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MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY O F  DEFENSE 

SUBJECT: DoD Posi t ion on Standards f o r  Radiation Exposure of 
Uranium 

The F e d e r a l  Radiation Council will m e e t  again on Thursday, July 20 to 
consider  a recommendat ion to  the P res iden t  on the above subject,  The  
background on this  is in  m y  memoranda  to you of May 11 and June 21 
(Tabs  A and B). The  i s sue  is whether the 0.3 WL level in S e c r e t a r y  
Wirtz '  o r d e r  (with the 1 WL leve l  conditionally allowed for  the next 18 
months) ,  o r  a f la t  1 W L  leve l  will be endorsed. 

Technically, t h e r e  has  been  a thorough re-evaluation by the Public 
Health Serv ice  of the data on which Wirtz  based his order .  I t  has  been 
determined that the data could support  a threshold f o r  radiation induced 
cancer  a t  about t he  1 W L  level ,  but not a t  the 0.3 WL level. Of cour se ,  
a safety fac tor  of t h r e e  is en t i r e ly  a t t rac t ive ,  except that i t  appea r s  to 
work a substant ia l  hardship  on the m i n e  owners  trying to comply. Con- 
sequently, AEC is s t rongly f o r  the 1 WL level. Sec re t a ry  G a r d n e r ' s  
chief adv i so r s  (the Surgeon Genera l  and Assis tant  Sec re t a ry  Lee )  a r e  
recommending the 1 WL leve l  to  him, but his  decision is not ye t  known 
to me .  
Atomic Energy  e a r l y  in  August and  he  will certainly be acutely a w a r e  of 
the need to just i fy  his decis ion to them. 

On the o ther  hand, S e c r e t a r y  Wirtz '  advisors  doubt that he will now fu r -  
t he r  ease  h i s  o rde r .  
it s e e m s  to me that  the m a i n  point i s  that it would represent  a r e t r e a t  
for  h im f r o m  a v e r y  h a r d  stand. 

While DoD has  no vested i n t e r e s t  i n  the question, we a r e  in  the ambi -  
valent posit ion of m y  having originally supported the f la t  1 W L  level ,  

Gardne r  has  a date to  tes t i fy  before the Joint Committee on 

They c i te  a var ie ty  of reasons  he could give, but 
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but S e c r e t a r y  Wir tz  having announced your support  of his  posit ion before  
the Joint  Commit tee  on Atomic Energy. 
however,  in o u r  now present ing  a position of DoD support  for  S e c r e t a r y  
Wirtz ,  if you s o  des i r e .  

My recommendat ion,  though, is that DoD support  the technically m o r e  
defensible posit ion of 1 WL, if your commitment  t o  S e c r e t a r y  W i r t z  
allows this. 

T h e r c  would be no difficulty, 

~. 
:c. ' 
C,,\Z,L ,'J LA%,- / 

C a r l  Walske 
Assis tant  to the S e c r e t a r y  

of Defense (Atomic Energy)  

Sec re t a ry ' s  Decision: 

Support  S e c r e t a r y  Wirtz  and  0 .3  W L  

Support  1 WL 
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