| ‘ MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITALPARKAND PLANNING COMMISSION

MCPB
5/13/2010
Item #
May 7, 2010
MEMORANDUM
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
VIA: Dan Hardy, Chief 7‘</
Move/Transportation Planning Division
FROM: Eric Graye, Supervisor (301.495.4362) E&——-
Move/Transportation Planning Division
SUBJECT: 2016 PAMR Analysis and FY 11 Trip Mitigation Requirements

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt FY 11 Policy Area Mobility Review trip mitigation
requirements effective July 1, 2010.

I. 2016 Policy Area Mobility Review (PAMR) Findings

Per the adopted 2007-2009 Growth Policy, this analysis updates the year 2013 PAMR analysis
performed in support of the FY 10 trip mitigation requirements adopted by the Planning Board in
May 2009. This annual update of PAMR mitigation requirements is conducted as part of the
County’s Growth Policy as described in the Planning Board’s Local Area Transportation Review
and Policy Area Mobility Review Guidelines. The FY 11 requirements the Board adopts will be
effective for subdivision applications submitted after July 1, 2010. As an element of the 2009-
2011 Growth Policy, the planning horizon upon which capital projects are considered eligible for
inclusion in the PAMR analysis was extended from four to six years. Hence, this year’s PAMR
analysis assumes a six year (i.e., 2016) analysis timeframe.

Using the Department’s TRAVEL/3 regional transportation model, staff have computed the year
2016 auto and transit travel relationship based on the set of transportation facilities currently
funded in the six-year capital program (i.e., Montgomery County CIP and Maryland State CTP)
and additional transportation capacity conditions of approved development in combination with
the geographic pattern of existing and approved jobs and housing in the County.

The 2016 PAMR-related results developed from this effort are summarized in Table 1. The 2016
PAMR chart derived from these data is displayed in Figure 1. As can be observed, two (2) policy
areas fall into the “acceptable with full mitigation” area on the chart: (1) Germantown East, and
Gaithersburg City. Concurrent with this finding, thirteen (13) policy areas fall into the “acceptable
with partial mitigation” area on the chart. These policy areas, along with the FY 11 trip mitigation
percentages required in these areas are listed in Table 2. A map depicting these area-wide traffic
mitigation requirements is provided as Figure 2.

8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 Director’s Office: 301.495-4500  Fax: 301.495-1310

www.MontgomeryPlanning.org



%tL

%09
%L9
%0L
%99
%95
%99
%89
%19
%TL
%29
%ri
%19
%LS
%65
%9
%SL
%6Y
%z9
%S
%097
%89
Angow
Jsuesy
anneRy

£'8r 1'S¢€
'L S'vir
L9 L'vy
0'6E S'6C
Sy £°6C
9'1S 6'8C
0'zs T'vE
6'E9 vEY
c'19 BLE
c'8E Sl
g'19 9’8t
6t T'EE
Z'6S Tt
679 9'GE
9'€ES C'TE
6'8S V'Ot
6L L’SE
T's6 89
T'€9 €°6E
'L Tor
<'9€ 9L
(PR =Y €°9¢
EIUTTNELCITE EICUTNELCITE
Hsues) ey
afesany afesony

AujigoN usuel ] annejay

%8t

%80
%ES
PA:1d
ey
%LS
%l
%0¢
%zS
%tl
%ze
EA:14
%09
%EC
%It
%Iy
%Lt
%EL
%01
%0
%t
%6Y
Aiiqow
|y
oAlje|eY

[3ABIL 1O SN BPIYIA = LAA
eaJe Adjjod yoea uyym SuneuiSiio sdul pom-oi-Aauinol 1oy S3WI [BAEL]} POLISd YERd INY S3Inseaw AY|Iqoi JSUBI] SAIIERY
ease A21|0d Y223 UIY1m SABMPEOS [ELISLIE UO [3ABIL JBINDIYSA POLISd ¥23d Wd |E10] s3inseaw AJIqoN BBy 3AIIE3Y

11 ¥°0€ 159'81T vS8'vET 962°20T't [e1o1 Auno) Asswosiuow
FAl4 £1E [el's 168°S 7€9'612 1S3M [Edny
01z 7'6E 691'ET 8YS'TT 162267 1se3 [einy
(445 ez €ST'6T 0LT'6 Y0T'EET yied ewoxel /Buuds Jan)s
[Ras £2 D9E‘TT 57901 648'£ST Ao 3)Impo0oy
T 0'sz 89Z'% STv'e 9€5°09 adejng gy
TrT o've LGSET 9's YE6'TET 2EWO0104
08T T'9€ 8TT'8 160" 086'£PT haujo
2'ET 99z [T () ward 588°8S 28Wo0104d ULION
90T 8'ET 7€L'0T STT'6 £/8'612 epsaylag ULON
9¢cT 6'6C 160°L 069'€ L07'0TT yediyfade)a AawoSiuow
Tcl L€ €00'8 Z8E'ET 0L9'€Ty uoeaym/uoiduisuay
L1 062 CLE'L ST’y 122’621 1S3M UMOIUBWIID
6'ET ¥'9z 9zs'o BEG'E 697'€6 1583 UMOIUBWIAD
11 807 €05'6T £80°8 9/%'912 Auo Bingsiayyen
6'FT ¥'9€ 0T9'ET £/9°6 £TL'TSE ¥BO 3UUM/pueiiied
v'ET '8¢ 291’6 8677 SO0'EZT poomiag
T0E [ ¢ trp'T 9LL'T LEL'EL snoseweq
(444 8'8€ 8097 £€8'T 0S0°TL Auanop
00z T1€ 6797 (86T £9/°T6 2:ngssie|d
PIT 6'ST CRE'TE T6Trl ¥97'69€ asey) Arayd/fepsayiag
oot D'EE 8TE0T £00'S ££0°69T H uadsy
spaads spaads (pa1saduod) {moyy-aaly)
pajsafuo) MO|4-2914 1HA 1HA LWA ealy Adjjod

