The Harvest Valley/Winchester Area Plan provides land use direction for the area
around the eastern terminus of Alternatives 1, 7aand 7b, and the northern terminus of
Alternatives 3, 5a and 5b. The planning areaistransected by two major transportation
routes, SR-74 running east-west, north of the WT study area, and SR-79 running north-
south. A portion of Diamond Valley Lake, the largest freshwater lake in Southern
Cdlifornia, isalso within the plan area. Double Butteis asteep, dual peaked mountain
that is a prominent visual feature in the area.

Theland use plan for the Harvest Valley/Winchester areareflects aland use shift from
the existing rural character to a mix of urban, suburban, and rural land use focused
around core, community, and village centers. Theimpetusfor this shift isthe presence
of Diamond Valley Lake and the recreational opportunitiesit presents, combined with
the transit opportunities presented by the presence of therail line, State Route 74, and
State Route 79.

The Community Center land use designation immediately west of the Diamond Valley
Lake accommodates an entertainment center that is intended to capitalize on the
proximity of the lake and its intensive recreation opportunities. The new Riverside
County General Plan statesthat atransit station should beincorporated into the planned
entertainment center. Thistransit station could be connected to atransit system, such
asthe Oasis Concept, whichisdescribed in the Circul ation Element of the General Plan.
Thetransit linewould then follow Winchester Avenue south into the TemeculaValley,
providing a convenient tourism connection for the major attractions of theregion. The
Community Center at this location coincides with the northern terminus of WT
Alternatives 1, 3, 5a, and 5b.

The community of Winchester islocated south of Double Butteand north of Salt Creek.
Winchester isideally situated to accommodate significant intensification of land usage
dueto itsproximity tothe Diamond Valley L ake, aswell asthe presence of therail line,
State Route 79, and the Domenigoni Parkway. The new Riverside County General Plan
applies a Community Center overlay to this area, which is located near the eastern
terminus of Alternatives 7aand 7b.

Another Community Center Overlay can befound inthe Winchester Hills Specific Plan
that liesdirectly south of Salt Creek, west of State Route 79. This Community Center
Designation seeks changes in the adopted specific plan to intensify its commercial
center and add amixture of retail, office, and residential uses. The Community Center
designation is around Alternatives 7aand 7b.

The WT study areaislocated in the area subject to nighttime lighting requirementsfor
the Mount Palomar Observatory. The General Plan supportsthe application of County
requirementsthat areintended to limit light |eakage and spillage that may interferewith
the operations of the Palomar Observatory.

3.1.2 City General Plans

Theincorporated citieswithin the study areaare Temeculaand Murrieta(Figure 3.1.2).
The City of Hemet’ s sphere of influence also extendsinto the study area. The General
Plans for these cities call for improved mobility in the area. Neither General Plan
includes a specific reference to the CETAP process.
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Figure 3.1.2 - Affected Jurisdictions
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The City of Temecula Circulation Element (1993) callsfor “A regional transportation
system that accommodates the safe and efficient movement of people and goodsto and
from the community” (Goal 3). The Circulation Element al so supportsthe provision of
anew freeway interchange north of Winchester Road, and fixed route transit service
along major transportation corridors connecting to regional employment and commer-
cial areas. Policy 3.6 of the Circulation Element seeks to pursue “opportunities for a
light rail transit along major transportation corridors which connect Temeculato other
population centers.” Thegoal of the City of Murrieta Circulation Element (1994) isto
provide “A circulation system that serves the internal circulation needs of the City,
while also addressing the inter-community or through travel needs.” Theimplementa-
tion of aWT alternative is consistent with the policies of these two General Plans.

The corporate boundaries of the City of Murrietacomprise aportion of thewestern part
of the WT study area, near the junction of Alternatives 1, 3, and 7b with the [-215, and
along the I-15 as included in Alternative H near Scott Road and the area south of
MurrietaHot SpringsRoad. Theareaaongthel-215 north of Clinton Keith Road (near
thejunction of Alternatives 1 and 3 with thel-215, and aportion of Alternative H along
the freeway) is characterized by planned business park and regional commercial uses.
Theareasouth of MurrietaHot Springs Road i s characterized by planned business park
and multiple use/industrial uses in the General Plan.

The City of Temeculaincludes both sides of I-15 generally south of Date Street, and as
includedin AlternativeH. Thisareaisplanned for aVillage Center, asreflected in the
City of Temecula General Plan (1993). The Village Centers are similar to the
Community Centers identified in the Riverside County General Plan, and would be
characterized by aconcentration and mixture of compatibleland uses providing asense
of place and focal pointsfor community activity. A portion of Alternative 5b whereit
connectswith SR-79 isaso within the City of Temecula. Thisareaisalso planned for
a “village center” in the Temecula General Plan. The City of Temecula boundaries
coincide with Butterfield Stage Road south of Buck Road and include both sides of
Butterfield Stage Road south of PaubaRoad. Thisareaisgenerally planned for low and
medium density residential development.

3.1.3 Existing Land Use

Acrossthe WT Corridor study area, agricultural land (includesall agricultural uses, as
differentiated from the more selective "Farmland" categories discussed subsequently)
predominatesexisting land usein every alternative except Alternative H. Existing land
uses are shownin Figure 3.1.3 and Table 3.1.A. For example, in al but Alternative H,
land used for agriculture measures from two to ten times more than the next highest
category of land use, and from almost 50 percent to almost 90 percent of total identified
existing land use. (Note: Much of the land identified as used for utilitiesiswithin the
existing highway rights-of-way.)

3.1.3.1 Alternative 1
There are 201 ha (496 ac) of existing agricultural land in locations west of SR-79 north

of Craig Road and along the west half of the Scott Road segment of Alternative 1.
There are also 23 ha (57 ac) of existing residential property, primarily rural residences
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