CITY OF TURLOCK
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Filed With:
_X__ Office of Planning & Research
1400 Tenth Street 2015 SEP -9 A0 514

Sacramento CA 95814

Via Fax: (916)323-3018 .
STARISLAUS £O.CLERK-RECORDE:

X Stanislaus County Clerk
1021 | Street - Kdlpana Surti

Modesto CA 95354

When Filed Mail To:

Lead Agency: City of Turlock
156 S. Broadway, Suite 270
Turlock, CA 85380-5454
Phone: {(209) 668-5590

Contact; Municipal Services Division

Space above this line for Clerk’s Office use only.

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Pubiic
Resources Code. '

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (if applicable): 2014062006

PROJECT TITLE: City of Turlock Exchange of Recycled Water Discharged Into the San Joaguin
River for Transfer of San Joaquin River Water to Del Puerto Irrigation District via
Patterson irrigation District

PROJECT APPLICANT: City of Turlock

PROJECT LOCATION: Stanislaus County near the City of Patterson
{Old Las Paimas Ave / Ash Ave)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The City of Turlock proposes to appropriate and convey to Del Puerto Water
District up to 13,400 acre-feet per year of San Joaquin River water made available by Turlock’s tertiary
recycled water discharge to the San Joaquin River, pursuant to California Water Code Section 1485. The
area affected by the Project (Action Area) is defined as the San Joaquin River from the Harding Drain Bypass
Pipeline downstream to the PID Intake and Main Canal, and the Delta-Mendota Canal from the Patterson
frrigation District Discharge to existing DPWD connection to the canal.

FINDINGS:

1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole
record before the agency, that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment.

2. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, the proposed activity is adequately described and is
within the scope of the General Plan EIR.

3. The analyses of cumulative impacts, growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects on
the environment contained in the General Plan EIR are adequate for this subsequent project.

4, Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, having reviewed the General Plan EIR, the City of
Turlock finds and determines that:

5. a. there are no changes being proposed in the project that will require major revisions of
the General Plan EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effect, and

6. b. no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
the General Plan EIR was ceriified.

7. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, having reviewed the General Plan EIR, the City of
Turlock finds and determines that, based on substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, there is no
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new information of substantial importance that shows any significant environmental effects.

8. The proposed project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habilat of fish or wildlife species, cause fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California

history or prehistory.

9. The proposed project does not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable.

10. The proposed project does not have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse

effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

PROJECT APPROVAL DATE: September 8, 2015
CITY COUNCIL: Resolution No. 2015-191

DETERMINATION: This is to advise that the City of Turlock has approved and has made the following
determinations regarding the project as described above.

1. The project ____ will, X will not have a significant effect on the environment.
An Environmental Impact Report __ was, X was not prepared for this project pursuant to
the pravisions of CEQA.

3. A Negative Declaration X was,  was not prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.

4, Mitigation measures __ were, __X_ were not made a condition of the approval of the
project.

5. A mitigation monitoring plan/program _____ was, X was not adopted for this project.

6. A statement of Overriding Censiderations ____ was, X was not adopied for this project.

7 Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that documentation for the X MNegative Declaration with comments and responses and
record of project approval is available 1o the general public at;

City of Turlock - Planning Division
City Hall, 156 S. Broadway, Suite 270
Turlock, CA 95380-5454
TELEPHONE: (209) 668-5530

This documentation can also be found on our website at
http:f/ci.turlock.ca.us/citydepariments/developmentservices/planning/projectenvironmentaldocuments/

BY: /(‘ %&V\_ DATE, / 2 / L0

MICHAEL | COOKE
Municipal Services Director

Date Received for filing at OPR:
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