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TABLE 2.3 
TIF ELIGIBLE FACILITIES (STATE) 

CPA Name 
Segment Non-TIF¹ 

Required 
Class 

ME 
Class To From 

South 

Jamul-Dulzura SR-94 CPA Boundary Jefferson Rd 4.1B 4.1A 

North 

Fallbrook 
SR-76 

Granit Quarry 
Entrance 

Couser Canyon Rd 4.1B 4.1A 

SR-76 Pankey Rd Granit Quarry Entrance 4.1B 4.1A 

North County Metro SR-78 Bear Valley Rd Old San Pasqual Rd 2.2C 4.1A 

East 

Mountain Empire SR-188 SR-94 International Boarder 2.2E 4.1A 

Ramona SR-67 Dye Rd Archie Moore Rd 4.1B 4.1A 
Source: Fehr & Peers, August 2012 

Notes: 
 Non-TIF: Non-TIF Eligible Improvements required due to existing deficiencies, external through trips, outside growth and/or 

improvements required to mitigate direct impacts associated with future county development projects. 

 
The total program improvement costs were first estimated for the roadway improvements 
necessary to buildout the County ME, consistent with the minimum acceptable LOS set forth by 
General Plan (Step 1).  Improvement costs were also estimated for the identified improvements 
that are not eligible for TIF funding, i.e. deficiencies associated with existing traffic, external 
regional growth and direct impacts associated with future County development (Step 2). TIF 
eligible program improvement costs were established by subtracting the improvement costs 
associated with Non-TIF Eligible Improvements (Step 2) from the overall ME improvement costs 
(Step 1).  A more detailed description of the costing methodology as well as the estimated 
individual facility and total program improvement costs are provided in Chapter 3.0. 

 
Future County development is also projected to have a cumulative impact on a number of freeway 
ramp interchanges.   As part of the TIF program, County new development would be responsible 
for a fair-share contribution to the improvement of these interchanges in the future.  Table 2.4 
displays the location of the freeway interchanges, identified by the County, which would be 
impacted by future County development and the associated fair-share contribution.  The fair-share 
contribution was determined by comparing daily ramp volume outputs from the forecast utilized to 
determine outside growth to the SANDAG Series 10 Year 2030 transportation forecast. 
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TABLE 2.4 
TIF ELIGIBLE INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

Interchange 

 Future County 
Development Fair-Share 

Contribution 
I-8 EB/Lake Jennings Park Rd 15.7% 
I-8 WB/Lake Jennings Park Rd 20.4% 
I-8 EB/Dunbar Ln 55.5% 
I-8 WB/Dunbar Ln 46.7% 
I-8 EB/Tavern Rd 24.8% 
I-8 WB/Tavern Rd 35.8% 
I-8 EB/W.Willows Rd 13.3% 
I-8 WB/W.Willows Rd 12.1% 
SR-67 NB/Bradley Ave 2.0% 
SR-67 SB/Bradley Ave 2.2% 
SR-67 NB/Winter Gardens Blvd 5.3% 
SR-67 SB/Winter Gardens Blvd 4.8% 
SR-67 NB/Riverford Rd 32.4% 
SR-67 SB/Riverford Rd 29.1% 
SR-67 NB/Mapleview St 4.0% 
SR-67 SB/Mapleview St 3.9% 
SR-94 EB/Sweetwater Springs Blvd 9.2% 
SR-94 WB/Sweetwater Springs Blvd 9.9% 
I-15 NB/E. Mission Rd 19.0% 
I-15 SB/E. Mission Rd 13.0% 
I-15 NB/Gopher Canyon Rd 32.6% 
I-15 SB/Gopher Canyon Rd 24.2% 
I-15 NB/Deer Springs Rd 22.4% 
I-15 SB/Deer Springs Rd 21.8% 
I-15 NB/SR-76 12.3% 
I-15 SB/ SR-76 17.2% 

Source: County of San Diego / Fehr & Peers, March 2012 
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APPENDIX K
CALTRANS PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
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APPENDIX L
TRUCK TURNING TEMPLATES
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M O B I L I T Y  E L E M E N T  N E T W O R K  A P P E N D I X

C O U N T Y  O F  S A N  D I E G O  G E N E R A L  P L A N  
 

M-A-35 

Mobility Element Network—Lakeside Community Planning Area Matrix 

IDa Road Segment 
Designation/Improvement 

#.#X = [# of lanes].[roadway classification][improvement] Special Circumstances 

 El Monte Road (SC 1920) 
Segment: Lake Jennings Park Road to Alpine 
community boundary 

2.3C Minor Collector None 

 Willow Road (SA 820) 
Segment: SR-67 to Wildcat Canyon Road 

2.2E Light Collector Recommended Improvement 
Align Willow Road with Lakeside Avenue and provide 
underpass at SR- 67 

