the Board 

Comment by SI CB1 on the North Shore BRT Draft Environmental 
Statement 

File at https://new.mta.info/project/staten-island-north-shore-
bus-rapid-transit by December 22, 2023. 

Also send to Mayor and Councilmember, State electeds, US 
Representative. 

--- 

Staten Island Community Board 1 had already commented on the Final 
Scoping Document on June 11, 2019, and finds that its objections 
have not been met in the October 2023 Staten Island North Shore 
BRT DEIS, and re-states and extends them here. 

CB1 supports the North Shore BRT to enhance community development 
and reduce existing commute times. 

CB1 urges the MTA to collaborate with City, State, and US 
Government to complete the design for terminating the BRT in the 
existing SIRT station at St. George.  This design was improperly 
ignored in the DEIS. 

The proposed routing into the bus terminal via Richmond Terrace is 
absolutely unacceptable for multiple reasons: Increasing instead 
of decreasing transit times, eliminating parking, bus stops, and 
bike lane, adding to traffic obstruction, and retarding 
circulation instead of easing it. 

The DEIS seeks to support the on-street routing by releasing 
Appendix B: St. George Terminal Access Evaluation.  Its entire 
analysis is: ‘Based on the initial review conducted as part of 
this screening effort and in consultation with New York City 
Department of Transportation, it was determined that an alignment 
that travelled beneath the Ferry Terminal and its associated 
retail corridor was not considered feasible primarily due to 
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security restrictions and to a lesser extent the inability to 
relocate critical equipment.’ ( p. 33) 

The EIS is required to examine all the impacts of the design 
decisions by objective criteria.  The unsupported opinion of a 
Department at any level of government is inadequate to establish 
security impacts.  Marine Security implications of the BRT 
terminal station options should have been examined according to 
the Marine Security standards set up by the US Department of 
Homeland Security and with the support of USDHS staff. 

In particular the impacts of each individual option 2, 3, and 4 
should have been examined individually since they are not 
equivalent in their impacts.  For example, Option 2 has its 
station approaches and its platforms and staging areas outside the 
existing MarSec perimeter with a less than 20' corridor between 
them to be assessed for Marine Security (Fig 6, p. 14.) 

 

(Appendix B St George Access Evaluation-27.jpg) 

Options 2, 3, and 4 must be assessed to complete the EIS, and 
selection including them needs to be considered in order to avoid 
adverse environmental impacts and costs of the alternative on-
street routes. 

In Option 2, we recommend making the terminal loop in the anti-
clockwise direction.  This will avoid conflicts with driving on 
the right. 
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The on-street segment from Nicholas St. to the entrance to the 
Ferry Terminal, comprising six lanes of traffic (seven at several 
turning lanes), presents multiple problems: 

 Increasing instead of decreasing transit times. 

 Eliminating parking, bus stops, and bike lane. 

 Eliminating 250 parking spaces from Nicholas Street to 
the Ferry Terminal will create parking hardships for 
individuals (especially the handicapped) and burdens to 
businesses that depend on Richmond Terrace's street 
parking for patrons. 

 Decreasing amenity by presenting a traffic wall between 
the waterfront esplanade / Ferry Terminal and Staten 
Island’s civic center / ‘downtown’. 

 Blocking entrance to Borough Hall, the County Building, 
the 120 Precinct, Family Court, the Ballpark, and the 
Empire Outlets. 

 Blocking automobile entrance to both commercial parking 
garages. 

 Presenting a traffic wall to passengers moving from 
Staten Island’s civic center to and from the Ferry 
Terminal. 

The cost analysis of ‘preferred’ alternative does not impute the 
going-forward costs of the degraded transportation environment, 
especially street access to SI’s most-traveled transportation 
node, thus under-costing this alternative. 

The DEIS dismisses these costs: ‘Significant adverse impacts are 
anticipated to traffic movements at 19 different intersections 
during one or more analyzed time periods. Significant adverse 
impacts are anticipated at two sidewalk locations.  Approximately 
250 on-street parking spaces along Richmond Terrace between Bay 
Street and Nicholas Street would be eliminated to accommodate the 
proposed busway (except for the 90-degree parking on Richmond 
Terrace associated the NYPD 120th Precinct); however, off-street 
parking would have capacity to accommodate the on-street 
shortfall.’ (p. E-16) 

----- 

Nicholas Zvegintzov, Chair 



MARTHA NEIGHBORS 
50 Fort Place, Apt. A3H / Staten Island NY 10301 / ohana10301@gmail.com 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 

 

November 22, 2023 

 

 

Re:  MTA Draft EIS for Proposed Staten Island North Shore BRT 

 

 

To whom it may concern, 

 

These comments are regarding the draft Environmental Impact Statement issued by the MTA’s 

Bus Rapid Transit system for the North Shore of Staten Island.  I am a 20-year resident of the 

North Shore (Assembly District 61, Senate District 23, NY City Council District 49) and I have 

grave concerns about the impact of this plan on the crown jewel of our district, Snug Harbor 

Cultural Center & Botanical Garden. 

 

Founded in 1977, Snug Harbor Cultural Center & Botanical Garden (“Snug Harbor”) is the 

result of one of the largest adaptive reuse projects in America: turning a 19th-century charitable 

rest home for “aged, decrepit and worn out sailors” into a thriving center of community culture 

and connection, history and resiliency.  Snug Harbor’s connection to the waterfront is integral 

to its identity, and as such is a centerpiece of the 2020 New York City-funded Master Plan.  

