- Permanent WTC PATH Terminal

~ Table 8A-6
PATH Ridership Forecast for WTC Service in the Opening Year (2009)
Average Weekday Trips AM Peak Hour
Terminal Woeekday Waeekday Terminal Weekday Weekday
Year Users Boardings | Allghtings Users Boardings Allghtings
2000 142,300 67@00 76,300 26,604 4107 22,497
2009 | 26286 | peosg | geper | 23428 | a7dg 10,674
NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

If the Preferred Alternative is not constructed, then the temporary WTC PATH station that is
outrently in service would remain in service through the opening year. The temporary WTC
PATH station was designed and constructed with the primary objeotive of restoring PATH
setvice to Lower Manhattan as quickly as possible following September 11, 2001. Thus, its
capaoity, functionality, and equipment ate limited over time, but its systems oould support the
anticipated opening year ridership,

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

The Preferred Alternative would consist of a track and platform level, a mezzanine/fare-zone
level, and a street-level terminal building incorporating sub-grade pedestrian connections to
adjacent streets, NYCT subways, and on- and off-site developments, The PATH tunnels, tracks,
platforms, and mezzanine would be located within the WTC “bathtub” as they were prior to
Septemberll 2001,
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The platform and mezzanine levels would have a north-south orientation and would be located
immediately west of NYCT’s 1 and 9 frain tunnel and the proposed Greenwich Street extension,
The four platforms would be long enough to accommodate 10-car trains in accordance with
PATH’s long-range goal to increase the operational capacity of the system, and five tracks will
allow for increased queuing capacity during peak periods, Fare equipment would be located on
the mezzanine level, The platforms and mezzanine would be fully enclosed with heating, air
conditioning, and advanced communication and security systems,

The concourse and street-level terminal building would be located on the eastern section of the
WTC site extending from Greenwich to Church Streets, The mezzanine and lower concourse
levels would connect via a passage under the NYCT's | and 9 train tunnel and over to the
western side of the site, The concourse would have pedestrian passageways to the north, south,
and west, The west passageway would oross beneath Route 9A to the World Financial Center.
These passageways would also provide access to the proposed towers on the WTC site.

As shown in Figure 8A-3, the concourse level would also provide access to NYCT's Cortlandt
Street Station on the 1 and 9, and R and W lines; the WTC Station on the E line; the existing
corridor to One Liberty Plaza; and streel-level at the intersections of Fulion and Greenwich
Streets and Vesey and Church Streets, The passageway to the R and W Cortlandt Street Station
would also link with the proposed pedestrian connection to the Fulton Street Transit Center. All
citculatory elements within the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal would be designed to fully
accommodate the expected volumes of passengers through its 2025 design year, with passenger
corridors varying in width between 10 and 30 [eet, and to comply with ADA requirements,

The Preferted Alternative would provide the PATH system with greater operational flexibility in
meeting growing passenger demand over time. The new terminal itself would be able to
accommodate larger passenger flows and reverse passenger flows than the original terminal or
the current temporary WTC PATH station. It would also provide more convenient passenger
connections to surrounding buildings, nearby NYCT subway stations, and trans-Iudson ferries.
The Prefer ive is not expected to induce additional PATH ridership beyond the levels
that would have ex1sted had the events of September 11, 2001 not occurred, but it would be
designed to accommodate passengers induced by the WTC redevelopment itself,

No impaots to PATH riders or its operatlons are expected once the Preferred Alternative is fully

opened in 2009. Rather, the terminal would provide added passenger capacity that would be
required given the redevelopment of the WTC site. The Preferred Alternative would
accommodate elements that the temporary WTC PATH station could not, including pedestrian
linkages to surrounding buildings, all area NYCT subways lines, and more convenient access to
trans-Hudson ferries, Multiple enfrances and exits would reduce walking times to access and
egress the new terminal, which would lead to shorter walking distances and commute times for
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many users, Thus, any potential impaots of the Preferred Alternative to its users and to PATH
operations would be beneficial.

DESIGN YEAR (2025)

FUTURE COMMON T0 ALL ALTERNATIVES

In addition to the PATH system improvements described above under “Construction Perjod”,
PANYNJ is considering extending the PATH systemn from its current terminal at Newark Penn
Station to connect with the Newark Liberty International Airport AitTrain rail system, When
constructed, PATH would provide a direct rail connection between Lower Manhattan and the
airport, The Newark Liberty International Airport extension will be undertaken independent of

the Preferred Alfernative,
As shown in Table 8A-7, by the design year, average weekday PATH usage to the WTC site is

pmJeoted to be ﬁ&%ﬂ peak hour usage ’

1s
nated whichisa 91 000 .

Table 8A-7
PATH Ridership Forecast for WTC Service in the Design Year (2025)
Average Weekday Trips AM Peak Hour
: Terminal Weekday Woekday Terminal Weekday Weskday
Year Useors Boardings | Alightings Users Boardings | Allghtings
2000 142,300 67,000 75,300 26,604 4,107 22,497
2026 | 181,718 76,143 86,675 29,001 5,660 23,341

Absent a Preferred Alternative, those demanding trans-Hudson service to and from the WTC site
may be diverted to other modes of travel as the temporary WTC PATH stations nears or exceeds
in reasonable capacity. However, for analysis purposes, it is assumed that these frips would
continue to be made in some capacity.

NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Action Alternative, PATH service to Lower Manhattan would be eliminated by
the design year since the temporary station would exceed its useful life. Over 162,000 weekday
passengers who would have used the Permanent WTC PATH Terminal in year 2025 would be
required to divert to alternate modes of transportation to access Lower Manhattan. These
passenger diversions would require a more expensive and time-consuming commute for PATH
riders and may involve additional transfers, Adverse impacts on vehicular traffic, other transit
services, and the pedestrian network in the area are addressed in subsequent sections of this
ohapfet.

Fifteen percent of PATH passengers who would have used the Permanent WTC Terminal if it
were available would still use PATH as one leg of a multi-modal commute to Lower Manhaltan.
These passengers would instead use the Christopher Street or 9th Street PATH Station and then
either walk or transfer to the NYCT subway. In year 2025, 24,258 total passengers would be
diverted to these two stations each weekday, and 4,350 passengers would be diverted during the
AM peak hour. It is anticipated that each station would attract half of these riders. Although both
stations will have been renovated to include an additional exit/entrance than exist today, the
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addition of almost 2,200 passengers to each of these stations during the AM peak hour would
substantially impact the safe and efficient operation of each station,

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

No impacts to PATH riders or its operations are expected in 2025, the design year for the Preferred
Alternative, if the terminal is constructed, Rather, the terminal would provide added passcnger
capacity that would be required given the completed redevelopment of the WTC site. The Preferred
Alternative would accommodate elements that the temporary WTC PATH station could nof,
including pedestrian linkages to surrounding buildings, all area NYCT subways lines, and more
convenient access to trans-Hudson ferries, Multiple entrances and exits would reduce walking times
fo access and egress the new terminal, whioh would lead to shorter walkmg distances and commute
times for many users. Thus, any potential impacts of the Preferr to its users and to
PATH operations would be beneficial,

E. MITIGATION

The Preferred Alternative would have positive benefits to PATH system operations and the
convenjence of its passengets. Since the Preferred Alternative would not adversely impact
PATH operations, mitigation is not required. *
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