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Division of Operatiomal Safety /)O lxa
POSSIBLE DEGREES OF ENIWVETOK CLEANIP

Prs. Barr, Graha, Coldasn snd Harlsy have read . 3. Leachman’s
draft satitled as sbove. The followiag is s cousolidation of
their comments.

1. BEIR report is available and offers credible risk estimates
whith are conserwmtive. Use BEIR in lieu of GSY.

2. 1a patagraph 3, page 1, the meaning of the statmeat
"radiological levels that happen te be presented as isodeses
e « +" i3 mot clear. Alse, how do “customary stasderds”
enter ia balance betveen the fimancing and imsult te islands
mentioned in paragraph 1, page 1. Ome canmot particularise
island situations and use gemerally mumu standsvds.

3. The “worst case” sppreach is iavalid. m fallacy of basing
plans and actions en a “worst case™ akailysis 1s that eme is
correcting s non-existent situatien; therefere, he finds a
high price on any real reduction im populatiea exposures
which should be the ebjective of and basis for deciding
betweea the slterastives for cleamsp.

&. 1! . ;ngc '3, values containing wmore than one sigafficamt
queououd Por example, how will you measure -

5. All reviewers wers uneasy sabout ths parsgraph oa page §.
Comments ou this paragraph are as follows: We aced to know
vhat means are available te reduce population expesures. BNow
such deo they reduce population: exposure? Now dess the redece
tion match with dellar and snvironmental costs? While Bhe
“worst case™ smalysis aveids difficulties in the above approach,

it doss uot solve the problem. The Pu deses, external beta-
gamms expesures, and intsrnal emitter doses should be clarified,
Briag sut relatiomship betweea xodsc of sxtarmal sxpesure
rate and the intermal emitter risk. cannet contrel whea
ths major gasms {3 frem uuutia, be more concerned with M
than s {adiceted.
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Staff concerned with Eniwetok believe that this method of “fore-
casting™ the report of the radfolegical survey ean lead te
difficulties which may be hard to correet in the future if a
document such as this is circulated. Being unclassified, it
has a potentially wide readership. We would be reluctant te
see anything distributed which might prejudice the expensivg,
time consuming and painstaking work of the radiological survey,
the report, and the judgements and recommendatious based on

them.
: W. V. Schroebel
Analysis and Evaluation Branch
Division of Biomedical and
Environmental Research
ec: L, J. l}enl. DOS
AT Haek
R
\ D
- ]
\
orricep | LASE \ ] Y N . S T
WSchroebel: 1l
SURNAME » ,..5_71.17.7.3... l ....... SR SR,
DATED | e vaabennes

Form AEC-318 (Rev. 9-53) AECM 0240 GPO  o43—16—81465-1 445-678 .




