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Table 1: 2017 PAMR Summary  
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Figure 1: 2017 PAMR Chart  
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Table 2: 2017 PAMR Results – FY12 Trip Mitigation Requirements by Policy Areas  

Policy Area FY 12  

Trip Mitigation Required 

Change, if any,  

from FY 11 

Aspen Hill 15%  

Bethesda/Chevy Chase 25% -5% 

Damascus 25% +25% 

Derwood/Shady Grove 10% -5% 

Fairland/White Oak 45%  

Gaithersburg City 50%  

Germantown East 50%  

Kensington/Wheaton 10%  

Montgomery Village/Airpark 5%  

North Bethesda 25% -5% 

North Potomac 15% +5% 

Olney 10%  

Potomac 45%  

R & D Village 15% -20% 

Rockville 15% -5% 

Silver Spring/Takoma Park 5% -5% 

 

Note: Policy area trip mitigation percentages that differ from FY11 trip mitigation percentages are 

highlighted in bold.   
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Figure 2: FY 12 Policy Area Mobility Review Trip Mitigation Areas  

 

 

II. 2017 PAMR Analysis Discussion 

Relative to last year’s 2016 PAMR analysis, only one Montgomery County developer-sponsored 

transportation project was added to the network in order to reflect year 2017 PAMR conditions:  

 Snouffers School Road widening to 4 lanes, Centerway Road to Ridge Heights Drive 

(approximately 0.5 miles).   

From a County-wide perspective, relatively minor changes in the estimated development pipeline 

occurred between FY11 and FY12.  However, some policy areas exhibited changes in estimated 

pipeline development during this period primarily as a result of the Department’s thorough review of 

the data sources used to estimate pipeline.  

From a regional perspective, the assumption of a year 2017 planning horizon had virtually no effect 

on travel demand modeling, as the regional growth totals assumed outside Montgomery County for 

jobs and households for year 2017 were roughly equivalent to those tested last year for the 2016 

horizon.   
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The combination of updated County pipeline estimates and the addition of the single minor 

transportation project described above resulted in generally modest shifts in trip mitigation 

requirements in some areas with only two  areas experiencing more than a 5% difference between 

FY 11 and FY 12 as described below. 

The Damascus policy area required 0% mitigation in FY 11. This policy area moves to “partial 

mitigation” in FY 12 with a 25% requirement.   This result can be largely attributed to the pipeline 

demographic assumptions pertaining to the 2017 PAMR analysis relative last year’s 2016 PAMR 

test. These changes result in a shift of the 2017 PAMR data point for the policy area slightly down 

and to the left on the PAMR chart relative to 2016 conditions.   While the change in system 

performance is fairly minor, the change in mitigation requirement is substantial because the policy 

area data point crosses the line between no mitigation and partial mitigation. 

The R & D Village policy area required 35% in FY 11.   The mitigation requirement in this policy 

area reduces to 15% in FY 12 largely due to a reduction in the employment pipeline in the area from 

30,449 as assumed in last year’s 2016 PAMR analysis to 25,809 in this year’s 2017 PAMR test. 
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