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Major Kent 2. Woodward, BL C.
Division of M3clearMedicineand Chemistry
Walterneed Amy Lxukxtaata of Remarch
WaOhin@on LZ,& C.
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I paaud ●long your paper ~ Xktemination of Internally Deposited
Radioactive Isotopes iQ the MarahSUee8 ?eopl* by Zxoretim Analysis”
to Dr. Bunlum per youx reques~. Md you wish w to do anythingwith
the paperclaa8ifieatims-ise?

There are tm tho+te that might be o~ e uaa to you. I think
the Universityof Waahingtoapeoplehave devalopedmore dataon
contaminationin the Eqlsp plaxms tbaa perhap you had knowledge
of ●t the time of m iting. $econdly,en oetenaiblyrepresentative
sample of ● lhqelm -i x colleoted●t the tiamof the 1958 visit.
A ●mmsary of thesadatais enslosod. Xf you wish to use these deta
X:wouldsuggest givi~ he credits to Bob Conard et al for theircol-
lectionand to MST. for theiraaalysee. unforxtelY thisiS a
sin#e saqle and furtherthereis m questiooabout its being
representative and abous the sample treatment before amalyses. As
you knm the team are out there w aad m hope for more ●nd better
:smplesof diet. In any event,~ ●atimateemde about two yearsago
baaedon the limiteddata thenavailablemay be 10Ummpared to present
day contamination in %& food* Whereaa,my ●stiset*s and tha still
Mnited &ta gim 6 pmrnpeutiveto the potential haaard, they may not
be precise enough fm uae in •steblio~ re18tionshipB vith the
analyseo resultm. hoi dentally, the rel.atiomehip expressed in the

la8t sentence of the metion m stronthm-90 is moc claw to w.

“$incawly yours,

BEST COPY AVAILABLE !lMWUINMIIIIUAmmS6
Gordon w DuoIling, Ckhf
Radistion Kffectaof Weapone Branch

f l-l Division of Biolo~ and -diCiXM

y.w~~ Ihsctomxeri ~ L cc:
sample of R gehp Wl@!al

Dr. Dunham
Dr. Shilli.nE


