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Richard Hoefling, Esq.
Staff Counsel
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555 -

Re: Shoreham - Case 50-322

Dear Dick:

Enclosed is a copy of a recent news report which
refers to a September 5, 1969 AEC report in which the
design of the Three Mile Icland plant was reviewed. Would
you kindly forward a copy of this report. Please consider
this in the nature of an informal discovery request arising
under County Contentions 3a, 5b and lla.

Si erely,

/ /U([ bc
.cnard C. Han

,
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CC: To all parties (with enclosure)
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