From: LaurieDate: * No Date *Subject: Re: Letter for Public Record-MCP/EIR/EIS Proposed for Riverside County, CA.Attachment(s): 0Hello:Please place the following comments and questions into the permanent, official public record for the "Mid County Parkway," proposed in Riverside County, California.Those who choose to move to rural areas have very often done so to escape the air pollution, high density development, light pollution, traffic, noise pollution, etc. - either for personal preference of lifestyle, and/or for health reasons;   those residents are also those preferring to, or at least willing to accept and adapt to,  living with nature and wildlife.  These residents often wish to also have and care for horses and/or other livestock, grow some of their own foods, and more.With the current state of the economy, lack of lending options, an overall down market for real estate and many other factors, most of these residents, like their counterparts in higher density home areas, are unable to sell their homes and property at all.   In the case that they are actually able to sell, their options for purchasing and moving to a like home on a larger property in another rural area without the impacts that will be brought by the building of the proposed, so-called Mid County "Parkway" ("MCP"), are extremely limited.  The proposed MCP also brings with it, independent of other factors in place today, negative impacts on property values, especially for those who currently have larger parcels.  Can the county and/or state provide guarantees that the residents forced to, or choosing to move due to the impacts on their choice of  lifestyles (directly or indirectly), will be able to relocate to another area and maintain that choice of lifestyle without incurring additional costs?  What compensation will the county/state provide for those unable to do so?For those residents remaining, the proposed MCP/freeway will attract different lifestyles than those of the current rural residents.  These are unlikely to be compatible with the current land uses and residents.  This has been seen time and time again, and will further erode and eventually destroy the rural nature of the rural areas around the MCP/freeway.How will the county of Riverside and RCTC mitigate these factors for these residents who choose to - or must - live in a more rural area and a more rural lifestyle?   What assistance will be provided to these residents to assist them in purchasing like properties elsewhere, if they choose - or must - move?  What about those not directly in the path of the MCP/freeway, but also those affected in the general areas around the MCP/freeway?   How will the county of Riverside, and RCTC address, mitigate, and compensate residents for the additional health issues forced upon rural residents by construction of the MCP/freeway?The existing roads in the areas surrounding the proposed parkway/freeway route are primarily of a standard much less than what is needed  (in materials, widths, and safety)  to withstand all of the additional traffic that will be brought into the area by the construction of the MCP/freeway.  Does the draft EIR address all of the additional costs to Riverside County,  that will be involved in bringing ALL of these roads, both thoroughfares and residential roads,  to a standard that can handle this traffic?   Bear in mind also that each and every time there is a vehicle or truck breakdown or accident on the MCP/freeway, traffic will attempt to bypass the delays by leaving the MCP/freeway and traveling instead on the surface roads in the area.Mines and wells - There are a number of existing mines and wells in the area along and around the proposed route.  If the vibration from traffic on the proposed MCP/freeway could be expected to cause damage to the dams of Lake Perris and Lake Mathews if built within a certain distance of these structures, what is to prevent the damage to these mines, and wells in the area?   What protections will be afforded the affected residents?   What compensation will be provided to those affected?   Is the county and/or state prepared to immediately remedy the destruction or contamination of wells,  especially those that are often the only source for water for some area residents?  What about potential damage and/or injury to people and animals as a result of damage to these wells and mines, caused by the construction of, and later by the use of, the MCP/freeway?  Are these issues addressed in the draft EIR for the MCP/freeway?Snow:  What provisions are being planned for, for the clearance of snow from the MCP/freeway?  Will one or more snowplows be housed nearby?  Where?  What about supplies to mitigate icy conditions on the MCP/freeway?  Are these also addressed in the draft EIR?If the moneys used to construct and maintain the MCP/freeway were used instead to promote and attract a living wage job base to Riverside County, would the MCP/freeway even be necessary in the next 20-30 years?  It is our belief that it would not.  See the cost-to-benefits ratio study done by RCTC/Bechtel Corporation in the past, and referenced by other respondents to the MCP/freeway draft EIR.The "need" for the proposed MCP/freeway is based on the projected population growth within Riverside County to year 2030.  The county  currently, is extremely dependent on resources outside of the county, to support the existing population.   Just how many inhabitants can be supported with the water, food, and other basic necessities of life that are naturally available from within the county itself?  Has the draft Environmental Impact Report for the MCP/freeway addressed this issue?  If so, what are the results?   Related issue:   what happens if any of those "outside" supplies are interrupted  for any reason?  I, and all of the people who submitted the above questions and issues to me to be forwarded on to you, thank you for your consideration and time to research and answer all of these questions and concerns.Sincerely,Laurie TaylorLake Mathews, California
