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SCH #:
Project Title:

Shafter-Wasco Irrigation District Pipeline Improvements for Bell Recharge Project

Lead Agency: Shafter-Wasco Irrigation District
Contact Name:
Email:

Dana Munn, General Manager

dmunn@swid.org

Phone Number:

Project Location: Near Shafter

661-758-5153
Kern

City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The proposed project would involve installation of a new, 1-mile-long, Class 125, 21-inch bi-directional PVC pipe within
the Kern County road right-of-way (ROW) along Merced Avenue and Mannel Avenue. The new bi-directional pipeline
would connect the north and south systems and facilitate water movement through the District. The new pipeline would
begin within the District’s easement at the intersection of Merced Avenue and Beech Avenue. The pipeline would run
approximately one-half mile to the west, along the south side of Merced Avenue, turn north at the intersection of Merced
Avenue and Mannel Avenue, then run one-half mile north along the east side of Mannel Avenue, to connect with SWID’s
north system. The pipeline would also connect to three existing turnouts west of Mannel Avenue (1.7-1.5-8, 1.7-1.5-10,
and 1.7-1.5-12) and another existing 15-inch pipe section of Lateral 134.4-1.7S-1.5E, west of Mannel Avenue. Since
turnout connections would require crossing of Mannel Avenue, the road would be trenched and repaved after pipe
installation and pressure testing. The proposed project would also increase the capacity of an existing pump station (from
3 cfs to 10 cfs) on Beech Avenue, approximately one-half mile south of the new pipeline.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
Based on the Initial Study, the proposed project will not have significant or potentially significant effects on the
environment. The proposed project would have no impacts on agricultural and forestry, land use and planning, minerals,
population and housing, public services, recreation, or wildfire. The proposed project would have less -thansignificant impacts on aesthetics, energy, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and
water quality, noise, transportation and utilities and service systems. The proposed project would have potentially
significant impacts on air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, and tribal cultural resources
but mitigation is proposed to avoid or reduce these effects to less-than-significant levels. Avoidance and minimization
measures: preparation of a dust control plan, preconstruction biological surveys, and worker environmental and cultural
resource awareness training. The proposed project would not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of
the environment; substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels; threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species; or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory. The proposed project would not have the potential to achieve short-term environmental
goals to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals. The proposed project would not have possible
environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable and contribute to a significant cumulative
impact. The environmental effects of the proposed project would not cause direct/indirect adverse effects to humans.
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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.

None.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Concurrence that the proposed project would not result in unreasonable
effects on fish and wildlife.
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board: Concurrence that the proposed project would not have potential
effects on water quality. (California Code of Regulations Title 23, Section 794.)

