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STATE  OF  NEW  YORK 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
O N E  C O M M E R C E  P L A Z A  
99  W A S H I N G T O N  A V E N U E  
ALBANY, NY 12231-0001 
WWW.DOS.NY.GOV 

ANDREW M. CUOMO 
GOVERNOR 

RO S S A N A  R O S A D O  
SECRETARY OF STATE 

April 23, 2019  

Mr. Peter Weppler 

Chief, Environmental Analysis Branch 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District 

26 Federal Plaza 

New York, NY 10278-0090 

Re: F-2019-0103 (DA)

United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) submission

of a consistency determination for the DRAFT Byram

River Basin Flood Risk Management Feasibility Study. The

tentatively selected plan (TSP) consists of the replacement

of the two (2) Route 1 bridges over the Byram River at

Putnam Avenue and Hillside Avenue in the Village of Port

Chester, Westchester County, NY and the Town of

Greenwich, Fairfield County, CT.

Concurrence with Consistency Determination

Dear Mr. Weppler: 

The Department of State has completed its review of the Corps’ consistency determination regarding the TSP 

for the Byram River Flood Risk Management Study, with the New York State Coastal Management Program. 

Based upon the information submitted, the Department of State concurs with the Corps’ consistency 

determination regarding this matter.  

Please feel free to contact Jennifer Street at (518) 474-7247 or e-mail at: Jennifer.Street@dos.ny.gov and 

reference file no. F-2019-0103 (DA). 

Sincerely, 

Gregory L. Capobianco 

Office of Planning, Development and 

Community Infrastructure 

GLC/jls 
cc: COE/New York District – Kimberly A. Rightler 

COE/New York – Rosie Miranda  
DEC Region 3 – Div. Environmental Permits  
NYS DOS – Lisa Vasilakos 
CT DEEP – Colin Clark, Brian Thompson 
Village of Port Chester – Erik Zamft 

http://www.dos.ny.gov/
mailto:Jennifer.Street@dos.ny.gov
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
15 State Street – 8th Floor 

Boston, Massachusetts  02109-3572 
 
 
 
 

          August 20, 2018 
9043.1 
ER 18/0314 
 
Ms. Kimberly Rightler 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District 
Planning Division- Environmental Branch  
Jacob J. Javits Federal Building 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278-0090 
 
Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 

Byram River Flood Risk Management Project  
Fairfield County, Connecticut and Westchester County, New York 

 
Dear Ms. Rightler:  
 
The U.S. Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) for the Byram River Flood Risk Management Project, Fairfield County, 
Connecticut and Westchester County, New York.  The Department has no comment on the 
DEIS. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the DEIS.  Please contact me at (617) 223-
8565 if I can be of assistance.  
 
       Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Andrew L. Raddant  
Regional Environmental Officer 



WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, 
BYRAM RIVER BASIN 

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT FEASIBILITY STUDY 
FAIRFIELD COUNTY, CONNECTICUT AND WESTCHESTER COUNTY, NEW YORK 

FINAL INTEGRATED FEASIBILITY REPORT & 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

EPA Comment Letter 









WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, 
BYRAM RIVER BASIN 

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT FEASIBILITY STUDY 
FAIRFIELD COUNTY, CONNECTICUT AND WESTCHESTER COUNTY, NEW YORK 

FINAL INTEGRATED FEASIBILITY REPORT & 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Federal Highway Administration Coordination



Connecticut Division 628-2 Hebron Avenue 
Suite 303 

Glastonbury, CT 06033 
April 18, 2018 860-659-6703 

860-659-6724 
Connecticut.FHWA@dot.gov 

 
In Reply Refer To: 

HEO-CT 
 

Ms. Kimberly Rightler 
Project Biologist 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Jacob K. Javits Federal Building 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10278-0090 

Dear Ms. Rightler: 

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Connecticut Division received your letter dated 
March 23, 2018 inviting FHWA to become a cooperating or participating agency for the 
Environmental Impact Statement to examine flood risk management measures along the Byram 
River within the Town of Greenwich, CT and the Village of Port Chester, NY. 

 
The FHWA Connecticut and New York Division Offices reviewed your request jointly, and 
while we do appreciate the invitation, we have decided to decline the offer to become a 
cooperating or participating agency. We do not expect the proposed undertaking to require 
specific action by FHWA, nor are we aware of any Title 23 (surface transportation) funds 
programmed for the proposed undertaking. While we do have special expertise with respect to 
the highway system, the scope of work you are proposing would normally be overseen by the 
state DOT owner/operator (in this case, the New York State Department of Transportation) and 
not FHWA. 

