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Acoording to LASL JIl:)i-h, the relationships between Pu axsretion,
body burden, and time sdler exposure may be expressed in the equation
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would correspond to & :}dmm permissible body burden,

“Three of the readings on the attached data sheet are at or above

this valus, Hengrer, “Tire appears 1o me to be uncertainty con-
w;rmaauaiweuummn for. - -

* exaiiple, that patisat 1iéo world hiave exoretion rYates of Pu thit - -

diffor 'by a factor of [l on hvo successive days.
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