February 22, 972

D. E. Muller

OCONEE 2 AND 3
DOCKET ¥OS, 50-270"and 50-2¢7

The DRL review plan, dated February 5, 1972, does oot appear to include sny
REP input. As I understand {t, the Oconee FES is specifically for Oconee 1,
but the evaluation was written to include Occaece 1, 2, and 3. If this 18
true, some input from REP may be required; for example, the Oconee FES may
have to ba redistridbuted, or at least a letter may have to be writtea and
digtributed pointing out the fact that the Oconee FES also {s applicable to
Oconee 2 and 3 and has previously bLesa prepared and distributed,
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and Progra=e
Divigion of Radiclogical and
Environmental Protectionm

cec: A. Giambusso
T. McCreless
EEP Files

e AP L.

..iiii?iiﬁﬂﬂwn.hnu_vu“”.“"

2 - R e L N g e e St AP p S g e s s ey s on sarsssessees -.-......_..-J B T
Porm AEC-318 (Rev. 9-53) AECM 0240 A1 S GOVERNMEN SRR TIG ORFICE 1970 407 758 8 0 ‘ l 1 4vm~ L