 
For these reasons, the FHWA is hereby declining your invitation to become a cooperating or 
participating agency. 

 
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at 860-494-7577 or 
christopher.hansen@dot.gov. 

 
Sincerely yours, 

 
 

Digitally signed by CHRISTOPHER P HANSEN 
DN: c=US, o=U.S. Government, ou=FHWA FHWAGlastonburyCT, ou=DOT 
FHWAGlastonburyCT, cn=CHRISTOPHER P HANSEN 
Date: 2018.04.18 15:42:33 -04'00' 

 

Chris Hansen 
Acting Team Leader for Planning, Environment, 
and Research 

 

cc: Sara Gross (FHWA New York Division) 

CHRISTOPHER P HANSEN 

mailto:Connecticut.FHWA@dot.gov
mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov
mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov


From: Rightler, Kimberly CIV USARMY CENAN (US)
To: "Hansen, Christopher (FHWA)"
Cc: Gross, Sara (FHWA); FHWA, Connecticut (FHWA); Brighton, Nancy J CIV USARMY CENAN (US)
Subject: RE: Cooperating/Participating Agency Invitation for Byram River EIS
Date: Thursday, April 19, 2018 8:43:00 AM

Good Morning Mr. Hansen,

I'm confirming receipt of your letter declining our invitation to become a cooperating agency. We appreciate your
quick response. We will send you a notice of availability when we initiate the 45 day public/agency review period
for the Draft Feasibility Report/Environmental Impact Statement  to give you an opportunity to comment on the
report.

Thank You,
Kimberly Rightler
Project Biologist
917-790-8722

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District
26 Federal Plaza
Rm 2146
New York, NY 10278

-----Original Message-----
From: Hansen, Christopher (FHWA) [mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2018 3:50 PM
To: Rightler, Kimberly CIV USARMY CENAN (US) <Kimberly.A.Rightler@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Gross, Sara (FHWA) <sara.gross@dot.gov>; FHWA, Connecticut (FHWA) <Connecticut.FHWA@dot.gov>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Cooperating/Participating Agency Invitation for Byram River EIS

Ms. Rightler,

Please see attached for FHWA’s response to the invitation to become a cooperating or participating agency for the
EIS to examine flood risk management measures along the Byram River within the Town of Greenwich, CT and the
Village of Port Chester, NY.

Thank you,

Chris Hansen

Acting Team Leader for Planning, Research, and Environment

Federal Highway Administration

628-2 Hebron Avenue, Suite 303

Glastonbury, CT 06033

mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov
mailto:sara.gross@dot.gov
mailto:Connecticut.FHWA@dot.gov
mailto:Nancy.J.Brighton@usace.army.mil
mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov


860.494.7577

christopher.hansen@dot.gov <mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov>

mailto:christopher.hansen@dot.gov


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT 

JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING 
26 FEDERAL PLAZA 

NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090 

Planning Division 

Mr. Michael Canavan 
New York Division Office 
Federal Highway Administration 
Leo W. O'Brien Federal Building 
Room 719 
11A Clinton Avenue 
Albany, NY 12207 

Dear Mr. Canavan: 

March 23, 2018 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District (District), in cooperation 
with the Town of Greenwich is conducting a feasibility study to examine flood risk 
management measures along the Byram River within the Town of Greenwich, CT and 
the Village of Port Chester, NY. 

For some background, the District formulated a total of five flood risk management 
(FRM) alternatives for evaluation. A preliminary screening analysis identified two 
alternatives to be advanced for further evaluation. One of the alternatives advanced, 
known as Alternative 5, includes the removal and replacement of the Route 1 bridge 
decks within the Byram Circle in the Town of Greenwich. The bridges are owned by 
the New York Department of Transportation and the District has been closely 
coordinating with them throughout the feasibility phase. 

A Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement was published in 
November 22, 2017 and a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Scoping Meeting 
was held on November 16, 2018. In addition, there was a 30 day NEPA Scoping Period 
from November 16, 2018 through December 15, 2018. As part of the NEPA Scoping, 
Scoping Document was prepared and is enclosed for your information (Encl. 1). 
Subsequent of the NEPA Scoping Period, further analysis identified Alternative 5 as 
the Tentatively Selected Plan which is plan with the highest net benefits. 

