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RE: Proposed 34th Street Transitway

Whereas, New York City Department of Transportation (NYCDOT) and MTA/New York City Transit 
(NYCT) presented to Public Safety, Environment and Transportation (PSE&T) committee at its May 3 meeting 
their preferred “Proposed Project plans for 34th Street Transitway along the 34th Street corridor, and

Whereas, the preferred “Proposed Project,” is to enhanced transit service along 34th Street from the Hudson 
River to the East River, and

Whereas, the 34th Street Transitway preferred project will be constructed with a two lane, bi-directional bus 
lane aligned with one curb of the street and include physically separate passenger boarding islands, and

Whereas, the remainder of the street would be used for one-way traffic, running outbound from midtown: 
westbound from Sixth Avenue to Eleventh Avenue, and eastbound from Fifth Avenue to First Avenue, and 

Whereas, between Fifth and Sixth Avenue, the street will be closed entirely to non-transit vehicles and a 
pedestrian plaza, and 

Whereas, there are about 30 bus lines, which includes commuter bus service, that use the 34th Street corridor, 
carrying about 17,000 local bus passengers and 14,000 express bus passengers daily, and

Whereas, the 34th Street Transitway could attract more commuter service buses, and

Whereas, the existing bus service along 34th Street operates at slow speeds with substantial delays en route, 
resulting in long travel times for cross-town local, express and commuter bus riders, increased operating costs, 
wasted fuel, noise pollution, and adverse effects on air quality, and

Whereas, the two basic goals of the proposed project are to improve cross-town mobility for bus riders, and to 
minimize capital and operating costs, and

Whereas, NYCDOT (the “Project Sponsor”) is likely to apply for funds from the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), which requires in addition to the “No Build Alternative” an examination of 
Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative, and Build Alternative 1-Bus Rapid Transit as well and 
Alternatives, and

Whereas, NYCDOT and NYCT considered four “Build Alternatives” high-capacity modes such as Bus Rapid 
Transit (BRT), Streetcar or Light Rail Transit (LRT), Automated Guideway Transit (AGT), and Heavy Rail. 
All but BRT were rejected as not meeting their two basic goals, which are, to improve cross-town mobility and 
to minimize capital operating costs, and



Whereas, the Project Sponsor selected the BRT Alternative to undergo an environmental review which will 
comply with the requirements of the City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) process and the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and

Whereas, the Project Sponsor has selected the “Single Side Running” alignment as the preferred “Proposed 
Project”, which is one of three alignments, for the BRT mode option to be considered in its forthcoming 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), and

Whereas, the Project Sponsor has committed to consulting with the public with regards to providing input into 
the EIS scoping for the BRT Alternative CEQR analysis, and

Whereas, CEQR requires that the scope of work of the EIS addresses the following elements:
 Proposed method of study
 Possible alternatives to the proposed action
 Mitigation measures
 Technical areas and issues to be considered include as appropriate, but are not limited to, the following:

Land use, zoning and public policy
Socioeconomic conditions
Open space
Historic resources
Infrastructure
Traffic and parking
Transit, bicyclists and pedestrians
Air quality
Noise
Construction impacts
Public health, and

Whereas, most people present at the PSE&T Committee meeting of May 3 meeting expressed serious concerns 
with the proposed project as presented, now

Therefore, be it

Resolved, Manhattan Community Board Six has serious reservations about the profound and radical changes 
that would be caused by the NYCDOT and MTA/NYCT proposed project for its 34th Street Transitway as 
presented at the May 3, 2010 PSE&T Committee meeting and recommends that they do additional studies 
considering the deficiencies listed in the following resolve; and

Be it further

Resolved, Manhattan Community Board Six urges the following to be included in the EIS scope:
 Transportation System Management Alternative. The TSM Alternative for the 34th Street transit 

corridor would maintain the existing curbside bus lanes and would have limited signal priority. Existing 
buses would be replaced with three-door, articulate vehicles, as is proposed for First and Second 
Avenues. Fare collection would be off-board with ticket machines located at bus stops.

 Different scenarios for Build Alternative 1-Bus Rapid Transit.
Single side alignment of transit lanes with a bi-directional bus-way oriented along the north 

curbside with the remainder of the street to have bi-directional lanes for general traffic from the 
Hudson River to the East River without having a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth 
Avenues.
Curb alignment of transit lanes, with a one-way west-direction bus lane on the north curb and a 

one-way east-direction bus lane on the south curb and two-way general traffic for the rest of the 



street along the 34th Street corridor. Both bus and general traffic lanes will run from the Hudson 
River to The East River without a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth Avenues.
Median alignment of a two-way Transitway with two-way traffic for the rest of the street for the 
entire corridor. Both bus and general traffic lanes will run from the Hudson River to The East 
River without a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth Avenues.