Ajjigow (euaLY anlefRY

eauy Adljod Aq s1nsay HIANIVA 9T07 4834 JO UolRALIRQ

Arewuing YNV 9107 T 21qeL



(siensyy Buisn peeds ||BIoAD 0} eAlejey peeds yisuel] |[e1eA0) :AM|IGOIN JISUBL] dA1lE|aY

%001 %06 %08 %01 %09 %05 %0y %0¢ %0¢

L

%0¢
0
uonebnip AL
[IN4/Mm ajqeidesoy
dv| oafy | 089 %01
208¥ | gnw <
18 - S 5
&mmmm: vy Yoy T uopeBiil (enjed/m aqeldaody %05
ASUIO B\ N 5o \ \ 0
\ 3 AT ok Ve
Aau¥
ofierehy ATV \ \ %09
apIm-Aiynon .
A eIy L
v 0
ki sposeweq| v \ \QON
%08
a|qeidasoy
%06
OlLoazZliinsg
SVOCTHORN
ﬁ %001}

(peads mo|4 @8.4 [eliBlY O} eAle|eY peeds [eueny peisebuo)) :AJICOIA |eli91ly dAIEIDY

Heyd dIANvd 910¢ 1eaA

JMey) YNV 910 :1 2an31]



Table 2: 2016 PAMR Results — FY11 Trip Mitigation Requirements by Policy Areas

Policy Area FY 11 Change, if any,
Trip Mitigation Required from FY 10
Aspen Hill 15% -5%
Bethesda/Chevy Chase 30%
Derwood/Shady Grove 15% -5%
Fairland/White Oak 45% -5%
Gaithersburg City 50%
Germantown East 50%
Kensington/Wheaton 10%
Montgomery Village/Airpark 5%
North Bethesda 30% -5%
North Potomac 10% -40%
Olney 10%
Potomac 45% +5%
R & D Village 35% -5%
Rockville 20% -5%
Silver Spring/Takoma Park 10%

Note: Policy area trip mitigation percentages that differ from FY'10 trip mitigation percentages are
highlighted in bold. Clarksburg moved from 10% mitigation in FY'10 to zero mitigation in FY11.
As a result, Clarksburg does not appear in this table.



Figure 2: FY 11 Policy Area Mobility Review Trip Mitigation Areas
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I1. 2016 PAMR Analysis Discussion

Relative to last year’s 2013 PAMR analysis, the following Montgomery County transportation
projects were added to the network in order to reflect year 2016 PAMR conditions:

Capital Program Projects

e Montrose Parkway East [from Rockville Pike (MD 355) to Veirs Mill Road (MD 586);
e Georgia Avenue (MD 97)/Randolph Road interchange;

Developer-sponsored Project

e Century Boulevard (widen to 4 lanes, Father Hurley Boulevard to Dorsey Mill Road).

Generally minor changes in the Montgomery County development pipeline occurred between FY 10
and FY11, with the primary change being the addition of 3,301 households in the City of
Gaithersburg and 2,353 households in the City of Rockville.
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The assumption of a year 2016 planning horizon had a greater effect on travel demand modeling, as
the regional growth totals were approximately 139,000 jobs and 62,000 households higher for year
2016 than those tested last year for the 2013 horizon. The regional network also included the
extension of Metrorail to Dulles airport. This project has the impact of generally improving, albeit
only marginally, the transit mobility for County residents as measured in PAMR.

This additional regional development has the effect of generally slowing down average roadway
travel speeds at a faster pace than average transit speeds. As a result, from a relative perspective,
average transit speeds compare more favorably to average roadway speeds in many policy areas.
This is reflected in most policy areas by modest shifts in the data points slightly downward and to
the right on the 2016 PAMR chart as compared to the 2013 PAMR chart. This trend is consistent
with the overall PAMR chart trendlines; horizon years further in the future generally have better
transit system performance as measured by Relative Transit Mobility (RTM) and poorer arterial
system performance as measured by Relative Arterial Mobility (RAM).

The combination of local growth, regional growth, and additional network projects resulted in
generally modest shifts in trip mitigation requirements in some areas with only one area
experiencing more than a 5% difference between FY 10 and FY 11 as described below.

The North Potomac policy area required 50% in FY 10. This policy area moves to “partial
mitigation” in FY 11 with a 5% requirement. This result can be attributed, in part, to the
assumption of three years of additional growth in regional development in the 2016 PAMR analysis
relative last year’s 2103 PAMR test. This change shifts the 2016 PAMR data point for the policy
area slightly to the right on the PAMR chart relative to 2013 conditions. While the change in
system performance is fairly minor, the change in mitigation requirement is substantial because the
policy area data point crosses the line between full mitigation and partial mitigation.
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