As part of the environmental review process for this project, the lead agencies must 
identify, as early as practicable, any other Federal and non-Federal agencies that 
may have an interest in the project, and invite such agencies to become 
participating agencies in the environmental review process. 1 

Because Route 1 is a U.S. highway, this letter serves as an invitation for your 
agency to participate in the feasibility study as a Cooperating Agency in 
accordance with the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) final implementing 
regulations for NEPA (40 C.F.R.§1501.16 and §1508.5). Should your agency 



choose to assume cooperating status, your agency's specific responsibilities as a 
cooperating agency will include: 

• Attendance at and input during agency coordination meetings 
• Comment and feedback on the EIS schedule, overall scope of the 

document, significant issues to be evaluated in the EIS, environmental 
impacts, study and assessment methodologies, range of alternatives and 
proposed compensatory mitigation, if applicable 

• Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the EIS 
• Identification of issues related to your agency's jurisdiction by law and 

special expertise 
• Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings and hearings 
• Timely review of the administrative and public drafts of the Draft 

Integrated Feasibility Report(IFR)/EIS and Final IFR/EIS; 
• Providing staff support at the lead agency's request to enhance the 

latter's interdisciplinary capability. 

As part of the feasibility study, the District is preparing an integrated Feasibility 
Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to NEPA, as 
amended. The integrated Feasibility Report and EIS will summarize the Corps' 
planning and evaluation process, FRM alternatives evaluated and the 
environmental impacts associated with the Tentatively Selected Plan. The Draft 
integrated Feasibility Report and EIS is scheduled to be released for public and 
agency review in June 2018. 

As a cooperating agency, you have the right to expect that the NEPA document 
will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you have 
the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency's requirements 
are not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the EIS will 
satisfy your NEPA requirements including those related to project alternatives, 
environmental consequences and mitigation. 

Your agency does not have to accept this invitation to be a cooperating agency or 
·a participating agency. If, however, you elect not to become either a cooperating 
agency or participating agency, you must decline this invitation in writing, indicating 
that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no 
expertise or information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit 
comments on the project. The declination may be transmitted electronically to Ms. 
Kimberly Rightler.,Project Biologist at kimberly.a.rightler@usace.army.mil. 

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to weigh the relevance of your 

1 
Designation as a "participation agency" does not imply that the participating agency supports the proposed project or has any 

jurisdiction over, or special expertise concerning the proposed project or its potential impacts. A "participating agency" differs from a 
"cooperating agency," which is defined in regulations implementing the National Environmental Policy Act as "any Federal agency 
other than a lead agency which has jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved in a 
proposal (or a reasonable alternative) for legislation or other major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment." 40 CFR 4 - 1508.5. 



participation as either a cooperating agency or a participating agency or both in this 
environmental review process; written response to this invitation is not due until 
April 20, 2018. Please be aware that we have also sent this request to your 
counterpart, Ms. Amy Jackson-Grove, at the Connecticut Division of your agency. 

We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating or 
participating agency on this study. If you have questions or would like to discuss in 
more detail the project or our agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during 
the preparation of th'is EIS, please contact Ms. Kimberly Rightler at (917) 790-8722 
or email above. 

Sincerely, 

Encls. 

Cc: A. Jackson-Grove, Connecticut Division Office, FHA 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT 

JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING 
26 FEDERAL PLAZA 

NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090 

Planning Division 

Ms. Amy Jackson-Grove 
Connecticut Division Office 
Federal Highway Administration 
628-2 Hebron Avenue 
Suite 303 
Glastonbury, CT 06033 

Dear Ms. Jackson-Grove: 

March 23, 2018 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), New York District (District), in cooperation 
with the Town of Greenwich is conducting a feasibility study to examine flood risk 
management measures along the Byram River within the Town of Greenwich, CT and 
the Village of Port Chester, NY. 

For some background, the District formulated a total of five flood risk management 
(FRM) alternatives for evaluation. A preliminary screening analysis identified two 
alternatives to be advanced for further evaluation. One of the alternatives advanced, 
known as Alternative 5, includes the removal and replacement of the Route 1 bridge 
decks within the Byram Circle in the Town of Greenwich. The bridges are owned by 
the New York Department of Transportation and the District has been closely 
coordinating with them throughout the feasibility phase. 

A Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement was published in 
November 22-, 2017 and a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Scoping Meeting 
was held on November 16, 2018. In addition, there was a 30 day NEPA Scoping Period 
from November 16, 2018 through December 15, 2018. As part of the NEPA Scoping, 
Scoping Document was prepared and is enclosed for your information (Encl. 1 ). 
Subsequent of the NEPA Scoping Meeting, further analysis identified Alternative 5 as 
the Tentatively Selected Plan which is plan with the highest net benefits. 

As part of the environmental review process for this project, the lead agencies must 
identify, as early as practicable, any other Federal and non-Federal agencies that 
may have an interest in the project, and invite such agencies to become 
participating agencies in the environmental review process. 1 

Because Route 1 is a U.S. highway, this letter serves as an invitation for your 
agency to participate in the feasibility study as a Cooperating Agency in 
accordance with the Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) final implementing 
regulations for NEPA (40 C.F.R.§1501.16 and §1508.5). Should your agency 
choose to assume cooperating status, your agency's specific responsibilities as a 



cooperating agency will include: 
• Attendance at and input during agency coordination meetings 
• Comment and feedback on the EIS schedule, overall seope of the 

document, significant issues to be evaluated in the EIS, environmental 
impacts, study and assessment methodologies, range of alternatives and 
proposed compensatory mitigation, if applicable · 

• Guidance on relevant technical studies required as part of the EIS 
• Identification of issues related to your agency's jurisdiction by law and 

special expertise 
• Participation, as appropriate, at public meetings and hearings 
• · Timely review of the administrative and public drafts of the Draft 

Integrated Feasibility Report(IFR)/EIS and Final IFR/EIS; 
• Providing staff support at the lead agency's request to enhance the 

latter's interdisciplinary capability. 

As part of the feasibility study, the District is preparing an integrated Feasibility 
Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to NEPA, as 
amended. The integrated Feasibility Report and EIS will summarize the Corps' 
planning and evaluation process, FRM alternatives evaluated and the 
environmental impacts associated with the Tentatively Selected Plan. The Draft 
integrated Feasibility Report and EIS is scheduled to be released for public and 
agency review in June 2018. 

As a cooperating agency, you have the right to expect that the NEPA document 
will enable you to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you have 
the obligation to tell us if, at any point in the process, your agency's requirements 
are not being met. We expect that, at the end of the NEPA process, the EIS will 
satisfy your NEPA requirements including those related to project alternatives, 
environmental consequences and mitigation. 

Your agency does not have to accept this invitation to be a cooperating agency or 
a participating agency. If, however, you elect not to become either a cooperating 
agency or participating agency, you must decline this invitation in writing, indicating 
that your agency has no jurisdiction or authority with respect to the project, no 
expertise or information relevant to the project, and does not intend to submit 
comments on the project. The declination may be transmitted electronically to Ms. 
Kimberly Rightler, Project Biologistatkimberly.a.rightler@usace.army.mil. 

In order to give your agency adequate opportunity to weigh the relevance of your 
participation as either a cooperating agency or a participating agency or both in this 

1 
Designation as a "participation agency" does not imply that the participating agency supports the proposed project or has any 

jurisdiction over, or special expertise concerning the proposed project or its potential impacts. A "participating agency" differs from a 
"cooperating agency," which is defined in regulations implementing the National Environmental Policy Act as "any Federal agency 
other than a lead agency which has jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved in a 
proposal (or a reasonable alternative) for legislation or other major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment." 40 CFR 4 - 1508.5. 



environmental review process, written response to this invitation is not due until 
April 20, 2018. Please be aware that we have also sent this request to your 
counterpart, Mr. Michael Canavan, at the New York Division of your agency. 

I 

We look forward to your response to this request and your rnle as a cooperating or 
participating agency on this study. If you have questions or would like to discuss in 
more detail the project or our agencies' respective roles and responsibilities during 
the preparation of this EIS, please contact Ms. Kimberly Rightler at (917) 790-8722 
or email above. 

Sincerely, 

Encl. 

Cc: M. Canavan, New York Division Office, FHA 

I 
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Division for Historic Preservation

P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 • (518) 237-8643 • www.nysparks.com

ANDREW M. CUOMO ROSE HARVEY

Governor Commissioner

April 02, 2015

Ms. Nancy Brighton 
Supervisory Archaeologist 
US Army Corps of Engineers, New York District 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 2151 
New York, NY 10278     

Re: USACE 
Byram River Flood Risk Management and Watershed Management 
Port Chester, NY 
15PR00914

Dear Ms. Brighton:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO).  We have reviewed the provided documentation in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources.  They do not include other environmental impacts to New 
York State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project.  Such impacts must be 
considered as part of the environmental review of the project pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act and/or the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York 
Environmental Conservation Law Article 8). 

