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RECOMMENDATION # |

Reflect: current land use patterns, travel modes,
and planning vision.

Map 6: Policy Areas based on 4 key Categories

Montgomery County
Transportation Policy Areas
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Figure 5: Comparing Existing and Future Density with Current HBW NADMS by Policy Area
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RECOMMENDATION # | Concern A. Policy Area Classification
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RECOMMENDATION # | Concern A. Policy Area Classification
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Concern A. Policy Area Classification
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Concern A. Policy Area Classification

RECOMMENDATION # |

Urban Ring

k270 Coridor
Suburban Communities
Residential Wedge
Agnicultural Wedge

Place names are identified for geographi reference only




RECOMMENDATION # | Concern A. Policy Area Classification

Map 6: Policy Areas based on 4 key Categories

Montgomery County
Transportation Policy Areas

1
.
s
.
.
L]
»
n
1
"
b4
»n
n
-
“

Map Produced by the Montgomery County Plarning Depar tment
nformation lechnology & Innovation Orvision {IT1)
March 10, 2016

f ECREENEENEESE .




RECOMMENDATION # | Concern B. NADMS Definition

NADMS Varies
from 14-61%
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Ref: Figure 5, 2016 Subdivision Staging Policy Public Hearing Draft
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RECOMMENDATION # |

Recommendation # | — revised

For example:

Core: Down County Central Business Districts and Metro
Station Policy Areas characterized by high-density
development and the availability of premium transit service
(i.e., Metrorail/MARC).

New name for Corridor (looks more like an Inner Ring):
Emerging Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) areas
where premium transit service (i.e., Corridor Cities
Transitway, Purple Line/Bus Rapid Transit) is planned.

New name for Wedge (because it includes the current
corridor and this is confusing): The low-density residential

areas of the County.

(Should there be a fifth category to distinguish current
corridor from residential wedge)

Rural:The County’s agricultural and rural wedge.

o



RECOMMENDATION # 2

Table 3: Summary of Local Area Test Features by Policy Area Category

Local Area Test Core Corridor Residential Rural
Scoping:
When is a traffic impact None reguired. For projects resulting in For projects resulting in more than 50 person trips
study needed: Public sector more than 75 person trips

monitoring inan MSPA, or 50 person

replaces private trips elsewhere in the

sector studies. corridor
‘When is a transit or nen- For projects resulting in For projects resulting in more than 50 transit trips, or
motorized impact study more than 50 transit trips, more than 100 pedestrian trips
needed: or more than 100

pedestrian trips

Testing:

When is an operational
analysis, including travel
delay, performed:

When is a network analysis,

using Synchro-type
evaluation tool, performed:

Nene required.
Public sector
monitoring
replaces private
sector studies.

When a proposed development increases the intersection demand by 10 CLV and total

future CLV is greater than 1350

When an intersection has a total future CLV greater than 1600, or

When an intersection has a total future CLV greater than 1450, and the proposed
development increases intersection demand by 10 CLV and either:

{a) the intersection is on a congested arterial® with a travel time index greater
than 2.0 as documented by monitoring reports, or
(b) the intersection is within 600" of another traffic signal

Mitigation: |
‘What determines the type of | Mitigation In Urban Road Code areas: Applicant must mitigate
mitigation reguired: payment not Itis more efficient for the public sector to implement transportation impacts.
required. transportation solutions in a coordinated fashion.
Therefore, in these areas a mitigation payment in lieu of
construction should be made. The mitigation payment
(based upon a percentage of the base impact tax) must
be used in the Policy Area in which it is collected.
In Non-Urban Road Code areas: an applicant must
mitigate transportation impacts.
Impact Tax: Core Corridor Residential Rural
Required, retain Required Required Required

for funding transit
accessibility
improvement
‘within the Policy
Area

# Per Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments list of congested arterials

41




LATR CONTEXT-SENSITIVE TRIP GENERATION STUDY SCOPING PROCESS

RECOMMENDATION # 2

o SITE DEVELOPMENT

}

e “ITE MANUAL" VEHICLE TRIPS

!

e POLICY AREA ADJUSTMENT

SITE SPECIFIC ADJUSTMENT
(TDM OR REDUCED PARKING)

NO LATR
STUDY

* - peak hour
person trip
threshold is 75
for Metro Station
Policy Areas and
50 elsewhere




RECOMMENDATION # 3

Comparison of CLV and HCM Delay
Thresholds

If Policy Area CLV ....Then Intersection or 120

Standard Is... Network Vehicle Delay
Standard Is

1300 (LOS C/D boundary) 35 seconds per vehicle
1450 (LOS D/E boundary) 55 seconds per vehicle
1600 (LOS E/F boundary) 80 seconds per vehicle
1800 (MSPA standard) 120 seconds per vehicle
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RECOMMENDATION # 4

CLV as a Screening Tool




RECOMMENDATION # 5

Table 2: CLV as a Screening Tool

Analysis

—

greater than 1600, or

Intersection with a total future CLV
greater than 1450, where
development increases intersection
demand by 10 CLV and either:

(a) theintersectionisona
congested arterial with a
travel time index greater
than 2.0 as documented by
monitoring reports, or

(b) the intersection is within 600’
of another traffic signal

Tier | CLV used to determine: Required for: Features
Complexity | Addresses | Addresses
Delay Adjacent
Intersections
Whether a Traffic Impact
Study is required. Low No No
All areas (except “Core” areas)
Type of study required: Development that increases the Moderate Yes No
Intersection Operations intersection demand by 10 CLV and
Analysis total future CLV greater than 1350
Or a Network Operations | Intersection with a total future CLV High Yes Yes




RECOMMENDATION # 6

Adjacent Policy
Y Area CLV
Standard = 1600
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