Snug Harbor has secured FEMA support to design a new dock, to replace that which was 

destroyed by Superstorm Sandy in 2012.  The wheels of federal funding turn slowly indeed, and 

this funding was finalized in July of this year – well before the release of this Draft EIS. 

 

This plan would completely obliterate Snug Harbor’s historic connection to the waterfront and 

alienate more than two acres of parkland.  This is unacceptable.  Snug Harbor is on the 

National Register of National Historic Places, part of New York State’s Harbor Park, and home 

to several of the first structures to be designated by the New York City Landmarks 

Commission.  This plan furthermore does not appear to align with the recently released North 

Shore Waterfront Redevelopment Plan issued by Council Member Kamillah Hanks, or with 

Mayor Adams’ proposed Greenway running between the Goethals and Verazzano Bridges. 

 

As a long-time North Shore resident, I recognize the need for increased and improved 

transportation options for our community.  I do not believe this plan will be effective, and I am 

concerned about the Severe Adverse Impact on our community.  I urge the MTA to rethink 

this, and to involve the community in planning. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Martha Neighbors 

mailto:ohana10301@gmail.com


 

 

Permanent Citizens Advisory Committee to the MTA Public Comment in Support 
of MTA’s North Shore BRT Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 
November 24th, 2023 

 
To whom it may concern,  
  
Thank you for the opportunity to submit public comment regarding the North Shore Bus 
Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement in support of this critical project 
that will improve transit access.  
  
As rider representatives and trusted advisors to the MTA, the Permanent Citizens 
Advisory Committee to the MTA (PCAC) regularly researches issues, recommends 
viable solutions, and advocates on behalf of the region’s MTA riders, including those 
who use the Staten Island Railway and buses that serve Staten Island.   
  
Thousands of New Yorkers depend on bus connections to and from ferries on the North 
Shore to get around the borough, whether they live or work on Staten Island. This 
includes many who make the long commute from the St. George Ferry Terminal to 
JFK8, the Amazon Fulfillment Center. With a higher population density and a lower rate 
of car-ownership than the borough overall, Staten Island’s North Shore is perhaps the 
most transit-dependent part of the borough. Despite this, the North Shore has for 
decades been drastically underserved by MTA service. The existing deficits on the 
North Shore’s bus routes (the S40/S90, S44/S94, S46/S96, and S48/S98) are well 
known: severe overcrowding during peak commute periods; a lack of convenient 
transfers to other modes; and most bus trips running five or more minutes late.  
  
The status quo is simply unacceptable, and North Shore Bus Rapid Transit would help 
ensure that more New Yorkers can depend on transit on Staten Island. In moving 
forward with this project, the MTA would recognize this and right the wrong created by 
the closure of the North Shore Branch in 1953— making good on its promise to better 
serve Equity Areas. The North Shore BRT would also help advance economic 
development activity on Staten Island, including the New York City Economic 
Development Corporation’s “Staten Island North Shore Action Plan.”   
  
Between now and the target build date of 2035, we hope the MTA will study other 
projects that will complement this effort and deliver long-sought transit connections 
between Staten Island and New Jersey’s Hudson, Essex, and Union Counties, as well 
as New York City. To do so, we recommend the MTA:  



   

 

   
 

• Improve existing Staten Island Railway service and stations, including installing 
loudspeakers at stations to provide real-time updates and information.  

• Study the feasibility of extending the Hudson-Bergen Light Rail to the eventual 
Elm Park/Morningside Road North Shore BRT stop using the Bayonne Bridge, 
which was constructed with the possibility of adding rail in mind. This could be 
funded and operated by the Port Authority, the bi-state agency charged with 
advancing projects that better connect and serve New York and New Jersey.  

• Work with the Port Authority to provide bus service between West Shore Plaza 
and Newark Liberty International Airport.  

• Partner with local stakeholders to advance the goals outlined in the Staten Island 
North Shore Action Plan: enhancing station-adjacent land use and ensuring 
Staten Islanders can access housing near North Shore BRT stops.  

• Ensure that North Shore BRT service is provided 24/7, 365 days a year.  

• Coordinate bus schedules along the North Short BRT alignment to ensure timed 
connections to the Staten Island Ferry, Staten Island Railway and local bus 
routes, as described on page 2-33.  

• Improve existing Express Bus service to get residents from other parts of Staten 
Island into and out of Manhattan more easily and reliably, to ensure that 
residents have viable transit options for reaching the Central Business District, 
particularly as Congestion Pricing begins.  

  
Thank you again for the opportunity to submit public comment. We look forward to 
seeing this project come to life and improve access to opportunities for residents of 
Staten Island and beyond.   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 


	North Shore BRT EIS Public Comments.pdf
	North Shore BRT EIS Public Comm

	Appendix Q Public Comments Recieved.pdf
	Appendix Q Public Comments Recieved.pdf
	Appendix Q Public Comments Recieved.pdf
	Appendix Q Public Comments Recieved.pdf
	Appendix Q Public Comments Recieved.pdf
	BRT Comment Letter 11.21.23.pdf
	Atlantic Salt Inc. comment to the MTA about DEIS for BRT Project Staten Island 30 Nov 2023.pdf
	BP_Fossella_SI_BRT_Statement.pdf
	CB1Transportation20231212.pdf
	MTA Draft EIS on SI BRT - Public Comment.pdf
	PCAC Public Comment on Staten Island North Shore BRT Draft EIS.pdf




	North Shore BRT EIS Public Comments 011824.pdf
	North Shore BRT EIS Public Comm




