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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Whitewater River/Colorado River Aqueduct 
(CRA) Siphon Scour Protection, Whitewater Mine Pit (WMP) Reclamation, and Cabazon Radial 
Gate Project (collectively referred to as the proposed project) consists of two separate 
documents: this Final EIR and a Draft EIR that was circulated for public review from May 18 
through July 6, 2012.   The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) is 
the lead agency for the proposed project under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and also is the proposed project proponent. 
 
This Final EIR includes comments received from agencies (no comments were received by 
members of the public) and Metropolitan’s responses to those comments.  The following 
organizations and public agencies commented on the Draft EIR during the public review period: 
 

A. California Department of Fish and Game 
B. Desert Water Agency 
C. Native American Heritage Commission 
D. Coachella Valley Water District 
E. California Department of Toxic Substances Control 

 
The comments and responses to the comments follow this Introduction. 
 
The Draft EIR includes an executive summary and an introduction to the proposed project; 
describes the proposed project; discusses existing environmental conditions in the project area; 
and assesses the proposed project’s potential environmental impacts.  The Draft EIR also 
addresses the extent to which the proposed project would incrementally add to environmental 
effects caused by other projects; evaluates alternatives to the proposed project; describes 
environmental effects found not to be significant and not requiring detailed analysis in the EIR; 
and provides lists of EIR preparers, personnel contacted during EIR preparation, references cited, 
and acronyms and abbreviations used. 
 
The Metropolitan Board of Directors will consider, among other things, the information in the 
Draft and Final EIRs and will determine the adequacy of the environmental documentation under 
CEQA.  Should the Board of Directors elect to certify the Final EIR and approve the proposed 
project, Metropolitan will file a Notice of Determination with the Riverside County Clerk within 
five working days of the project approval hearing.  The Final EIR certification hearing for the 
proposed project is scheduled for: 
 

November 13, 2012 at Noon 
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Headquarters 
700 N. Alameda Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2944  

 
This hearing, which will be part of a Regular Board Meeting, is open to agencies and members 
of the public. 
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-1

A1

From: Lance Salisbury [mailto:LSALISBURY@dfg.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2012 9:41 AM 
To: EPT 
Subject: NOA - DEIR - SCH # 2005071069 

Hi Ms. Lilia Martinez, 

The Department of Fish and Game Sacramento office received a copy of a Draft EIR for the 
Whitewater River/Colorado River Aqueduct Siphon Scour Protection, Whitewater Mine Pit 
Reclamation and Cabazon Radial Gate Project (SCH #2005071069).  I am writing to confirm 
that you sent a copy of the document to the Department's Inland Desert Region office in 
Ontario.   The Sacramento office of the Department does not review CEQA documents for local 
projects.

Please let me know if you sent a copy to our Ontario office, otherwise I can forward the copy 
that was sent to me to the region office. 

Kindly,

Lance Salisbury
Environmental Scientist 
California Department of Fish & Game 
Habitat Conservation Planning Branch 
Environmental Review and Permitting Branch 
(916) 653-3559 
lsalisbury@dfg.ca.gov

No trees were killed in the sending of this message but a large number of 
electrons, protons, and neutrons were terribly inconvenienced during the process.

This communication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain 
information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, 
copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any 
attachments or embedded links, from your system.
 

This purpose of this comment was to have Metropolitan confirm that a 
copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was also sent to 
the California Department of Fish and Game Inland Desert Region office 
in Ontario, California.  A copy of the EIR was sent to the Inland Desert 
Region as part of the document’s public distribution.  This comment does 
not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

A1
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RTC-2

B1

From: David Tate [mailto:david@dwa.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2012 10:39 AM 
To: EPT; Martinez,Lilia I 
Cc: Dave Luker; Steve Johnson 
Subject: Desert Water Agency 20" Concrete Pipeline Adjacent to Whitewater Mine Pit 
Reclamation Project. 

Dear Ms. Martinez: 
In reviewing the Draft EIR for the Whitewater River/Colorado River Aqueduct Siphon Scour 
Protection, Whitewater Mine Pit Reclamation and Cabazon Radial Gate Project (SCH No. 
2005071069); it should be noted that Desert Water Agency owns and operates a 20" concrete 
pipeline which conveys water from an intake site, north of the CRA, to users to the south, near I-
10.  The 20 inch pipeline is located along the west side of the existing pit, immediately adjacent 
to the Mine Pit Reclamation Project, and will have an impact on the Project. Per our phone 
conversation on  May 30th, 2012, I have attached information regarding the 20 inch concrete 
pipeline and our easement. 

I will be the point of contact for the Agency with regards to this project. 

Sincerely 
Desert Water Agency 

David Tate, PE 
Associate Engineer 
Dtate@dwa.org
760-323-4971 ext 144 

This communication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain 
information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, 
copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any 
attachments or embedded links, from your system.
 

