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The Chesapeake Bay Crossing Study: Tier 1 NEPA analysis considered corridors for providing additional capacity and
access across the Chesapeake Bay in order to improve mobility, travel reliability and safety at the existing Bay Bridge.
The Study evaluated potential new corridor alternatives, including an assessment of existing and potentially
expanded transportation infrastructure needed to support additional capacity, improve travel times, and
accommodate maintenance activities, while considering financial viability and environmental responsibility. This
combined Tier 1 Final Environmental Impact Statement and Record of Decision includes responses to public and
agency comments received during the comment period on the Tier 1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(February 23 through May 17, 2021). This combined document also provides additional information concerning the
analysis of corridor alternatives and anticipated environmental effects based on public and agency input. On the
basis of all this information and the entire Study administrative record, FHWA and MDTA select Corridor 7 as the

Preferred Corridor that best meets the Tier 1 Study Purpose and Need.
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