'l MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

May 8, 2009
MEMORANDUM
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
VIA: Dan Hardy, Chief 3 \CH\
Move/Transportation Planning Division
FROM: Eric Graye, Supervisor (301.495.4362) =
Move/Transportation Planning Division
SUBJECT: 2013 PAMR Analysis and FY 10 Trip Mitigation Requirements

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt FY 10 Policy Area Mobility Review trip mitigation
requirements effective July 1, 2009.

I. 2013 Policy Area Mobility Review (PAMR) Findings

This analysis updates the year 2012 PAMR analysis performed in support of the FY 09 trip
mitigation requirements adopted by the Planning Board in May 2008. 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 10 requirements the Board adopts will be effective for subdivision
applications submitted after July 1, 2009. This analysis is being conducted per the adopted
2007-2009 Growth Policy and is unrelated to potential 2009-2011 Growth Policy amendments
that staff will propose to the Planning Board in June.

Using the Department’s TRAVEL/3 regional transportation model, staff have computed the year
2013 auto and transit travel relationship based on the set of transportation facilities currently
funded in the four-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 2013 PAMR-related results developed from this effort are summarized in Table 1. The 2013
PAMR chart derived from these data is displayed in Figure 1. As can be observed, four (4) policy
areas fall into the “acceptable with full mitigation” area on the chart: (1) Germantown East,
Gaithersburg City, North Potomac, and Fairland/White Oak. Concurrent with this finding, twelve
(12) policy areas fall into the “acceptable with partial mitigation” area on the chart. These policy
areas, along with the FY 10 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.
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Table 2: 2013 PAMR Results - FY10 Trip Mitigation Requirements by Policy Areas

Policy Area Trip Mitigation Required
Aspen Hill 20%
Bethesda/Chevy Chase 30%

Clarksburg 10% -

‘Derwood/Shady Grove 20%
Fairland/White Oak 100%
Gaithersburg City 100%
Germantown East 100%
Kensington/W heaton 10%

- Montgomery Village/Airpark 5%
North Bethesda 35%
North Potomac 100%

Olney 10%
Potomac | 40%

R & D Village 40%
Rockville 25%

Silver Spring/Takoma Park - 10%




Figure 2

FY 10 Policy Area Mobility Review (PAMR) Trip
Mitigation Areas
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I1. 2013 PAMR Analysis Discussion

The Montgomery County transportation network assumptions in the 2013 PAMR analysis were
generally the same as those assumed in support of the 2012 PAMR analysis performed last year.
This reflects the fact that no new capacity producing projects were identified in the current four-year
capital program. Changes in the development pipeline between FY09 and FY 10 has resulted in
modest shifts in trip mitigation requirements in some areas and fairly significant changes in others.

- Policy areas with notable changes in FY 10 trip mitigation requirements, relative to FY 09
conditions, are described below:

e The Fairland/White Oak policy area was in “partial mitigation” in FY 09, but moves to “full
mitigation” in FY 10. This result can be attributed to two factors: (1) the ICC Contract D
deferral that resulted in the removal of the collector-distributor (CD) lanes along I-95 in the
2013 network between the ICC and MD 198 (in Prince George’s County) and (2) the
assumption of the new Draft SEIS for the FDA at White Oak that resulted in an increase of
1,169 employees at this location relative last year’s 2012 PAMR test.



e The Montgomery Village/Airpark policy area was in “full mitigation” in FY 09, but moves to
“partial mitigation” in FY 10. This result can be attributed, in part, to an approximate 10%
reduction in the residential pipeline in this area relative to FY 09.

e The Clarksburg policy area was in “zero mitigation” in FY 09, but move to “partial
mitigation” in FY 10. This result can be attributed, in part, to an approximate 5% increase
in the non-residential pipeline in this area relative to FY 09.
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