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1.0 Introduction

The New York City Water Supply is the largest unfiltered water supply system in the world. Providing 1.3
billion gallons of water a day to City consumers, the system is fed by two watersheds generally referred
to as the East of Hudson or Croton Watershed the West of Hudson or Catskill/Delaware Watershed.
Covering over 2,000 square miles of eight counties in upstate New York, the watershed, including its
various reservoirs, aqueducts and associated facilities, has provided clean, unfiltered watdiotes rofl
peoplesince the 81 n Qa @

The West of Hudson Watershed lies within Schoharie, Greene, Sullivan, Ulster and Delaware Counties
and provides 90 % of the City water supply. This study focuses on that portion of the Catskill/Delaware
system found witin Delaware County, New York.

In 1997 the Towns and Villages of Gregddlster, Sullivan Schohariend Delaware Counties, among

others, entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with New York City (NYC), which allowed NYC

to purchase land within the West of Hudson Watersheah§isting of the abovaoted Counties and

their Towns) region forthe pugpa S& 2 F LINRPGSOGAY3 b,/ Qa FNBakK gl SN
acquire land in feeWatershed Agricultural EasemermisConservation Easements within the watershed

region as a requirement of the initial and subsequent Filtration Avoidance Detations (FAD) issued

by the USEPA since that time.

The most recenFiltration Avoidance Determination &AD, issued in 2007, requires the City to
substantially increase its land acquisition program from the originally proposed $30 million, five year
LandAcquisition Program ta muchlarger effort budgeted at $300 million over a ten year period.
Following the issuance of the 2007 FAD, the County felt it necessary to conduct an analysis of the $300
million land acquisition program and its potential impaatlocal communities and the economy.

Forecasting the local economic impact of future watershed land and easement acquisition programs is
the basic objective of this economic impact assessment being commissioned by the Delaware County
Board of Supervisorg he study estimates the economic impacts of the land acquisition programs
associated with the NYC Watershed through an analysistafricaleconomic data and the

development of a baseline economic model of Delaware County. The baseline model wistree

primary analysis for generating projections and quantifying potential impacts of the new land acquisition
program. It will also serve as a monitoring tool into the future and assist the County with analysis of
AYLI OGa o6Seée2yR (i KfadditionddiesstOdy andlgzés lalid Srépa tRe/cdrrent state of

land ownership in Delaware County and forecasts potential development scenarios over the next 10
year period.

It is the intention of this report to facilitate the eventual achievement of that¥¥shed Memorandum

2T | 3NB S YSy that tkeng@al$ ofd@rinking SaieY profection and economic vitality with
Watershed communities are not inconsistent and it is the intention of the Parties to enter into a new era
of partnership to cooperate ithe development and implementation of a Watershed protection program
that maintains and enhances the quality of the New York City drinking water supply system and the
economic vitality and social character of the Watershed commurities.

! 1997 Memorandum of Agreement
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Figure 1.1: Thedtskills

Source: The Catskill Center for Conservation and Development
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