We concur that the Pump House and William James Memorial Gateway Park, the Hillside 
Avenue Bridge and the West Putnam Avenue Bridge are eligible for listing on the State and 
National Registers of Historic Places.  Their resource evaluations are included for your use.  We 
have determined that 13 Riverdale Avenue and 604 North Main Street are not eligible for listing 
on the State or National Registers of Historic Places.   

In order for us to continue our review please provide plans, specifications and/or scope of work 
for the all proposed work.  If alternatives are being considered we would appreciate the 
opportunity to comment on them as to the potential impacts to historic resources.  If 
replacement of the bridges is proposed, please note that demolition of an historic structure is by 
definition an Adverse Effect.  This would trigger an exploration of alternatives that might either 
remove the adverse effects or reduce harm to the historic resources.   

Please note that archeology has requested additional information as well.  If you have any 
questions, I can be reached at (518) 268-2181. 

Sincerely, 

Beth A. Cumming 
Senior Historic Site Restoration Coordinator 
e-mail:  beth.cumming@parks.ny.gov via e-mail only



Date:

Location:

Name:

USN Number:

Staff:

03/31/2015

Paul Archambault

11944.000454

West Putnam Avenue Bridge

Putnam Avenue, Port Chester NY

Resource Status:

Summary Statement:

Criteria for Inclusion in the National Register:

1.

2.

D.

C.

B.

A.

Determination:

Contributing:

Eligible

X

X

Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns in our history.

Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction; or represents the work of a 
master; or posses high artistic values; or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction.

Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.

Resource Evaluation



Hillside Avenue Bridge (11944.000453)
West Putnam Avenue Bridge (11944.000454) 
Based on the information provided and brief research, the Byram River Bridges located on West Putnam Avenue and 
Hillside Avenue in Port Chester, New York were constructed circa 1907 and circa 1930, respectively.  The bridges 
accommodate vehicular traffic and provide access into Greenwich, CT along U.S. Route 1.  They are eligible for listing 
under Criterion A due to their connection with transportation history, and potentially, with the federal highway road 
building movement in the 1920s and 1930s, particularly under the Works Progress Administration of the New Deal 
Program; and under Criterion C as examples of the craftsmanship and design of the double arched stone bridges.

The first evidence of the double arched stone bridge on West Putnam Avenue is shown on the 1915 Sanborn Map. 
However this bridge, referred to as the “Byram River Bridge,” is depicted in 1907 and 1910 postcards. It is possible that 
the “Byram River Bridge” does not appear on the Sanborn Map until 1915 because the south section of Port Chester was 
less developed. Most of the industry and residences were located in the north section of town near the intersections of 
North Main Street and Mill Street. 

In addition to the central, double arched span, both ends of the bridge touching in Port Chester and Greenwich had stone 
wall supported inclines. They were most likely removed with road modifications in the mid-twentieth century. The cut 
stone on the West Putnam Avenue bridge has a rougher, more natural appearance than the Hillside Avenue bridge, 
providing evidence that it was constructed earlier.

The double arched stone bridge on Hillside Avenue does not appear on the Sanborn Maps until 1934. However, there is 
a gap in the Sanborn Maps from 1915-1934. At this point, with limited research, one can only speculate the approximate 
year it was built. The stone on this bridge span is more refined signifying that it was altered with, possibly, more 
advanced masonry machinery. Based on the refinement of the stone and knowing the bridge was on Hillside Avenue by 
1934, it is possible that it was constructed circa 1930.  At this time, there was an increasing number of vehicular traffic 
due to the rise of the automobile and expansion of the federal road system, especially in towns that were along major 
U.S. routes as is the case in Port Chester. Designed to match the West Putnam Avenue stone bridge, the Hillside 
Avenue bridge could have possibly been built under the Works Progress Administration program.

Both bridges retain a high degree of architectural integrity.

Bibliography:
Byram Bridge, Port Chester, NY postcard. Available at: 
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Byram_Bridge,_Port_Chester,_Ny.JPG.

Byram Bridge Port Chester, NY postcard. Available at:
http://www.ebay.com/itm/Port-Chester-NY-Byram-Bridge-c1910-Old-Postcard-/360790892605 

“Port Chester, New York.” 1885-1934. “Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, 1867-1970 – New York.”

