Print From

Form F

Summary Form for Electronic Document Submittal

Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
SCH #:
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Project Title:

Friant-Kern Canal Middle Reach Capacity Correction Project

Lead Agency: Friant Water Authority (FWA)
Contact Name:
Email:

Doug Deflitch

ddeflitch@friantwater.org

Phone Number:

Project Location: Strathmore and Porterville
City

(559) 562-6305

Tulare and Kern
County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The Project consists of components that would restore the Fraint Kern Canal (FKC) design capacity using two methods:
1) Canal Enlargement – The FKC would be enlarged by raising the lining up to four feet from MP 88.2 (Avenue 208) to
MP 95.7 (south of Tule River) and from MP 116.0 ( Avenue 8) to MP 121.5 (Lake Woollomes check), about 13 miles. 2)
Canal Realignment – A realigned canal would be constructed immediately east of the existing FKC and would serve as
the exclusive water conveyance and delivery mechanism through its length. Most of the existing FKC adjacent to the new
canal segment would remain in place but would be taken out of active service; limited portions would be preserved for
delivery pools at pump station turnouts. The realigned segment would extend from MP 95.7 to MP 116 (20 miles). For
the portions of the canal removed from service, FWA would continue to maintain the portions of the canal consistent with
their O&M agreement and regulations with Reclamation. Up to 510 acres of new right-of-way would be required. The
Project would also require removal, replacement, or modification of existing check structures, wasteways and siphons at
Deer Creek and White River, and up to 21 road crossings, and private facilities (wells, utilities, power lines).
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Potentially significant impacts are expected for: air quality, biological resources, cultural resources (significant and
unavoidable), geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, land use (significant and unavoidable), transportation
(significant and unavoidable), and utilities and service systems. Several proposed measures would reduce impacts:
AQ: Implement measures to reduce construction emissions; enter into a VERA. BIO: Implement measures to minimize
effects on special-status plants and animal species; nesting migratory birds (burrowing owl,Swainson's hawk); bats; Kern
brook lamprey, San Joaquin roach, and game fish; western spadefoot; northern California legless lizard, California glossy
snake, San Joaquin coachwhip, and coast horned lizard; Buena Vista Lake shrew; American badger; San Joaquin kit fox;
sensitive natural communities; and intermittent stream channel and riparian wetland. CUL: Implement Reclamation’s
amended Programmatic Agreement for the treatment of the FKC. GEO: Perform geotechnical studies; prepare
site-specific SWPPP; prepare for unexpected failures of erosion control measures; stabilize disturbed portions of FKC;
and protect paleontological resources encountered during ground-disturbing activities. HAZ: Implement measures to
avoid or reduce the potential for accidental spills; implement measures to reduce construction-related impacts from
asbestos removal; and implement measures to reduce construction-related impacts from lead-contaminated materials.
LAND: Conserve agricultural lands. TRAN: Clearly mark detour routes for all road closures during construction; prepare
a Traffic Control Plan; notify emergency dispatchers of road closures. ENERGY: Prepare a Construction Equipment and
Vehicle Efficiency Plan.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

The project would result in the acquisition of up to 510 acres of private lands. Scoping letters were received from the
following with the general comments noted in parenthesis: Native American Heritage Commission (consultation with
California Native American tribes, and summarized AB 52 and SB 18, and recommended actions to assess tribal cultural
resources); Tulare County Farm Bureau (support for Project, FKC’s importance to the community); California
Department of Toxic Substances Control (recommended that the Hazards and Hazardous Materials section
acknowledge potential for release of hazardous wastes/substances; how hazards will be investigated/remediated;
provided regulatory oversite for hazardous waste incidents); California Department of Transportation (recommended
early consultation, coordination with local agencies/proponents on projects, must be identified with as a CEQA
responsible agency, TCP for SR 190, encroachment permit for projects within State highways); CDFW (serves as both a
Trustee Agency and Responsible Agency, provided a list of special status plant/wildlife species/habitats that could be
affected, and summarized Section 1600 requirements); USEPA (all reasonable alternatives should be evaluated, use
existing environmental conditions as the baseline, and included recommendations to consider threatened and
endangered species and critical habitat and recommended engaging the USFWS early); California Farm Bureau
Federation (considers the CER Alternative to be superior; the preferred alternative should focus on longevity and look
beyond restoration and capacity of high-flow flood waters); Julie Phillips/City of Porterville, Community Development
Director (inquired into possible effects the Project may have on City projects, state concern for abandoned portions of the
existing canal to be used for illegal camping), Lois Henry/San Joaquin Valley Water (methods by which the proponents
are acquiring land for the Project, requested clarification on the schedule and Project alignment); Julie Allen/Individual
(total cost of Project and funds, impacts on disadvantaged communities, impacts on groundwater basins/implementation
of SGMA; budgeting for litigation and ESA; and the procurement of mitigation lands).
Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Reclamation and FWA are or will be consulting/coordinating with the following agencies regarding the Project:
•U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
•U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
•Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
•California Department of Fish and Wildlife
•California Department of Transportation
•California State Historic Preservation Officer
•San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
•Tulare County
•Kern County
•Tribes
•Friant Division Long-Term Contractors

