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Background 
The Madera Canal (Canal) is part of the Friant Division of the Central Valley Project, a Federal 
facility built and managed by the United States Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation). The 
Madera-Chowchilla Water & Power Authority (Authority) operates and maintains the Canal on 
behalf of CVP contractors, including Madera Irrigation District (District). At the request of the 
District, the Authority has requested Reclamation’s permission to install a new turnout within 
Reclamation’s right-of-way (ROW) for the Canal.  

Purpose and Need for Action 
Two landowners within the District currently share a Canal turnout and water pipeline, causing 
restrictions in capacity and timing of deliveries. The District needs a new Canal turnout and 
pipeline to increase the capacity, efficiency, and flexibility of water deliveries to the landowners.  

Proposed Action 
Reclamation proposes to issue a license, easement, permit, and/or crossing agreement to the 
Authority allowing construction of a 3,000 gallon per minute irrigation turnout and pipeline 
crossing Reclamation’s ROW. The new turnout would be placed at Canal Mile Post (MP) 28.25, 
northwest of the farm bridge at MP 28.04 (see Appendix A, Sheet 1). Once constructed, the new 
turnout would be owned by Reclamation and operated and maintained by the Authority. 
Reclamation would also approve the new turnout as a new point of diversion under the District’s 
water service contract. 
 
The turnout would be made of structural concrete with a galvanized steel trash rack, slide gate, 
and catwalk. Approximately 100 feet of 24-inch diameter PVC pipeline rated for 100 pounds per 
square inch (psi) would cross approximately 90 feet of Reclamation ROW between the paved 
canal road and the adjacent fence line.  
 
The pipeline would terminate on private property just outside of Reclamation’s ROW at a 48-
inch reinforced concrete pump stand. A pump mounted on the stand would convey water through 
approximately 10,137 feet of 18-inch diameter PVC pipeline to an existing ponding basin. The 
pipeline would be located in the footprint of existing farm roads on private land. 
 
Excavation for the turnout structure would be approximately 20 feet wide by 25 feet long by 15 
feet deep. Excavation for the pipeline across Reclamation’s ROW would be approximately 5 feet 
wide by 100 feet long, varying from 10 to 15 feet deep. Approximately 500 cubic yards of 
excavated material would be stockpiled on-site and replaced as backfill. Excavation for the 
pipeline on private land would be approximately 10,137 feet long by 36 inches deep. The 
excavated material would be similarly stockpiled on-site and replaced as backfill. 
 
Approximately 12 inches of riprap would be placed around the turnout on 500 square feet of 
previously disturbed surface in the Canal. The riprap would likely come from a local quarry, and 
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would be Caltrans-grade facing-class rock. The paved road on the canal bank would be repaired 
to match existing pavement. 
 
The proposed construction would require backhoes, excavators, loaders, concrete trucks, and 
pumps. Staging would likely take place on Reclamation property to the northwest of the structure 
location. Construction would take approximately two months to complete during winter 2012 
through spring of 2013, while the Madera Canal is out of service. 

Environmental Commitments 

During Reclamation’s review of the proposal, the action originally proposed appeared to have 
the potential to impact biological resources, due to suitable habitat along the pipeline alignment 
(from directly adjacent to the farm bridge at MP 28.04).  The proponent and Reclamation agreed 
to an alternative alignment, relocating the proposed turnout’s location to MP 28.25 (see 
Appendix A, Alignment Exhibit).  By aligning the pipeline in a disturbed context along an 
existing farm road, potential impacts to biological resources would be avoided. 
 
Additionally, the Authority must implement the following environmental protection measures. 
Environmental consequences for resource areas assume that the measures specified would be 
fully implemented.  
 
Resource Protection Measure 

Biological 

California tiger salamander preconstruction survey must be conducted to prove that there are no 
rodent burrows or similar refugia that cannot be avoided by a minimum of 50’. 
The survey must be conducted by a qualified biologist within two weeks prior to the start of 
groundbreaking. The results must be provided to Reclamation, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Service), and DFG. If the survey finds burrows that cannot be avoided, and the pipeline 
route cannot be adjusted, the action would not be taken until Reclamation could complete a 
consultation with the Service pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act. 

