Appendix J:
APFO Task Force Downtown Columbia Requirements

Howard County Department of Public Works
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Downtown Columbia




County to conduct independent traffic monitoring study
eve_rﬁ 5 years to validate generalized findings and
assumptions included in the developers’ traffic studies.

Downtown Columbia




Downtown Columbia
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'TANDA_R_D‘_WOULD REQUIRE:_THE_ CONSTRUCTIONOFAN
IMPROVEMENT WHICH DPZ, IN CCONSULTATION WITH DPW, FiNDS
‘-:NOT TO BE NECESSARY TO MAINTAIN AN INTERSECTION CLV oF NO
* MORE THAN 1600 AT THE TIME OF FULL BUILD-OUT OF THE
-DOWNTOWN COLUMBIA PLAN,
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 INNO CASE SHALL THE INCREMENTAL ADJUSTMENT OF THE




. IF THE QUEUE EXCEEDS THE SPECIFIED STANDARD, THEN IT SHALL BE TREATED AS
- INSUFFICIENT CAPACITY AND MUST BE ADDRESSED UNDER THE MITIGATION PLAN.
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__'PED'E_STRIAN ROUTEjEXISTS OR IS'-.PROPOSED _O_R (u) MEETING THE BLOS_OR
P 'OS STANDARD WOULD NEGATIVELY IMPACT THE BLOS PLOS OR THE DESIGN
BALANCE AS FURTHER DISCUSSED IN SECTION 4.9.2, THEN THE BLOS OR PLOS

TEST, AS APPROPRIATE, IS DEEMED SATISFIED.
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INCLUDING TRANSIT RIGHT-OF-WAYS, OFF-SITE BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENTS_ OR OTHER MEASURES. THE SCALE OF THE TDM STATEMENT SHALL

- REFLECT THE NUMBER OF TRIPS GENERATED BY THE DEVELOPMENT AND THE REMAINING
CAPACITY OF THE TRANSPORTATION FACILITY. | |



SCHEDULE. IMPLEMENTATION OF IMPROVEMENTS IN THE MITIGATION PLAN MUST
APPROPRIATELY COINCIDE WITH THE SIGNIFICANT MILESTONES IN THE PHASING AND
COMPLETION SCHEDULE THAT REQUIRED THE MITIGATION.




MEASURES MAY INCLUDE ANY INTERSECTION CAPACITY IMPROVEMENT | EXCEPT
GRADE-SEPARATED ROADWAYS AND RAMPS WITHIN INTERSECTIONS, OR
 IMPROVEMENTS TO THROUGH LANES OF ROADS CLASSIFIED AS INTERMEDIATE
ARTERIALS OR HIGHER. PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING: |




~ PROVIDED. IF FULL MITIGATION IS NOT PROVIDED
~ THEN FINAL DEPARTMENT SIGNATURE OF THE
~ APPROVED SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN WILL NOT OCCUR
CUNTIL: ) .
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| STATIC TRANSIT INFORMATION SIGN -

Bus PULI_.OU_T

MAXIMUM TRIP CREDITS
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- MITIGATING TRAFFIC GENERATED BY THE MULTIPLE PROJECTS AT

TEST INTERSECTIONS. HOWEVER, FINAL APPROVAL OF THE

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN WILL NOT OCCUR UNTIL:
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PLANS, AND THAT FORM THE BASIS OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM,
REFER TO SECTIONS 4.6 AND 4.8 THE APPLICATION OF THE MONITORING STUDY TO
- THE FDP AND SDP SUBMITTAL PROCESS.
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