This comment identifies the Desert Water Agency’s 20-inch waterline in 
the proximity of the proposed project, adjacent to the WMP.  Comment 
is noted.  Metropolitan will continue to protect/support the 20-inch 
waterline during construction.  If necessary, when construction equipment 
is passing over the waterline to access the WMP, plating may be placed 
over the section of the pipe being crossed to protect it. This comment does 
not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

B1
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-3

C1

C2

C3

C4

The Native American Heritage Commission’s trustee responsibilities 
in regard to historical and archaeological resources are noted.  The role 
of American Indian tribes and interested Native American individuals 
as “consulting parties” is noted.  This comment does not address the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

C1

C2 As described in the Section 5.3 of the Draft EIR, cultural resources 
surveys were conducted for the proposed project.  As described in Section 
5.3.1 of the Draft EIR (pp. 5.3-3 to 5.3 4), the Native American Heritage 
Commission was contacted on November 2, 2010, for the Cabazon Spoil 
site.  The Native American Heritage Commission responded on November 
8, 2010, stating that no Native American cultural resources are listed.  
The Native American Heritage Commission was contacted on March 11, 
2010, for a review of the Sacred Lands Inventory to determine if any 
known cultural properties are present within or adjacent to the proposed 
Cabazon Radial Gate site. The Native American Heritage Commission 
responded on March 16, 2010, stating that no Native American cultural 
resources exist within a one-half mile of the Cabazon Radial Gate site; 
however, there are prehistoric archaeological sites in close proximity to 
the site.  As discussed in the Draft EIR, coordination with the Native 
American tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission 
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-4

C4 
cont.

C5

C6

C7

C8

C9

has been conducted for the project.  Impacts to cultural resources has 
been determined to be less than significant with implementation of the 
mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR.

C2
cont.

C3

C4

C5

C6

The confidentiality of the Native American Heritage Commission’s 
Sacred Lands Inventory is noted.  This comment does not address the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

During the cultural resources survey for the project, the Native American 
individuals and representatives identified by the Native American Heritage 
Commission during the Sacred Lands File search were contacted.  A 
letter describing the project and soliciting information and/or concerns 
was sent via electronic email.  As described in Section 5.3.1 of the Draft 
EIR, the Morongo Band of Mission Indians’ representative speculated 
that milling slicks and/or bedrock mortars could be present below the 
spoil piles at the original site grade (Draft EIR pg 5.3-4). However, as 
discussed in the Draft EIR, removal of spoil from the two smaller piles 
would avoid disturbance of the bottom foot of material to avoid impacts 
at the original site grade. Additionally, as spoil would only be removed 
from the top 45 feet of the original pile, no impacts to the original site 
grade would occur. The staging area is located west of the two smaller 
spoil piles and may be in the general vicinity of milling slicks and mortars 
identified by Morongo Band of Mission Indians.  If significant cultural 
resources are unexpectedly encountered, avoidance will be considered 
pursuant to the cited CEQA Guidelines.

The proposed project is not subject to environmental review under the 
National Environmental Policy Act.  Therefore, this comment is not 
applicable, and no response is necessary.

The confidentiality of the historic properties of religious and cultural 
significance is noted.  This comment does not address the adequacy of 
the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-5

As described in Section 8.4.4 of the Draft EIR, any human remains 
discovered during the project construction would be handled in 
accordance with State Health and Safety Code and Public Resources 
Code requirements.  In the unlikely event that human remains are 
uncovered during project construction, State Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5 requires construction activities to halt until the County 
Coroner has made the necessary findings as to the origin and disposition 
of the remains pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.  No 
revisions to the Draft EIR have been made as a result of this comment.

The need for an ongoing relationship between Native American tribes 
and lead agencies, project proponents and their contractors is noted.  
This comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR and no 
response is necessary.

As described in Sections 5.3.4 and 5.3.5 of the Draft EIR, mitigation 
associated with the project would ensure that cultural resource impacts 
are reduced to a less than significant level.  If significant cultural resources 
are unexpectedly encountered, avoidance will be considered pursuant to 
the cited CEQA Guidelines. This comment does not address the adequacy 
of the Draft EIR and no revisions to the document are necessary.

C7

C8

C9

3/12/2013 Board Meeting 7-6 Attachment 5, Page 9 of 21



COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-6

3/12/2013 Board Meeting 7-6 Attachment 5, Page 10 of 21



COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-7
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RTC-8
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RTC-9
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-10

D1

This comment expresses the Coachella Valley Water District’s support 
of the proposed project.  This comment does not address the adequacy of 
the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

D1
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-11

E1

E2

This comment summarizes the proposed project.  This comment does 
not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response is necessary.

