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REPOSITORY PW 

Dr. Wilson and I have reviewed your l e t t e r  of Rovmbcr 20 contafnlng 
results o f t h e  recent meeting of the Hman Subjects Committee concerning t h e  
report BIWL-589. The results do not eurprise us for we feel it is R reaeon- 
able position for the committee t o  t e e .  
as t o  what the red purpoee ai t h e  document should be and what it should 
contain. The document a8 prepared reports on equipment and technique8 with 
which a speciricd neutron doae can be delivered v i t h i n  cer ta in  s t a t d l  
l i m i t a  t o  cer ta in  areas of a phantom. As Mr. Parker ha8 indicntcd measure- 
ments of dose actually received by t h e  v o l u ~ t a c r s  should be made i n  t h e  
case of imadiat ioa of human subjects. However, the need and techniques 
for the addit ional  meaaurclaents in the case of humans were not  described 
i n  t h e  report (although they have been discureed with I)r. Paulsen). 
omission MS deliberate on tho part  of the authors since fnclusion war3 
f e l t  t o  put them i n  t h e  poeition of reccnumendfng a nlan for t he  human 
irradiation. 
but if the document contained these recommendations the authors f e l t  
they would be i n  the position of being legally a part of t he  hman 
irradistfon ra ther  t h n n  j u s t  having part  in the dosimetry, 

There does eeem t o  be a question 

This 

Not only was t h i a  felt t o  be the province of Ilr. Paulsen, 

A6 the rapart atands it represents equipment and techniques for 
Such a report  delivering neutron doses t o  certaln areus of phantom. 

probably does not need review by tho Buman Subjects Committee and hence 
would e l i c i t  neither appravaf. nor  disapproval. With thie equipment and 
techniques for delivering o. dose, and with additional teahniques for 
measuring delivered doses t o  humans Dr. Paulstn is able t o  plan an 
i r radiat ion experiment. The authors f ee l  that  the  human doat measurement 
techniquea need not be p a r t  o f t h e  docment and if they are included they 
complicate t h e i r  logel posit€on.%y changing the document fron e technique 
and calibrntion report t o  a recommendation for a human irradiation expert- 
ment * 

Without t he  additional human dose measurement recornendations the 
authors feel t h a t  the standard disclaimer i n  t h e  f’mnt of nll document8 
8UlfiCiently indicates t ha t  t h e  work cannot asnure t h e  correctness of 
subsequent mrk. 
the report to human i r radiat ions,  then t h e  authors wuld  probably w a n t  
a page of qualiflcro. The authors f ee l  tha t  i f  t h e  document ahould be 
one which includes recmcndationn 82) t o  t h e  conduct of t h e  cxpefimcnt 
that they are not qualified -- that such recommendations muat come h.om 

If statements were included as t o  t he  appl icabi l i ty  of 
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Bomeane vi th  greater experfence and utature such a8 W. C.Racech or R. M. 
Parker. 
experts mentioned nor BFIW-Legal. Under these circmstanccs M f e l t  and 
s t i l l  feel that the document should be issued in i t s  preRtnt form, with 
any f u r t h a t  participation conrtitutlng LI n e u  phase with participants 
Bppropriate to the nev work to be done. 

Such greater participation doer not acts  to be desired by the 
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