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Study Intent

|dentify the preferred corridor for addressing
congestion on the Chesapeake Bay Bridge, and
evaluate its financial viability




Study Area

= Full length of the
Chesapeake Bay in
Maryland

= Spanning approximately
100 Miles

= From Havre de Grace to the|

Virginia state line

= |ncludes 14 counties and
the City of Baltimore
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Project Background: Current Crossing

0 mmen

= Original Southern Span
opened in 1952
= Two lanes
= Cost $45 million

" Northern Span
opened in 1973
= Three lanes
= Cost $148 million
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Project Background: Previous Studies

= Four studies were conducted in the last 15 years to

evaluate expanded or additional Bay Crossings
= Bay Bridge Transportation Needs Report (2004)
= Bay Bridge Task Force (2005)
= “Transit Only” Capacity Study (2007)
= Life Cycle Cost Analysis (2015)

= Current study will consider jge. .
these previous efforts e




NEPA Overview

The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA)

= Federal legislatign that applies to certain
federal actions” such as projects that
receive federal funding or federal
approval

= Requires consideration of a reasonable
range of alternatives

= Comprehensive process for
documentation of environmental
impacts

= Ensures that environmental agencies and

the public are informed and involved in

the consideration of environmental
conseguences
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« Clean Air Act
« Clean Water Act
« Environmental Justice

Executive Order

« Noise ordinances
* U.S. Department of

Transportation Act of
1966; Section 4(f)

+ Section 106 of the

National Historic
Preservation Act

« Contaminated materials

and substances

« Endangered Species Act
« Coastal Zone

Management Act

b

* Migratory Bird Treaty Act

« Protection of Wetlands
Executive Order

* Patuxent Research
Refuge Executive Order

* Floodplain Management
Executive Order

* Federal Flood Risk
Management Executive
Order

« Limited English Proficiency
Executive Order

* Military Construction and

Appropriations Act

State Environmental Laws

= Local Environmental Laws
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Tiered NEPA Process

= Tier 1 EIS

= Used to analyze a large and complex project on a broad
scale

= Narrows the scale and scope of the project to a
manageable geographic area

= Fully-documented and defensible NEPA decision-making
process to focus next phase, Tier 2, of NEPA
= Tier 2 EIS
" Focuses on a smaller geographic area
= More detailed analysis, field collected data
= Similar to traditional EIS
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Bay Crossing Study Elements

Fe d e ra I Le a d (‘ U.S. Departiment of Transportation Sta te Le a d E

Federal Highwa
Age NCy. @ Administration Y Age NCy: Maryland

Transportation
Authority

= Scoping

= Purpose and Need

= Corridor Development and Screening

" Environmental Analysis

* Documentation (Tier 1 Environmental Impact Statement)
= Public Involvement

= Agency Coordination
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Scoping

= First step in gathering data and input to
identify areas of future study throughout the
NEPA process

= Collected public and agency input on the
study process

= Comprehensive public and agency outreach
= Study website (www.baycrossingstudy.com)

= Nov 15, 2017 Public scoping online meeting
with six in-person viewing locations, with
extensive notification efforts

= Study team received over 450 comments during | /~
the 30-day scoping comment period (Nov15to [ -~ .
Dec 15, 2017) \‘\’a"“\ A =

= Scoping process Wl” be documen’ged ina * Sat\ellite Meeting Locations
Scoping Report, including all public and
agency comments received.
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Purpose & Need

To consider multiple corridors for providing additional traffic
capacity and access across the Chesapeake Bay.

MDTA anticipates the Study will address needs such as:
= Adequate Capacity

= Dependable and Reliable Travel Times

= Flexibility to accommodate future maintenance and
rehabilitation

Taking into consideration:
= Financial Viability
= Environmental Responsibility
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Corridor Development and Screening

= Screening process using
criteria to narrow range of
corridors for Tier 1 DEIS

= Traffic analysis
" Environmental analysis
= Public input

= Agency input and
concurrence

Range of Corridors
(Including No-Build)

b

s

~

Corridor Alternatives
Retained for Analysis
(CARA)

) 4

Preferred Corridor
Alternative
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= Natural Resources
= Socioeconomic Resources
= Cultural Resources
= Air Quality

= Noise

= Hazardous Materials



Schedule

PUBLIC SCOPING
PROJECT SCOPING MEETING PURPOSE AND NEED

FALL/WINTER 2017 NOVEMBER 15, 2017 SPRING 2018

IDENTIFY RANGE OF ENGINEERING AND

PUBLIC MEETING CORRIDOR PUBLIC MEETING ENVIRONMENTAL
SPRING 2018 ALTERNATIVES WINTER 2018/2019 ANALYSIS
FALL 2018 SPRING 2019

-

o g o

O
PUEE:\IL\'IS;: JE“';;NDT'X:FT DUBLIC HEARING IDENTIFY MDTA PUBLISH FINAL TIER 1
L AANMENTEL, PREFERRED CORRIDOR EIS/RECORD OF
e FALL 2019 ALTERNATIVE DECISION
WINTER 2019/2020 SUMMER 2020
FALL 2019
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info@baycrossingstudy.com




