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10430-09 Response 

August 15, 2018  
 
 
Mr. Stephen D. Foulkes 
P.O. Box 7105 
Newport Beach, CA 92660 
 

SUBJECT: MOON CAMP FOCUSED TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT - RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

 
Dear Mr. Foulkes: 

We are in receipt of the letter sent by the Department of Transportation dated July 9, 2018 containing 
comments pertaining to the above referenced project, and the Focused Traffic Impact Analysis prepared 
by Urban Crossroads, Inc., dated November 7, 2017. A copy of the comment letter is included in 
Attachment A. We have the following response to comments: 

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS & FORECASTING 

1. In the second paragraph on page 6, you stated, “All driveways are proposed to have full access.” 
Because of line-of-sight issues, horizontal curves, and safety issues near proposed project 
driveways, a left turn pocket on State Route 38 is needed for each proposed full-access driveway 
or street.  In addition, include a discussion on left-turn and right-turn pockets in the traffic study. 

Alternatively, we will consider replacing the full access intersection at Driveway 2 with right-in, 
right-out only turns on both sides of the intersection.  This will require approval through the 
Encroachment Permit process. 

See the Caltrans Highway Design Manual Section 405.1 ‘Sight Distance’ for more information. 

Response:  Sight distance and site access evaluations have been included in the updated Focuses 
Traffic Impact Analysis.  A 7 ½ second criterion has been applied to the outside travel lanes in 
either direction to provide the most conservative sight distance in accordance with Caltrans 
Highway Design Manual Section 405.1 ‘Sight Distance’. Left turn pockets have been added to 
driveways along North Shore Drive (SR-38) where ingress to residential homes and the marina 
are provided. As indicated in Highway Design Manual Section 405.3, for right-turning traffic, 
delays are less critical and conflicts less severe than for left-turning traffic. Right turn pockets are 
not proposed on SR-38 at Driveway 1 and Driveway 2 because of the nominal right turning 
volume (less than 20 peak hour trips) at both the driveways. 

2. Show types of access for each proposed driveway or street access from State Route 38 in Exhibits 
6 and 7. 
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Response:  The type of access to each proposed driveway is included in Exhibits 8, 9, and 10 of 
the revised traffic study. 

3. Page 8 Exhibit 2: Near-Term (2021) without Project Sunday (Mid-Day) Peak Volumes depicts 
“Mid-Day” counts.  The page 42 Attachment showing 2016 count data from Counts Unlimited 
show counts on Friday 9/9/2016 from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.  Please provide justification for 
Sunday Midday and Friday PM. 

Response:  Attachment A – Count Data includes both Friday 09/09/2016 from 4:00pm to 6:00pm 
and Sunday 09/11/2016 from 12:00pm to 2:00pm counts.  

4. There are no exhibits to show the existing (2016) Traffic Volumes in PCE nor any exhibits to show 
Project Trip Distribution.  Please verify. 

Response:  Existing (2016) Sunday (Mid-Day) peak volumes in PCE has been added as Exhibit 1 
and the Project trip distribution has been added as Exhibit 2.  The following exhibits have been 
adjusted accordingly. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 

1. Update the Site Plan to show pedestrian access from the residential community to the marina.  
See the Highway Design Manual 100, Topic 105 ‘Pedestrian Facilities’ for more information. 

Response: Review of aerial images shows that there is no uncontrolled pedestrian crossing on 
SR-38 for several miles east and west of the project site. As such, providing an uncontrolled 
pedestrian crossing would be inconsistent with the current conditions and driver expectation and 
has not been recommended. 

2. Update the Site Plan to show Class II Bicycle Lanes on State Route 38.  This is in accordance with 
the Big Bear Valley Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Equestrian Master Plan. 

See Big Bear Valley Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Equestrian Master Plan, Map 7.1 ‘Existing and 
Proposed Bicycle Network’ for more information. 

Response: A Class II Bicycle Lane has been included in the revised Tentative Tract Map in addition 
to the left turn pockets at Project entrances on SR-38. 

3. Project design that may require vehicles to back out onto the State Highway System is prohibited.  
Where an entrance gate is used at the marina, update the Site Plan to address non-resident 
vehicles that accidentally turn in. 

Response: The revised Tentative Tract Map/Site plan shows the public turn-around area just 
inside the marina parking lot entry and the gate location. 
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If you have any questions or comments, I can be reached at (949) 660-1994 ext. 204. 

URBAN CROSSROADS, INC. 

    

 

Pranesh Tarikere, PE 
Senior Engineer 
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ATTACHMENT A 
CALTRANS COMMENT LETTER (JULY 9, 2018) 
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