Given the nature and history of the sites associated with the project, 
hazardous waste contamination is not expected to occur, as discussed in 
the Initial Study for the project (Appendix B of the Draft EIR).  However, 
individual responses to the Department of Toxic Substances Control’s 

E1

E2
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-12

E3

November 19, 2010 letter have been prepared and included in responses 
E4 through E13 below.  No revisions to the Draft EIR were completed as 
a result of this comment.  

E2
cont.

E3 Comment noted; in the event that cleanup is required, the appropriate 
procedures would be followed. No revisions to the Draft EIR were 
completed as a result of this comment.  
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-13

E4

This comment is a summary of the proposed project description.  This 
comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR and no response 
is necessary.

E4
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COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-14

E5

E6

As discussed in the proposed project’s Initial Study, which is included as 
Appendix B of the Draft EIR, no hazardous material sites are located on 
the portion of Metropolitan’s Colorado River Aqueduct alignment, the 
Whitewater Mine Pit, the Cabazon Spoil, or the Cabazon Radial Gate 
site where project activities would occur.  No revisions to the Draft EIR 
were completed as a result of this comment.  

E5

E6 No facilities/properties that contain hazardous waste or have hazardous 
waste disposed on them were found to be located in the project area.  
Any hazardous waste or contamination encountered during project 
construction activities would be handled in accordance with standard 
local, State, and federal requirements.  No revisions to the Draft EIR 
were completed as a result of this comment.  
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RTC-15

E8

E7 

 E9

E10

E11

E7

E8

E9

No hazardous waste/contamination issues have been identified for the 
proposed project.  Any hazardous waste or contamination encountered 
during project construction activities would be handled in accordance 
with standard local, State, and federal requirements.  No revisions to the 
Draft EIR were completed as a result of this comment.  

The proposed Project would result in the removal of some damaged 
concrete from the concrete apron at the Whitewater River/CRA Siphon 
Scour Protection site, as well as the removal of concrete at the Cabazon 
Radial Gate site.  The removal of concrete at these locations would occur 
in compliance with standard local, State, and federal requirements.  No 
demolition of buildings or other structures is proposed.  No revisions to 
the Draft EIR have been made as a result of this comment.

The proposed Project includes soil movement and excavation of soils 
at the Whitewater River/CRA Siphon Scour Protection, the Cabazon 
Spoil, and the Cabazon Radial Gate sites.  As described in the Draft EIR 
(Section 3.3.1), the material currently comprising the existing earthen 
berm at the Whitewater River/CRA Siphon Scour Protection site would 
be used to fill in the erosional feature downstream of the concrete apron 
and/or spread in the area between the gabion wall and the eastern wall 
of Whitewater Canyon.  Material excavated at the Cabazon Spoil site 
would be hauled to the Whitewater River/CRA Siphon Scour Protection 
site and Whitewater Mine Pit for use at those locations.  Any material 
excavated but not transported to the Whitewater River/CRA Siphon 
Scour Protection site would be stockpiled at the Cabazon Spoil site until 
excavation activities cease and these materials are used for regrading 
in accordance with the project’s revegetation plan. Excavated material 
from the channel widening at the Cabazon Radial Gate site would be 
transported off-site and placed in the Whitewater Mine Pit to assist in the 
reclamation effort.  During excavation and construction activities, any 
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RTC-16

E11 
cont.

E12

E13

E9
cont.

E10

E11

E12

E13

contamination discovered would be handled in accordance with standard 
local, State, and federal requirements.  No revisions to the Draft EIR 
were completed as a result of this comment.  

There have been no known releases of contaminants at the site.  In the 
event of an accidental release of hazardous materials, the release would 
be contained and handled in accordance with standard local, State, 
and federal requirements, ensuring protection of human health and the 
environment of sensitive receptors.  No revisions to the Draft EIR were 
completed as a result of this comment.  

The long-term operation of the proposed project would not generate 
hazardous wastes.  Any hazardous wastes present during construction 
would be handled in accordance with the applicable regulations, including 
those identified in this comment.  The project would not require a United 
States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Number, nor 
would it require authorization from the local Certified Unified Program 
Agency.  No revisions to the Draft EIR have been made as a result of this 
comment.

The proposed project does not include any work at the Guyaux Landfill 
or in the City of Colton (which is the location of the Guyaux Landfill).  
The proposed project does not include any landfill uses.  This comment 
appears to be a comment for another project and not applicable to the 
proposed project.  No revisions to the Draft EIR have been made as a 
result of this comment.

Comment noted; in the event that cleanup is required, the appropriate 
procedures would be followed. No revisions to the Draft EIR were 
completed as a result of this comment. 

3/12/2013 Board Meeting 7-6 Attachment 5, Page 20 of 21



COMMENTS RESPONSES

RTC-17

3/12/2013 Board Meeting 7-6 Attachment 5, Page 21 of 21




