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Dear Mr. Muller: 

This is in response to your letter of 21 November 1972 concerningh 
environmental statement, environmental report and other material on t 

San Onofre Nuclear Generating Stations 2 and 3, San Diego County, California.  

The concerned operating administrations and staff of the Department of Trans

portation have reviewed the material presented. Noted in the review by the 

Federal Railroad Administration is the following: 

"We note that while no new transmission line right-of-way will be acquired, 

new lines and reconductoring of an existing 138 KV line are contemplated.  

"While not stated in the draft environmental impact statemeat, there appears 

a strong possibility for electrical interference effects with railroad signal and 

communication circuits. The transmission of EHV power can cause extraneous 

voltages by metallic cross or ground potential and electric or magnetic induction.  

Aside from the obvious personal safety hazard, it should be noted that these 

currents can destroy the integrity of railroad signal and communications systems 

and therefore create the potential for serious accident. We suggest that this 

problem be addressed in the final environmental impact statement." 

The Coast Guard commented as follows: 

"The draft omits the impact on navigation of the proposed submerged water 

conduit structures. This adverse impact would be mitigated to an acceptable 

level by the establishment of marker buoys. In addition, the draft omits the 

temporary adverse impact on navigation during the construction phase. Any 

temporary construction structures would probably require lights and audible 

signals."



The Department of Transportation has no further comments to offer on the draft 
statement and we have no objection to the project. However, the final statement 
should address the concern of the Federal Railroad Administration regarding 
possible electrical interference effects on railroad signal and communication 
circuits. The final statement should also seriously consider the possible adverse 
impact of the project on navigation, particularly during the construction phase of 
the project and the impact resulting from the proposed submerged water conduit 
structures. Although there has been some correspondence between the applicant 
and the Commander, 11th Coast Guard District in Long Beach, California and 
this latter official has made some suggestions regarding aids to navigation, the 
draft statement is not responsive to this concern. It is recommended that the 
applicant firm up this part of the project and coordinate directly with the Com
mander, 11th Coast Guard District, Long Beach, California. The final statement 
should include reference as to how the matter was finally settled.  

The opportunity for the Department of Transportation to review and comment on 
the draft statement for the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station is appreciated.  

Sincerely, 

-.D. AAi 
Captain, U. S. COM Gard 

Acting ChOe, ee Marine 

Environment andI Systemis 
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