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Ref 1ESA+EFHsm Jenuary 1U;, 1959

Dre All¢m Seywmour, Asgistant Direotor

University of Washington

Ladboratory of Radiation Blology

Pisheries Center -
Sesttls 5, Washington

Dear Dr. Seymeurt

We have oompleted strontium 90 and calofium analyses on the ten imterlaberatory
oheck ssmples which you supplieds TYour data and other daseriptive information
was covered in your letters of Ootober 29th and November 17th, 1958, We appear
o agree ressomably well en all of the strontium 90 valuea, With respect ts
ths Scasvola leaves however, you reported your results in terms of the strontium
90 astivity per tetal sample. We received Li2% of the total sample weight which
was ten gramg and the aliquet was received in solution ferms We computed our
results on the basis of the strontimm 90 sotivity per gram of dry sample and
agres with you if yeur result is reperted in similar units, However, in your
letter of November 17th, your data is given inm terms of the aativity per tetal
saxple. Are we in error?

Our ealoium results look quite gocd with respect to yours in the csse of the
skeleton and the soil, but you will nete that thers are serious disorepancies

in the musole and Scasvola leaves. Computing yeur saloium resulis from the
available strontium unit data, you find somparable values for eash mussle and
saoh Scasvola sample whereas our results differ markedly. I called yowr
laberatory XKonday, Jamuary 12 prior to sending you this data te see whether you
had dore: accaleium analysis en each sample or perhaps had used an awverage value
based on ysur past experience with these matrices, Dre Held assured me that esash
sample was separately run for osloivm. I had suggested that I give you another
oall on Nonday so we eould discuss the results in more detail after you had had a
ehanoe to look as thems I will be looking forward to talking to you on the

- telephone shortly.

Sincerely yours,

Edward P. Hardy, Jre
Chemist
Analytical Bransh

OFFICE p =SA




.

J¥CE
veS

v-&N\QQ.Q .
73 2000°0 9°0 ¥ U091 -

70 C 0100 02 ¥ ot

. ¥ 60T

TO ¥R

ns: g S vl AL S A X &
“ a dfuv p ) i’
€19 oy S anoo.o eoto. TPV w9 - ¢

€T **i3110°C RN & F 6

€St To:t Ll AAls  H Ut 1w 16 §ooct.
£ez Log< 1A R AL 125 <7 2 €« s.0x%z
TsvE o Tev 0 CFEE L T
¥a 4\‘.:\Jhm 1 S RESIFIARTIR  Sraed I &S 4‘. 8 g

Kooy e sa1 iy g
©TIT T 03 anowleg L BRI IS § .h.ﬁ dagusacy ¢ Je33

N

1

41 asevdg
v S .ﬁ .
82 .
. vloAewOg
T ,
- 19335
q : ; )
n \ - 1%es
ww . jnmoeo)
5 0o¢
3 - InR0002
w5 ,
| +ATO200
) NMﬂ, g {80 ;nmos09
7.\‘. *Jox _PYATD 00

T 2I3ULY Bataey

° A3 PSINLTUT Wl

5009797



