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Response to Comment Set C.171: Diane A. and Michael W. Terito 

C.171-1 Thank you for your opinion regarding Alternative 5. 

C.171-2 The analysis presented in the Draft EIR/EIS is considered complete and adequate to meet the 
requirements of both CEQA and NEPA. The analysis in the Draft EIR/EIS does not indicate that 
additional information is needed to reach conclusions regarding impacts – the necessary analysis and 
impact conclusions are presented in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

C.171-3 Your concern regarding additional alternatives will be shared with the decision-makers who are 
reviewing the proposed Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. A 
number of alternative routes were identified during the Scoping process to avoid the impacts of 
SCE’s proposed Project. See General Response GR-4 regarding the alternatives identification 
process for the Project. The Draft EIR/EIS complies with Section 1502.14 of the CEQ regulations 
in that the proposed Project, the No Action Alternative, a reasonable range of alternatives are 
identified and analyzed in the document. Additionally, those alternatives that were identified but 
eliminated from detailed analysis were addressed in Section B.3.4. Also see the responses to 
Comments C.8-4 and C.8-6 regarding the City of Santa Clarita alternative. 

 


