According to the Roupg 6.3 Cooperative Forecasts, Montgomery County will add 23,000
households (abouyt 4 7% increase) and 45,000 Jobs (about 5 9% increase) during the Years 2005 ¢,
2010, Table 3 g shows the forecastg for the Years 2000-201 0

Table 3.1:Round 6.3 Cooperation Forecagys 2000—2010, County Totals

2000 2005 2010
Roung 6.3 Roung 6.3 Round 6.3
Householgs Householgs Househoigs
325,000 347,000 370,000

2000
Round 6.3
Jobs
545,000
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almost all part of the F ortune Parc development.zFigure 3.2 shows the information from Fj gure
3

3.1 on a map of the County for a]] policy areas.® The complete data table by policy area is iy

Figure 3.4 shows the combined non-residentia] (office, retail, industrial, other, warehouse,
research and development, mixed-use) development approved between May 1, 2003 and April
30, 2004 (inclusive) by policy area. Nearly 90% of the approved non-residentia] development
approved in the past year i located in just five policy areas: White F lint, Potomac, Fairland /
White Oak, Rockville, and Wheaton CBD. Non-residentia] development approved during the
past year represents approximately 12% of the total remaining non-residentia] development
pipeline. The location of the past year’s non-residential approvals generally mirrors that of the
total remaining non-residentia] pipeline, with the exception of Potomac, where the approved
Square-footage in the past year is almost a]] part of the Fortune Parc development.* Figure 3.5
shows the information from Figure 3.4 on 4 map of the County for aJ] policy areas.
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Figure 3.3: Peak-Hour Trips Generated by
Residential Development Approved from May 1, 2003 to April 30, 2004
by Policy Area
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Figure 3.4: Non-residentiai Pipeline $quare-footage Approved
from May 1, 2003 to April 30, 2004
by Policy Area (total approved 3.3 million sf)
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The complete breakdown of the past year’s non-fesidential development approvals by policy




In general, non-residential trip genceration, like residential trip generation, should mirror the
location of the actual developments; however, more variation in the overall trip generation for
non-residential development should be expected dye to the diversity of uges and trip generatjon
rates that reflect potential for trip chaining and other trip making behavior that is less uniform (in
the aggregate) than that of residential development,

4. Primer on Measuring and Tracking Traffic Congestion

Measuring and tracking traffic congestion requires the consistent use of various fransportation
related performance measures. Performance measures for transportation should be similar to
other familiar performance measures for worker productivity, industria] output, government
cffectiveness, or any other arena where performance measures are used for evalnation and
Investment decisions. The characteristics of a good performance measure apply broadly,
regardless of what context they are applied to or what the desired outcome of each mndividual
measure may be for the appropriate decision makers. A good performance measyre is:
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