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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
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	Project Title: Turlock Lake Rehabilitation Project
	Lead Agency: Turlock Irrigation District
	Contact Name: Evan Lucas
	Email: emlucas@TID.org
	Phone Number: 209.883.8608
	Project Location: 8 miles east of Waterford, Stanislaus County
	Project Description: The proposed project would rehabilitate six of Turlock Lake's 18 embankment dams for seismicstability and seepage remediation. Dams C, H, J, L, Q, and S would be retrofitted for seepage and seismic stability improvements via the placement of buttress fills on the downstream slopes, including chimney drains and a filter-compatible sand and gravel toe drain to safely collect and control seepage. Clearing of trees and woody vegetation would occur at Dams C, D, E, H, J, and L for dam safety purposes.
	Project's Effects: The proposed project was found to have potentially significant effects related to Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions (due to the use of construction equipment increasing criteria air pollutants or conflicting with the local air district's GHG guidance); Biological Resources (due to construction impacts on special-status species, riparian habitat, and protected wetlands); and Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources and Geology and Soils (due to disturbance of unknown archaeological resources, human remains, or paleontological resources). All potentially significant impacts were found to be less than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures, which will be implemented as part of the proposed project. Mitigation Measure AQ-1 calls for implemenation of a fugitive dust control plan, and Mitigation Measure GHG-1 outlines best performance standards for construction emissions. Mitigation Measures BIO-1, BIO-2, and BIO-3 call for surveys and avoidance and minimization measures to protect valley elderberry longhorn beetles and nesting birds and approvals and mitigation for impacts to Waters of the State, respectively. Mitigation Measure GEO-1 calls for paleontological training. Mitigation Measures CUL-1, CUL-2, and CUL-3 require a cultural resources awareness training and outline required actions in the case of inadvertent discovery of cultural resources or human remains, respectively. 
	Areas of Controversy: No known areas of controversy are assoicated with the proposed project. 
	List of Agencies: Responsible Agencies:Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control BoardCalifornia Department of Water Resources (Division of Safety of Dams)California Department of Fish and WildlifeTrustee Agencies:California Department of Fish and Wildlife