 The EIS should include an analysis of specific issues raised by the community as follows:
The traffic study area in the EIS should be from 14th to 60th Street and from East River to the 
Hudson River.
The traffic study should include an analysis of both peak and off-peak times and for all four seasons 

of the year.
The traffic study should be done if bike lanes are implemented by DOT on 30th, 31st, 39th or 40th

Streets.
The safety impact on students departing from local schools in the study area due to potential traffic 
diversion from 34th Street as a result of DOT’s proposed project. 
The economic impact on local business due to delivery difficulties as a result of the proposed 
project.
The economic impact of the loss of curbside parking for loading and unloading on the community.
The traffic flow impact on to and from the Lincoln and Queens Midtown Tunnels as a result of the 

proposed project.
The economic impact for businesses on 34th Street.  Said study should not be solely based on results 

in different area of the city and should include recent studies of traffic and bus service impacts 
resulting from the recently constructed pedestrian plazas in Manhattan.
The impacts on existing and future commuter buses being parked on local streets.
Signage impact on the Murray Hill Historical District.
The block-by-block Access impacts on residential, commercial buildings, and medical facilities 
on34th Street, including access by pedestrians, taxis, bicycles, delivery vans and other existing 
modes of transportation.

VOTE:     43 in Favor     0 Opposed    0 Abstention    0 Not Entitled
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Whereas, most people present at the PSE&T Committee meeting of May 3 meeting expressed serious concerns with the proposed project as presented, now

Therefore, be it

Resolved, Manhattan Community Board Six has serious reservations about the profound and radical changes that would be caused by the NYCDOT and MTA/NYCT proposed project for its 34th Street Transitway as presented at the May 3, 2010 PSE&T Committee meeting and recommends that they do additional studies considering the deficiencies listed in the following resolve; and

Be it further

Resolved, Manhattan Community Board Six urges the following to be included in the EIS scope:

· Transportation System Management Alternative.  The TSM Alternative for the 34th Street transit corridor would maintain the existing curbside bus lanes and would have limited signal priority.  Existing buses would be replaced with three-door, articulate vehicles, as is proposed for First and Second Avenues.  Fare collection would be off-board with ticket machines located at bus stops. 


· Different scenarios for Build Alternative 1-Bus Rapid Transit.

Single side alignment of transit lanes with a bi-directional bus-way oriented along the north curbside with the remainder of the street to have bi-directional lanes for general traffic from the Hudson River to the East River without having a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth Avenues.

Curb alignment of transit lanes, with a one-way west-direction bus lane on the north curb and a one-way east-direction bus lane on the south curb and two-way general traffic for the rest of the street along the 34th Street corridor.  Both bus and general traffic lanes will run from the Hudson River to The East River without a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth Avenues.

Median alignment of a two-way Transitway with two-way traffic for the rest of the street for the entire corridor.  Both bus and general traffic lanes will run from the Hudson River to The East River without a Transitway Plaza between Fifth and Sixth Avenues.

· The EIS should include an analysis of specific issues raised by the community as follows:

The traffic study area in the EIS should be from 14th to 60th Street and from East River to the Hudson River.


The traffic study should include an analysis of both peak and off-peak times and for all four seasons of the year.


The traffic study should be done if bike lanes are implemented by DOT on 30th, 31st, 39th or 40th Streets.


The safety impact on students departing from local schools in the study area due to potential traffic diversion from 34th Street as a result of DOT’s proposed project. 


The economic impact on local business due to delivery difficulties as a result of the proposed project.


The economic impact of the loss of curbside parking for loading and unloading on the community.


The traffic flow impact on to and from the Lincoln and Queens Midtown Tunnels as a result of the proposed project.


The economic impact for businesses on 34th Street.  Said study should not be solely based on results in different area of the city and should include recent studies of traffic and bus service impacts resulting from the recently constructed pedestrian plazas in Manhattan.


The impacts on existing and future commuter buses being parked on local streets.


Signage impact on the Murray Hill Historical District.


The block-by-block Access impacts on residential, commercial buildings, and medical facilities on34th Street, including access by pedestrians, taxis, bicycles, delivery vans and other existing modes of transportation.
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