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1 bave received 8 copy of the 7.4 memo of ﬁn&u } onvt.ho subject

ef radiation dcsages for Task Oroup 7.4 personnel during Hardtack. In
veading that, it seems to me & few comments are perbhaps pertinant.

Paragraph 3 quoting the Relwvwing limiting dosage of 20r fs, I baelieve,
l1agzlly correct, Howswver, operatfionally for those planes conducting
saxpling missions for 7.1, the understanding betwsen 7.1 and 7.4 ws
that the effective authorized dosage for the air crews wss 10r total,

The limiting dosage was 20T {n order to sllow adequate cushion for such
thinzs as the pilot turning into the cloud instead of out ef the clouwd
or scme such momentary srror. Howover, mo deliderats planned exposurs
in excess of 10r was to be considered except im an operstionsl emergency.

Paragraph & states that the dose during Hardtack will bs greater than
that during Redwing becauss there are more shots and there are more shots
at Bikini, This sppears to me however, to ba 2 reascn to have more pilots
rather than allowing greater individusl axposure, and I had understood
some mouths sgo that was the procedurs being followed,

Actually of course, the doses mentionsd by Colonsl Wignall {n hie
letter are not seriously different than those for Redwing. That s, he
still proposes the 20r maxiowm exposurs and expects to get between § snd
12r fndividual dose on his pilots. I wuld like te suggest that he be
limited as in Redvwing to 10r planned for amy single individual.

Colonal Wignall mentions sne ethsy problem thit I balisve sheuld be
sxpandsd wpon. He plans to use some pilots who were fovolved im Flumbbob
and spparently got doses as high as 6.3r. I have ths fwpression, altheugh
I a= pot sure, that some of his pilots alse had experience en Redving and
previous eperations, perhaps as far back as Ivy. Bince we are net con-
corned hars with a wrtime condition, it would sem to me sppropriate o [ ]
live within the ssme overall radiolozical dosages for individuals that
are recommended for othar people wrking im the field. Thus, it wuld $7-2
seex to me proper that the past exposurs records of the partici-
pating pilots bs reviewed by & qualified lbdiul Corpo ofﬁcu. perhaps
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Colonsl lLaChausse, to ses whether their lifetime doses are becoming
sericus and whether additienal sxposure sbove the level of 5r per year
msy be recommendsd. I supposs it {8 just possible that scme pilot
sbould not be taken out at sll because of past largs exposures.

Ia ths adove, I am of ecourse concernsd maianly with the morwal
sampling effort, however, it seems to ms that the same statement should
apply te the work being done im support eof mjoct 2.8, the lm Tange,
low altituds sampling.

I wuld be intsrested ¢o know what action (s taksa en this.
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