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Southern California Edison Company 
P. 0. BOX 800 

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE 

ROSEMEAD, CALIFORNIA 91770 

K. P. BASKIN December 21, 1979 TELEPHONE 
MANAGER, GENERATION ENGINEERING 213-572-1401 

Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
Attn: V. A. Moore, Assistant Director 

Environmental Projects 
Division of Site Safety and 

Environmental Analysis 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20555 

Gentlemen: 

Subject: Docket Nos. 50-361 and 50-362 
Cultural Resources, Memorandum of Agreement 
San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station 
Units 2 and 3 

Reference is made to my letter dated October 29, 1979 
in which it was stated that the Applicants are willing to be 
a party by signature to the proposed Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA). The proposed MOA concerns cultural resources potentially 
subject to impact as a result of operation of the transmission 
lines for San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2 and 3.  

Applicants believe that the previous statement is perhaps 
ambiguous. Although the above referenced letter indicates a 
willingness on the part of -the Applicants to sign the MOA, 
the proposed MOA is written to exclude.the Applicants as 
parties to the agreement. Applicants do not believe that in 
the present instance it is appropriate that they sign the MOA.  
If either the Nuclear Regulatory Commission or the State Office 
of Historic Preservation has feelings to the contrary, we would 
certainly wish to discuss the matter.  

Very truly yours, 

cc: Dr. Knox Mellon, SHPO 
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