Biological Work at night or in the rain would be avoided. 

Biological 
If any listed species are observed in the project area, all activities must cease in the area. 
Reclamation must be notified, and the project would be rescheduled or postponed to avoid all 
impacts to species. 

Cultural 

In the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological or historical cultural resources, all 
activities must cease in the area of the discovery. Immediate telephone notification of the 
discovery must be made to Reclamation. The activity would not resume until the Bureau of 
Reclamation authorized a continuance. In addition, all reasonable efforts to protect the cultural 
resources discovery shall be made.  

 

Exclusion Categories 
516 DM 14.5 paragraph D (10):  Issuance of permits, licenses, easements, and crossing 
agreements which provide right-of-way over Bureau lands where the action does not allow for or 
lead to a major public or private action. 
 
516 DM 14.5 paragraph D (14):  Approval, renewal, transfer, and execution of an original, 
amendatory, or supplemental water service contract or repayment contract where the only result 
will be to implement an administrative or financial practice or change.  



CEC-10-091 

3 

Evaluation of Criteria for Categorical Exclusion: 
 

1. This action would have a significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment (40 CFR 1502.3). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
2. This action would have highly controversial environmental 

effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning alternative 
uses of available resources (NEPA Section 102(2)(E) and 43 
CFR 46.215(c)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
3. This action would have significant impacts on public health or 

safety (43 CFR 46.215(a)). 
No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
4. This action would have significant impacts on such natural 

resources and unique geographical characteristics as historic or 
cultural resources; parks, recreation, and refuge lands; 
wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural 
landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime 
farmlands; wetlands (EO 11990); flood plains (EO 11988); 
national monuments; migratory birds; and other ecologically 
significant or critical areas (43 CFR 46.215 (b)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
5. This action would have highly uncertain and potentially 

significant environmental effects or involve unique or unknown 
environmental risks (43 CFR 46.215(d)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
6. This action would establish a precedent for future action or 

represent a decision in principle about future actions with 
potentially significant environmental effects  
(43 CFR 46.215 (e)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
7. This action would have a direct relationship to other actions 

with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant 
environmental effects (43 CFR 46.215 (f)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
8. This action would have significant impacts on properties listed, 

or eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic 
Places as determined by Reclamation (LND 02-01) 
(43 CFR 46.215 (g)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
9. This action would have significant impacts on species listed, or 

proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or Threatened 
Species, or have significant impacts on designated critical 
habitat for these species (43 CFR 46.215 (h)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 
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10. This action would violate a Federal, tribal, State, or local law or 

requirement imposed for protection of the environment  
(43 CFR 46.215 (i)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
11. This action would affect ITAs (512 DM 2, Policy Memorandum 

dated December 15, 1993). 
No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
12. This action would have a disproportionately high and adverse 

effect on low income or minority populations (EO 12898)  
(43 CFR 46.215 (j)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
13. This action would limit access to, and ceremonial use of, Indian 

sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious practitioners or 
significantly adversely affect the physical integrity of such 
sacred sites (EO 13007, 43 CFR 46.215 (k), and 512 DM 3)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
14. This action would contribute to the introduction, continued 

existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native invasive 
species known to occur in the area or actions that may promote 
the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such 
species (Federal Noxious Weed Control Act, EO 13112, and  
43 CFR 46.215 (l)). 

No ☒ Uncertain ☐ Yes ☐ 

 
 
Regional Archeologist concurred with Item 8. Their determination has been placed within the 
project file. 
 
Area Office Biologist concurred with Item 9. Their determination has been placed within the 
project file. 
  
ITA Designee concurred with Item 11. Their determination has been placed within the project 
file. 
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Appendix A Draft Site Plans and Maps 
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