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1. Executive Summary

goals. The list can be found in Section 7 on page 52.

Develogment Approvals

* Montgomery County wi]] experience aboui g 79, Increase in households angd about a 9%,
Increase in Jjobs between 2005 and 201 0, based on current forecasts. :

* Nearly 70% of the residential development approved during the bast year was Jocated in just
Six policy areas: White Flint, Rockville, Potomac, Bethesda CBD, Silver Spring CBD, and
Grosvenor, Residentia] development approved during the Past year represents approximately
25% of the tota] remaining residentiaj development pipeline,

* Nearly 65% of the new peak hour trips generated by the reémaining residentia] pipeline
development are ip Just six policy areas: White F lint, Rockville, Potomac, Silver Spring
CBD, Clarksburg, and Grosvenor., :

* Nearly 90% of the non-residentia] development approved in the past year was located in Just
five policy areas: White F lint, Potomac, Fairland / White Oak, Rockville, and Wheaton CBD.
Non-residentia] development approved in the past year represents approximately 129, of the
total remaining non-residentig] development pipeline.

Congestion Patterns

* Peak Hour Intersection CLV: Ina sample of Critica] Lane Volumes (CLVs) from 320
signalized intersections, 19% had CL Vs ¢xceeding the LATR Standard during the moring
peak hour, and 16, had CLvs exceeding the LATR standard during the evening peak hoyr,
Another 249, (28% in the evening peak hour) of the intersections had CLVs closely
dpproaching the LATR Standard.
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off-peak weekday and weekend congestion do so at levels bejow those experienced during
the typical weekday peaks.

congested conditions, but data from the State Highway Administration traffic detectors show
that there can be significant day-to-day variation,

period. The data also show that while much congestion is based uson the altemating and
conflicting flows of traffic at intersections, the location of the congestion can extend far back

minutes of delay. There is 4 diurnal variation in route travel times that ig similar to that
observed for the variation in traffic Volumes,

Long Range Plan. Countywide during the evening peak hour, the network wil] also
experience a 19% increase in vehicle-miles traveled, a 13% decrease in average speed, and a
65% increase in the number of lane miles operating between 80% and 100% of capacity.

2. Introduction

On October 28, 2003, the County Council passed Resolution #15-375 approving the 2003-5
Annual Growth Policy (AGP) Policy Element. Section F4 of the resolution is titled Annual
Development Approval Report, and states the following: ,

The Planning Board must submit to the County Council by
September | each year an updated report listing and describing