Resource Evaluation
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Location:
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USN Number:

Staff:

03/31/2015

Paul Archambault

11944.000453

Hillside Avenue Bridge

NY

Resource Status:

Summary Statement:

Criteria for Inclusion in the National Register:

1.

2.

D.

C.

B.

A.

Determination:

Contributing:

Eligible

False

X

X

Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns in our history.

Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction; or represents the work of a 
master; or posses high artistic values; or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction.

Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.

Resource Evaluation



Hillside Avenue Bridge (11944.000453)
West Putnam Avenue Bridge (11944.000454) 

Based on the information provided and brief research, the Byram River Bridges located on West Putnam Avenue and 
Hillside Avenue in Port Chester, New York were constructed circa 1907 and circa 1930, respectively.  The bridges 
accommodate vehicular traffic and provide access into Greenwich, CT along U.S. Route 1.  They are eligible for listing 
under Criterion A due to their connection with transportation history, and potentially, with the federal highway road 
building movement in the 1920s and 1930s, particularly under the Works Progress Administration of the New Deal 
Program; and under Criterion C as examples of the craftsmanship and design of the double arched stone bridges.

The first evidence of the double arched stone bridge on West Putnam Avenue is shown on the 1915 Sanborn Map. 
However this bridge, referred to as the “Byram River Bridge,” is depicted in 1907 and 1910 postcards. It is possible that 
the “Byram River Bridge” does not appear on the Sanborn Map until 1915 because the south section of Port Chester was 
less developed. Most of the industry and residences were located in the north section of town near the intersections of 
North Main Street and Mill Street. 

In addition to the central, double arched span, both ends of the bridge touching in Port Chester and Greenwich had stone 
wall supported inclines. They were most likely removed with road modifications in the mid-twentieth century. The cut 
stone on the West Putnam Avenue bridge has a rougher, more natural appearance than the Hillside Avenue bridge, 
providing evidence that it was constructed earlier.

The double arched stone bridge on Hillside Avenue does not appear on the Sanborn Maps until 1934. However, there is 
a gap in the Sanborn Maps from 1915-1934. At this point, with limited research, one can only speculate the approximate 
year it was built. The stone on this bridge span is more refined signifying that it was altered with, possibly, more 
advanced masonry machinery. Based on the refinement of the stone and knowing the bridge was on Hillside Avenue by 
1934, it is possible that it was constructed circa 1930.  At this time, there was an increasing number of vehicular traffic 
due to the rise of the automobile and expansion of the federal road system, especially in towns that were along major 
U.S. routes as is the case in Port Chester. Designed to match the West Putnam Avenue stone bridge, the Hillside 
Avenue bridge could have possibly been built under the Works Progress Administration program.

Both bridges retain a high degree of architectural integrity.

Bibliography:
Byram Bridge, Port Chester, NY postcard. Available at: 
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Byram_Bridge,_Port_Chester,_Ny.JPG.

Byram Bridge Port Chester, NY postcard. Available at:
http://www.ebay.com/itm/Port-Chester-NY-Byram-Bridge-c1910-Old-Postcard-/360790892605 

“Port Chester, New York.” 1885-1934. “Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, 1867-1970 – New York.”
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Pump House and William James Memorial Gateway Park
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Resource Status:

Summary Statement:

Criteria for Inclusion in the National Register:

1.

2.

D.

C.

B.

A.

Determination:

Contributing:

Eligible

False

X

Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns in our history.

Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction; or represents the work of a 
master; or posses high artistic values; or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction.

Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.

Based on the information provided, the William James Memorial Gateway Park and the Pumphouse are eligible for listing 
on the State and National Registers of Historic Places under Criterion C as an example of early 20th-century landscape 
design.  Situated near the National Register-eligible Putnam Avenue bridge and located between Main Street and the 
Byram River, the park includes war memorials and is used as public space for community events.  The c. 1920s 1.5-story 
Pumphouse reflects a simple Mediterranean style.  Elements include a side-gabled red tile roof with extended gables and 
chimneys at the Main St. elevation; a patio area set between two wings, the open walls of which consist of three arches 
resting on Ionic columns on the Main Street side and brick piers on the river side; and small windows placed in the center 
of each wing on both sides. 
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604 North Main Street, Port Chester NY

Resource Status:

Summary Statement:

Criteria for Inclusion in the National Register:

1.
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D.
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A.

Determination:

Contributing:

Not Eligible

False

Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns in our history.

Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction; or represents the work of a 
master; or posses high artistic values; or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction.

Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.
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