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Work Completed in August 2016 
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 Kickoff meeting on August 4 
 Performed Risk Analysis 
 Compiled contact lists 
 Began preparation of Initial Study 
 Began preparation of draft Modeling Plan 
 Engaged with County and DWR to develop grant 

administration protocols 



Work in September 2016 
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 Grant Administration meeting with DWR  
(September 7) 

 Draft Modeling Plan 
 Draft Initial Study 
 Notice of Preparation 

 Tentative filing date September 30 
 Include Initial Study 
 Work Plan and Modeling Plan available for review at 

Department of Environmental Resources or provided 
upon request 
 



Anticipated Work in October 2016 
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 Public Scoping Meetings 
 Stanislaus County TAC Meeting 

1:30 PM, October 6 at Stanislaus County Farm Bureau 
1201 L Street, Modesto 

 Evening Public Scoping Meeting 
7:00 to 9:00 PM, October 13 at Harvest Hall 
3800 Cornucopia Way #B, Modesto 

 Persons wishing to comment on the scope of the PEIR at 
these meetings will be given the opportunity to fill out 
comment cards and/or to speak publically.  

 Continue compilation of  hydrologic and water 
management data for the PEIR 



Project Description:  
Prohibition and 

Discretionary Permitting 
Applicability 
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Project Description – Ordinance Text 
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The following sections of the Groundwater Ordinance 
are key to development of the Project Description that 
will be considered in impact analysis 
• Section 9.37.045 A 

 Prohibition against the unsustainable extraction of 
groundwater in the unincorporated areas of the County 

• Section 9.37.050 A 
 Applications for new wells must include substantial 

evidence they qualify for an exemption from the 
prohibition; or 

 If not exempt, must include substantial evidence the well 
will not be withdrawing groundwater unsustainably 



Project Description – Ordinance Text 
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• Section 9.37.050 A 
 Water agencies in compliance with a GMP or GSP and their 

rate payers are exempt from the prohibition 
 De-minimis and replacement wells are exempt from the 

prohibition 

• Section 9.37.045 B 
 After adoption of a GSP, the prohibition is applicable to any 

well from which the County reasonably concludes 
groundwater is being withdrawn unsustainably 

 In the event such a determination is made the holder of 
the well construction permit shall be required to provide 
substantial evidence that continued groundwater 
extraction from the well is not unsustainable. 
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Ordinance Changes after GSP Adoption 

Exempt Areas expand to 
include White Areas; 
Ordinance becomes 

backstop to GSPs 

Prohibition can be 
provisionally applied 

to any new or 
existing well 
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• White Areas 
 Groundwater Ordinance promotes pre-GSP 

sustainable groundwater management by 
requiring discretionary permits for new wells 

 Post-GSP, areas become exempt, ministerial 
permits issued if in compliance with a GSP 

 Post-GSP, both new and existing wells subject 
to “Lookback Provision”; Ordinance is backstop 

 Hydrologic effects cumulatively evaluated; 
mitigated through management zones, if 
necessary 

Project Description - Application 
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• Exempt Areas 
 Ordinance does not change well permitting or 

management prior to GSP adoption; therefore 
no impact 

 Beneficial backstop effect after GSP adoption 
 Environmental setting and modeling will 

document conditions, management programs 
and trends in these areas 

 PEIR will clarify role of Ordinance, evaluate 
post-GSP impacts, identify data gaps and 
generate data useful for GSP preparation 

Project Description - Application 
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• Incorporated Areas 
 Areas not covered by ordinance; well permits 

issued by municipal agencies 
 Impacts will not be evaluated in the PEIR; 

however, because they are part of the same 
hydrologic system, environmental setting and 
modeling will document conditions and trends 
in these areas 

 PEIR will identify data gaps and generate data 
useful for GSP preparation 
 

Project Description - Application 



Initial Study Findings  
and  

PEIR Scope 
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• Streamline CEQA review and technical 
evaluation for future non-exempt well 
permit applications 

• Create more robust technical basis for well 
permitting program 

• Inform and support groundwater 
management planning 

Purpose of PEIR 
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• Review potential impacts to 17 CEQA 
resource areas 

• Determine which resource areas do not 
require further evaluation in the PEIR  

• Identify resource areas requiring further 
analysis to determine whether potential 
impacts may be significant; carry forward 
to PEIR 

Purpose of Initial Study 
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• No Significant Impact – no further evaluation 
 Aesthetics, Mineral Resources, Population & 

Housing, Public Services, Recreation, and 
Transportation & Traffic  

• Potential Significant Impact – carried forward 
 Agriculture & Forestry Resources, Air Quality, 

Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology 
& Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hydrology & 
Water Quality, Land Use & Planning, Noise,  and 
Utilities & Service Systems  

Initial Study Findings 
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• Different impacts warrant different handling 
 Some impacts will be evaluated at a programmatic 

level with programmatic mitigation, if needed 
 Some impacts will be evaluated at a programmatic 

level with mitigation applied during project-
specific CEQA evaluation, if needed 

 Some impacts can only be evaluated at the project 
level.  In these cased, the general types of impacts 
and mitigation will be discussed 

• The PEIR will present a “roadmap” for CEQA 
analysis of future projects 

 
 

Handling of Resource Areas in PEIR 
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• Tentative NOP Filing: September 30, 2016 
• Public Scoping Meetings:  

October 6 and 13 
• Public Comment on Scoping closes:  

October 31 
• Work Plan and Modeling Plan finalization:  

November 
• Data compilation through early November 

Summary 


