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Maryland Transportation Authority:tai:'rrreake Bay Bridge - Safety Barriers

Good Afternoon Chair Griffith, Vice Chair Klausmeier, and Members of Finance;

Thank you for the opportunity to present SB 682, Maryland Transportation Authority -
Chesapeake Bay Bridge - Safety Barriers. 58682 would require barriers be put in place to
discourage and stop a senseless loss of life. The most recent was last week.

There are several types of safety barriers in use across the country including - netting and metal
or glass fencing barriers:

o The Golden Gate Bridge is an example of the use of gray steel net placed approximately
20 feet below the bridge sidewalk and extending 20 feet out from the Bridge. The
design was chosen by a public process and will allow the iconic views to remain intact.

. DC has used 8-foot-tall metal fencing curving inward on the Ellington Bridge.

Both types have been found to be effective. Also, it is important to note that suicidal thoughts
are often short lived, those stopped in the process do not always move on to another site or
method.

The fiscal note is high, however there are factors regarding costs to consider:
o the cost of a life that is saved,
o the cost of dispatching first responder's - every time an event occurs,
. the cost to commerce, and
o the cost of inconvenience to commuters.

I respectfully request a favorable report on SB 682.



Chesapeake Bay Bridge

Persons Committing Suicide, Persons Attempting Suicide

201.4-2021.

*Persons attempting suicide includes any incident when a suicidal person stopped on the bridge and

successful intervention took place.

2074 Persons

Committin
e Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
g Suicide

JanuarV 0 0

February 0 0

March 0 0

April 0 0

May 0 0

June 0 0

Julv 0 0

Auqust 0 0

Septembe
r

1. 0

October 0 1

November 1. 1.

December 0 0

Total 2 2

2015 Persons

Committin
g Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
g Suicide

Janua ry 0 0

Fe bru a rv 0 t
March 1. 0

April 0 1.

Mav 0 0

June 0 0
Julv 0 1

August 0 t
Septembe
r

7 0

October 1. 0

November 0 0

December 0 0

Total 3 4



2016 Persons

Committin
e Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
g Suicide

January 0 0

Februarv 0 0

March t 0

April 0 0

May 0 3

June 0 0

July 0 0

August 1. 0

Septembe
r

0 0

October 0 1.

November 0 0

December 0 1.

Total 2 5

20L7 Persons

Committin
g Suicide

Persons
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g Suicide

Januarv 0 0

Februarv 0 0

March 0 0

April t 1

May 1. 0

June 0 0

July 0 0

August 0 0

Septembe
r

0 0

October 0 0

November 1. 0

December 0 0
Total 3 7
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2018 Persons

Committin
g Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
e Suicide

Januarv 0 0

Februarv 0 0

March 0 0

April 0 1.

May 1 1

June 1. 0

July 0 0

August 0 1

Septembe
r

1. 0

October 2 1.

November 1 1

December 1. 0

Total 7 5

20L9 Persons

Committin
e Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
g Suicide

JanuarV 0 0

February 0 0

March 1. 0

April 0 2

May 7 0

June 0 L

July 1. 0

August 0 0

Septembe
r

1. 0

October 0 0

November o 0

December 1 1.

Total 5 4



'jov]",Jqe-

2020 Persons

Committin
e Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
g Suicide

Januarv 3 0

Februarv 1 t
March 0 0

April 0 2

May 1. 0

June 0 1

July 0 0

Aueust 2 2

Septembe
r

1 1.

October 0 t
November 0 2

December 0 0

Total 8 10

202L Persons

Committin
g Suicide

Persons

Attemptin
e Suicide

January 0 0

February 0 1

March 0 0

April 0 0

Mav 0 1

June 1. 0

July 1 0

August 0 0

Septembe
r

0 0

October 0 0

November 0 0

December 0 0

Total 2 2
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March 8, 2023 

 

The Honorable Melony Griffith  

Chair, Senate Finance Committee  

3 East, Miller Senate Office Building  

Annapolis MD  21401 

 

RE: Letter of Information – Senate Bill 682 – Chesapeake Bay Bridge - Safety Barriers 

 

Dear Chair Griffith and Committee Members:   

 

The Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT) and the Maryland Transportation 

Authority (MDTA) take no position on Senate Bill 682 but offer the following information for 

the Committee’s consideration.   

 

Senate Bill 682 requires the Maryland Transportation Authority (MDTA) to install and maintain 

safety barriers on the Chesapeake Bay Bridge. The term “safety barrier” is not defined in the 

legislation.  

 

The MDTA is constantly evaluating options to enhance safety at not only the Bay Bridge, but at 

all facilities; in doing so, it is important to consider certain factors, such as structural feasibility 

and bridge design elements. Additionally, the MDTA Operations and Police staff are trained in 

providing safety and security support for all operations. The MDTA has previously investigated 

safety measures and has found that installing, maintaining, and replacing them along both east 

and westbound spans, which are subject to weather and wind elements, are not viable solutions. 

It should be noted that some safety barriers, due to the weight and engineering impacts, may pose 

other challenges that need to be considered. For example, the main channel spans for navigation 

already limit the air draft available, restricting certain vessel types that can traverse to the Port of 

Baltimore, and additional weight on the bridge would result in further deflections of the channel 

spans and infringement on navigation. 

 

The MDTA is an independent authority and receives no revenues from the State, thus Senate Bill 

682 represents an unfunded mandate upon the toll revenues of the MDTA. Current law grants the 

MDTA jurisdiction over the State’s tolling facilities with the authority to finance, construct, 

acquire, and operate such facilities. In support of such responsibility, MDTA has the power to set 

tolls and issue debt independent from the State. MDTA has pledged all of its toll revenues under 

a Trust Agreement with bondholders. Under the Trust Agreement, MDTA has covenanted to set 

certain rates and meet certain financial standards.   

 

Senate Bill 682 would increase MDTA’s expenses and may negatively impact MDTA’s ability 

to meet its financial obligations under the Trust Agreement. Similarly, legislatively imposed 

unfunded mandates may raise concerns from bondholders or the rating agencies as such actions  
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limit MDTA’s right to exercise its discretion over the use of its revenues and operation of its 

facilities. Other toll agencies, such as the Miami-Dade County Expressway Authority, have 

experienced bond rating downgrades due to similar interventions. A downgrade of MDTA’s 

credit would lead to lower credit worthiness as well as higher financing rates for capital projects. 

 

The Maryland Department of Transportation and the Maryland Transportation Authority 

respectfully request the Committee consider this information when deliberating Senate Bill 682.  

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

Bradley Ryon      Pilar Helm 

Manager, Government Relations   Director of Government Affairs 

Maryland Transportation Authority   Maryland Department of Transportation 

410-387-5253      410-865-1090 

 


