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EINGEGANGEN

Dr. G. Drexler

Institut fur Strahlenschutz 28. Juni 1979
Gesellschaft fur Strahlenforschung

Ingolstadter Landstr. 1 Erl.........
D 8042 Neuherberg, T
Germany

Dear Dr. Drexler:

I am counsel for the people of Bikini, who were moved
off their atoll in 1946 so that the United States could conduct
nuclear weapons tests. I am writing to seek your assistance
in reviewing the methodology, results and conclusions of recent
radiological and medical studies at Bikini.

From 1946 to 1958, the United States detonated 23
nuclear devices at Bikini, including the March 1, 1954 hydrogen
bomb test "Bravo." 1In 1967, nine years after President Eisen-
hower declared a moratorium on atmospheric nuclear testing, the
Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) conducted a radiological survey
of Bikini to measure its safety. An Ad Hoc Committee appointed
by the AEC reviewed the results of the survey and declared that

Bikini was “once again safe for human habitation." The report
concluded:

"The exposures to radiation that would result

from the repatriation of the Bikini people do

not offer a significant threat to their health
and safety."

Accordingly, on August 12, 1968, President Johnson announced
that radiation levels on Bikini Atoll were low enough to allow
safe resettlement.
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Cleanup and rehabilitation of Bikini began in 1969
in preparation for resettlement, and the AEC continued to
monitor Bikini's safety. One AEC official stated in 1969
that "there is virtually no radistion left, and we can find
no discernable effect on either plant or animal life." 1In
1971, the Directcr of AEC's Division of Operational Safety
reported that well water samples had been taken from several
locations on Bikini Island over a period of time and that,
“from a radiological viewpoint, the water is safe to drink."

Despite these assurances, the Bikinians expressed
increasing concern over the atoll's safety, and in 1975 they
brought a ccurt action to seek an order directing the United
States to conduct a thorough radiological survey of the atoll
to measure and assess its safety. In the court complaint, the
Bikinians openly conceded their ignorance as to Bikini's safety:

YFor us to make an intelligent decision to
resettle Bikini Atoll, we must be able to
weigh our desire and return against the
radiological risks or returning. We have
not been provided with that information

ir a form that we can understand."

After several years of litigation and settlement discussions,
the United States agreed to conduct a thorough radiological
study, including aerial radiation surveys and terrestrial and
marine studies, of Bikini and thirteen other islands and atolls

:.in the northern Marshall Islands that received fallout from

one or more of the U.S. nuclear tests in the Pacific.

The survey was conducted in late 1678, and some of the
results from the aerial surveys have been released. Before i‘he
survey was even ccnducted, however, medical examinations con-
ducted in April, 1978 on the 145 people who had been moved back
to Bikini in the early 1970's showed body burdens so high that CHT
it was necessary to move them off Bikini Island. DOE AR

Based on these medical examinations and preliminary
results from the radiological survey, the United States has
announced that Bikini Island will be off limits for habitation
or agricultural use for approximately 60 years and that Eneu
Island in Bikini Atoll will be off limits for at least 20-25
years.

The Bikinians, who are confused by the conflicting
information they have received over the years, do not under- //7
stand why earlier surveys of Bikini were erroneous. They
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have, understandably, lost all trust in U.S. Government
scientists.

1 _expressed these views on behalf of the pe ople of

Bikini last month in remarks to the United Nations Trustees ip
Council (see attachment at pages 10-11), “and 1 redquented Thal
Ap————
an 1nternational conmittee of qc1entlsts, having no connectloﬂ
with oY INteérest in~the U.S. government or the U.S Tnuclea
testing program 1nd§2endcnt1} review_and assess the results
and _conclusions of the northern Marshall Islands’ Tadivlvyicdl
§p1vey, snec1f1ca11y as they apply to the safety of Bikini
agdlgpgg Islands 1in Bikini Atoll. Last week, I made the same

q the U.S. government, suggesting that the United._
States fund an_independent assessment of the survey by a_com-
mittee of international scientists_or. perhaps fund several

independent assessments by 1nd1v1dugl ‘non- Unlted States -
s@s:——\' B "“

Given the importance of this survey to the future
of the Bikinians, the past mistakes of U.S. scientists in
measuring and/or assessing the safety of Bikini, and the
uncertainties concerning the long-term effect of low levels
of radiation, I believe that it is in the interests of all
parties to seek independent assessment of the survey. Al-
though I have not yet received a formal reply from the United
States government, I am hopeful that it will respond favorably
to the Bikinians' request.

In the event that the United States does agree to
fund an independent révVigw of the TorthRern WMarshall Tslands
radldIbglcal survey, would you be interested in participating
in this review? Some of the broad questions the Bikinians
seek to have answered are the following:

-- Was the proper methodology used in the

northern Marshalls survey? BEST AVA"—ABLE COPY

- Did the survey employ the best available
technological technigues and equipment?

- Are the data collected fromn the survey accurate
and reliable? DOE ARCHIVES

-- Rre the conclusions, predictions and risk
assessments concerning the future safety of Bikini and Eneu
1§1ands valid? An analysis of this issue would, of course,
necessitate a review of both the survey and the April, 1978
medical examinations.
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I1f you would be interested in participating in this
project, please let me know at your earliest convenience. 1If
you wish, I will send you detailed information concerning the
survey and the medical examinations.

I look forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

%%:7%/

, ,/3onathan M. 1sgall

Attachment
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