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Preface

This Final EIR for the Mojave Water Agency Water Supply reliability and
Groundwater Replenishment Program includes responses to comments and
MWA's responses to comments received during the public comment period from
October 28, 2005 through December 13, 2005 (See Appendix A). For reader
convenience and coherence, responses to comments have been incorporated into
the Final EIR, except where the clarifying response consisted of a reference to the
analysis in the draft EIR. Minor editorial changes, such as corrections of
typographical errors, are not noted.

The Final EIR therefore contains minor editorial changes, additional information
intended to clarify or amplify analysis in the draft EIR, and responses to public
and agency recommendations for additional mitigation. Per a commitment in the
draft EIR (Section 5.4.7.2), the FEIR also includes consideration of relocation of
the upstream Antelope Wash recharge basin to a downstream site to avoid and
minimize impacts associated with the upstream site. Finally, it includes a
designation of the environmentally superior alternative and designation of the
proposed project alternative.

These changes are designated in the text with Arial typeface and their location in
the Final EIR is listed following the Table of Contents.
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Table 9-1. Summary of Comments, April 27, 2005 Technical

Advisory Committee Meeting 9-5
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List of Changes made to the Final EIR

CHAPTER PAGE(S) NATURE OF CHANGE
Executive Summary ES-5 Listing of public comments received
ES-8 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site
ES-10 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site
ES-14 Designation of environmentally superior alternative and proposed
project alternative
Chapter 1 1-10 List of comments on the draft EIR
Chapter 2 2-13 Re-phrasing of Metropolitan Water District description
2-14 Re-phrasing of Metropolitan Water District description
Chapter 3 3-14 Clarification in response to comment from Mr. Chuck Bell
Chapter 4 4-1 Deletion
4-2 Deletion
4-6 Change in period of record used for Metropolitan models
4-31 - 4-33 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, alternative description
4-47 Addition of Metropolitan as a Responsible Agency
Chapter 5 5-1-5-2 Addition to general environmental setting
5-10 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site
5-12 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, aesthetics
5-15 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, aesthetics
5-26 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, air quality
5-42 Response to CDFG on Mojave fringe-toed lizard (will include in pre-
construction surveys)
5-45 Data on Pilot Project deliveries per DWR request
5-46 - 5-47 Clarification on Unnamed Wash impacts for County DPW
5-55 - 5-56 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, biological resources
5-58 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, biological resources
5-60 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, biological resources
5-64 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, biological resources
5-66 Response to CDFG regarding mitigation for burrowing owls, discussion
of mitigation options
5-76 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, cultural resources
5-90 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, geology and soils
5-93 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, hazards
5-98 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, land use
5-107 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, noise
5-113 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, public services
5-116 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, recreation
5-121 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, traffic
5-152 - 5-161 | Clarification of groundwater quality, focused on data from wells near
proposed project sites, in response to comment from DWR
5-169 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, water quality
5-170 Response to Lahontan RWQCB; description of methods for
characterizing soils at recharge and wells and methods for monitoring
to ensure against surface water influence on groundwater quality
5-171 Concurrence with San Bernardino County DPW comment on flood

ZOnes.
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5-179 Commitment to coordinate design of facilities in washes with County
DPW to avoid obstructing flows
5-182 Clarification of MWA's approach to regional water management in
response to DWR comment
5-183 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, population and housing
5-187 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, energy use
Chapter 6 6-3 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, cumulative impacts
Chapter 7 7-6-7-7 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site, summary analysis
7-15-7-16 Designation of environmentally superior alternative and proposed
project alternative
Table 7-4 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site
Table 7-8 RE: relocation of Antelope Wash recharge site
Table 7-9 RE: mitigation commitments adopted in response to comments
Chapter 8 NO CHANGE
Chapter 9 9-7-9-9 Update of public involvement discussion to reflect comments on Draft
EIR
Chapter 10 NO CHANGE
Chapter 11 NO CHANGE
Appendix A Added Full comments and response to comments
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