 Moreno Avenue (SC 1772) 
Segment: Vigilante Road to Willow Road 

2.2E Light Collector None 

 San Vicente Avenue (SC 1790) 
Segment: SR-67 to Moreno Avenue 

2.2E Light Collector None 

 Vigilante Road (SC 1772) 
Segment: SR-67 to Moreno Avenue 

2.2B Light Collector 
Continuous Turn Lane 

Recommended Improvement 
Align Slaughterhouse Canyon Road with Vigilante 
Road to form a four-way signalized intersection at SR- 
67 

 (Unnamed) Muth Valley Connection 
Segment: Moreno Avenue to Wildcat Canyon 
Road 

Local Public Road Public Road on Mobility Element 
Provide emergency access and connectivity for future 
development 

 Wildcat Canyon Road (SA 340.2) 
Segment: Willow Road to Ramona CPA boundary 

2.1D Community Collector 
Improvement Options [Passing Lanes] 

Accepted at LOS F 
Segment: Willow Road to Ramona CPA boundary 

 Ashwood Street (SA 340) 
Segment: Willow Road to Mapleview Street 

4.1A Major Road 
Raised Median 

None 

 Mapleview Street (SC 1805) 
Segment: Winter Gardens Boulevard to Lake 
Jennings Park Road 

4.1A Major Road 
Raised Median 

Accepted at LOS F 
Maine Avenue to Ashwood Street 
Recommended Improvement 
Underpass at SR-67 

 Lake Jennings Park Road (SA 810) 
Segment: Mapleview Street to Old Highway 80

4.1B Major Road 
Intermittent Turn Lanes

Accepted at LOS F 
Segment: I-8 Business Route to I-8 westbound ramp

1616

1717

1818

1919

2020

2121

2222

2323

2424

2525

El Monte Road (SC 1920)
Segment: Lake Jennings Park Road to Alpine 
community boundary

2.3C Minor Collector
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D. The angle between centerlines of intersecting roads shall be as nearly a right angle as possible, but in 
no case less than 70 degrees or greater than 110 degrees.  Where the angle between the centerlines is 
between 70 and 80 degrees or between 100 and 110 degrees, there shall be required on the acute 
angle corner of the intersection a taper to accommodate right-hand turning movements.  Said taper 
shall be set back 5 feet at the exiting point of the curb return and extend 40 feet in such a manner as 
to safely allow completion of the right-hand turning movement. 

 
E. Sight distance requirements at all intersections shall conform to the intersectional sight distance 

criteria as provided in Table 5: 
 

 
TABLE 5 

 
STANDARD CORNER SIGHT 

DISTANCE AT INTERSECTIONS 
Design Speed, MPH 

 
60 
50 
40 
30 
20 

Minimum Corner Intersection Sight 
Distance in Feet* 

600 
500 
400 
300 
200 

*Corner sight distance measured along the direction of travel from a point on the minor road at 
least 10 feet from the edge of the major road pavement and measured from a height of eye 
 of 3.5 feet on the minor road to a height of object of 4.25 feet on the major road  
(see County Road Standard Drawings DS-20A and DS-20B).  The design speed used to 
determine the minimum sight distance requirement shall be the greater of the current prevailing 
speed (if known) and the minimum design speed of the respective road classification shown in 
Tables 2A and 2B. Additional corner intersection sight distance may be required for left turns at 
divided highways, left turns onto two-way highways with more than two lanes, or grades which 
exceed 3 percent, as per “AASHTO A Policy on Design of Highways and Streets”. 

 
 
F. The maximum grade at any intersection of two streets shall be 6 percent within the intersection and 

for at least 20 feet beyond the right-of-way of the intersecting street. 
 
G. Where two road centerlines intersect, the lower classified road is not to intersect the primary road 

with a curve.  Instead, the alignment of the lower classified road must intersect the primary road in a 
straight line for a length not less than the full width of the primary road’s right-of-way. 

 
H. Prior to the installation of a new traffic signal, traffic signal warrant analysis must be performed.  The 

Californian Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD) should be consulted for 
procedures of conducting signal warrant analysis.  The design and installation of the traffic signal and 
pavement markings should also conform to the CA MUTCD.   

 

*Corner sight distance measured along the direction of travel from a point on the minor road at 
least 10 feet from the edge of the major road pavement and measured from a height of eye
of 3.5 feet on the minor road to a height of object of 4.25 feet on the major road 
(see County Road Standard Drawings DS-20A and DS-20B).  The design speed used to
determine the minimum sight distance requirement shall be the greater of the current prevailing
speed (if known) and the minimum design speed of the respective road classification shown in
Tables 2A and 2B. Additional corner intersection sight distance may be required for left turns at 
divided highways, left turns onto two-way highways with more than two lanes, or grades which
exceed 3 percent, as per “AASHTO A Policy on Design of Highways and Streets”.
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