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- Subject: SONGS Replacemenit Steam Generators - -

‘ -._.'DearYa'ma‘Uchiv-sahiﬂ REURIS

. R i..’b'"lwrlte in response to_yourletter "f'Ja,nuary 22nd lee :ou lam dlsappomted by the c1rcumstances m L .1,;. -“_'
R whlch SCE and MltSUbiShl now flnd themse!ves, and agree that the partles:should meet to dlscuss these e

f o ,If Mltsublshl isin: fact recommendmg "Optlon #1" agam, SCE would be. happy to duscuss that optlon
o ffurther As'{am-sure you: apprecrate, however, the: problems w;th the-RSGsare very senous, and SCE
- will only restore SONGS to'service: |f it can.be dofie safely We must insist that Mitsubishi- '
‘. obligations: under Section 1. 17'to' festore the. RSGsto'the: mutually agreed-upon performance _
S 'spemflcatlons set forth in: the Contract: and ”demonstrate t0: [SCE’ ] sat:sfactlon that: there is: not a nsk of
o "reoccurrence of such problem[s] 2 add:tton, as you know M:tsublshl is: obllgated to: accompllsh thls

CopOdesia
- 'lememe, C/\ 92672 s




@]

‘Coughlm, rejectxng SCE’s request to exeruse'lts

restoratlon wnth ”dlllgence and dispatch,” and as I have noted; the tlmelmes presented for repalr or

replacement optlons to-datedo not, in SCE’s vaew, ‘meet that requnrement

SCE wnll ‘of course; carefully consider any. repalr plan that. Mttsublshl presents For the avoidance of
doubt, however, | Want to thake clear that the failure of the. RSGs here —and the contemplated t|melmes

for restoration of the Units to service =aresuch that the contractual llmltatlons of liability provisions are
_mappllcable and unenforceable, Accordlngly, while:an-agreed- upon repairor replacement plan-may be

useful in limiting the overall damage suffered by SCE:and its ratepayers due to ‘Mitsubishi’s contract
breaches the lmplementatlon of such a plan ‘will riot: fflce to’ render those prov15|ons enforceable.

Separately, I understand that your colleague ltaru Klkuoka, recently wrote to my- colleague, Paul _
_"‘t.under Section1:9:6 of the Contract. Contrary to
s not,and’ never was lntended to be, llmlted to fmancral o

Klkuoka-san s January 25th letter, Sectlon 1 9.

e Eikadokami




