LocAaL AREA TRANSPORTATION REVIEW
AND Poricy AReA MOBILITY
REVIEW (GUIDELINES

Guidelines of the Montgomery County Planning Board for the Administration of the Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance
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Abstract
Local Area Transportation Review and Policy Afdability ReviewGuidelines
Planning Board UpdateDecember 10,2009

Subject

Guiddines to be usedfor preparation and review of transportation impact studies for development in
Montgomery County. It shoulbe used by transportation engineers, planners, public agency reviewers, and
community members participating in the development review process.

Source of Copies

The MarylandNational Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver SpringMD 20910-3760

www.memncppc.org/transportation/index.shtm
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Introduction

A. Background

County Code Section 5@5(k) (the Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance or APFO) directs the
Montgomery County Planning Board to approve preliminary plans of subdivision other
approvalsthat require a finding of AdequatdPublic Facilities (APFnly after finding that public
facilities will be adequate to serve the subdivision. This involveesecastingfuture travel demand
from private development and comparing it to the capacity of existing and programmed public
transportation facilities.

In accordance with the2009-2011 Growth Policyadopted by the County Council oNovember
10, 2009, subdivision applicationsare subject to two transportation tests called Local Area
TransportationReview(LATRaNnd Policy Area Mobility Review (PAMR)

B. Policy Areas

The County is divided into traffic zones, which are groupedto policy areas(Map 1). The
congestion standardsfor both LATRand the mitigation requirements forPAMRare established
by the Courly Counci] adopted in these Guidelinesand applied to policy areas.

C. Local Area TransportatioiReviewand Policy Area Mobility Review Standards

ThelLocal Area TransportatiorReviewand Policy AreaViobility Review Guidelinesre to be used
by applicants in preparirg reports to the Planning Boardhat determine the requirement for and
the scope of a traffic study or review prepared by an applicant f&iPF reviewand mandatory
referral cases brought before the Planning Board.

The Guidelines arealso recognized as the standardor reports to the Board of Appeals and the
Hearing Examiner for special exception and zoning cases.

The Guidelines may also apply to building permit review for cases requiring an APF finding
without subdivision, though idimited cases (less than 12 months vacancy, no increase in square
footage, fewer than 30 peak hour trips) the APF test may be approved administratively by staff.
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Map 1: GrowthPolicy Areas
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