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Response to Comment Set C.177:  Randy Banis and Kyra Sundance 

C.177-1 Thank you for your opinion regarding Alternative 5. 

C.177-2 The Notice of Intent (CFR 1508.22) is the first formal step in the EIS process. The NOI serves as 
the official notice that a federal agency is commencing preparation of an EIS. As stated in 1508.22 
(a). The notice shall briefly describe the proposed action and possible alternatives. The Non-
National Forest System Land Alternative that would avoid National Forest System lands identified 
in the NOI indicated that this alternative would be developed during the environmental review 
process. This is consistent with the requirements set forth in CFR 1501.7(2) 

C.177-3 Although formal scoping meetings were conducted for the proposed Project, scoping meetings are 
not required by CEQA or NEPA. Please see CEQA 15082(c) which states that formal scoping 
meetings are not required by CEQA if a lead agency has decided to prepare an EIR.  NEPA 40 
CFR 1501.7(b) (4) states, “As part of the scoping process the lead agency may: Hold an early 
scoping meeting. 

C.177-4 Alternative 5 is considered a “Reasonable Alternative”. In Natural Resources Defense Council v. 
Morton, 458 F.2d 827 (D.C. Cir. 1972), the court found that: “The discussion of alternatives need 
not be exhaustive. What is required is information sufficient to permit a reasoned choice of 
alternatives so far as environmental aspects are concerned, including alternatives not within the 
scope of authority of the responsible agency. Nor is it appropriate to disregard alternatives merely 
because they do not offer a complete solution to the problem”. 

C.177-5 NEPA and CEQA require that a “reasonable range of Project alternatives” be considered. Please 
see General Response GR-4 regarding alternatives identification, screening, and analysis. As noted, 
several alternatives located off public lands were considered; however, most of these were 
eliminated from consideration, as discussed in the Alternatives Screening Report (Appendix 1) of 
the Draft EIR/EIS.  

C.177-6 The No Project/Action alternative was not ignored. Five alternatives were selected for full analysis 
in the EIR/EIS, as well as the No Project/Action Alternative. For the No Project/Action Alternative 
it was determined for all issue areas that no impacts would occur. Based on an initial evaluation, 
this would make the No Project/Action Alternative the environmentally superior alternative; 
although, the No Project/Action Alternative would likely have indirect impacts, but the future 
transmission upgrades carried out under the No Project/Action Alternative are unknown at this time. 
CEQA (Section 15126.6(e) (2)) requires an EIR to identify an environmentally superior alternative 
from among the other alternatives when the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project 
Alternative. Therefore, including the No Project/Action Alternative would not assist decision- 
makers in ranking the remaining alternatives. 

C.177-7 We understand that you support Alternatives 1-4 as reasonable alternatives. 

C.177-8 The Bureau of Land Management was given notification. Please see Section F.1 of the EIR/EIS 
(Public Participation and Notification). 

C.177-9 Maps 1, 2, 3, and 4 referred to by the commenter were not alternative maps; they were identified as 
maps of the proposed transmission route. The maps for each alternative (including Alternative 5) 
were included and could be accessed by clicking the link for each alternative.   
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C.177-10 Comment noted.   


