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RESPONSES

BF-1

Thank you for your introductory comments. The Project is proposing
a semi-rural General Plan Land Use Designation (see Response G-6).
The Project site is was used as agricultural property in the past (prior to
the Coco Fire) and does not provide recreational amenities, whereas the
Proposed Project would add multi-use trails, public parks, and equestrian
staging facilities to increase the area’s recreational value. Regarding
community character, see Topical Response: General Plan Amendment
and Subarea Boundary Adjustment CEQA Analysis. The comment is
correct that the Project has the potential for (traffic) safety hazards,
though the comment is not specific in its meaning. The potential for
hazard impacts are discussed in Response BF-2 and Subsections 2.8.2.7
and 2.8.2.8 of the EIR. Impacts are mitigated.

BF-2

See Response K-165 for an explanation of how a small percentage of
Project traffic would use Harmony Grove Road and how traffic volumes
on Harmony Grove Road are much lower than on other roadways. In
addition, based on the trip distribution using the SANDAG Traffic
Model, the Project would add fewer than 25 peak hour trips to Elfin
Forest Road which is less than significant and does not require traffic
analysis according to the County Traffic Analysis Requirements.
Regarding bicycle safety, see Response AG-4.
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BF-3

BF-3

The TIA was prepared by professional traffic consultants (LLG) according
to County Report Requirements and has been reviewed by County PDS
for thoroughness and accuracy. The study included a cumulative traffic
analysis that included Proposed Project traffic and Harmony Grove
Village traffic. As stated in Response AG-4, only a small percentage
of Project traffic would head west on Harmony Grove Road, and the
Project would not create a significant traffic hazard to bicyclists nor
preclude the provision of bike lanes. Harmony Grove Road is a Mobility
Element road, classified as a 2.2E and 2.2C Light Collector, including
bike lanes. Bike lanes would be added on any segments of the road
that are improved to public road standards in the future based on private
development or County improvements. No changes to the EIR resulted
from the comment.
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