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February 28, 1955 

Dr. Paul C. Aebersold 
X8otopes Division 
U.S. AtorPlc Energy Coiarllisaion 
Oak Ridge, Tenne3hiee 

I a3 not quite sure vhether I rhould be bemuted 
Indifferent or ,$rate about BU.3. Myers and hi8 letters, pr- 
ticularly the one dated Jariwry 31. Ln this he 1s either 
at the, point of losing his 8 ~ 8 8  of propozt on or else 
i s  adopting a JOLT I,. Lewis t ype  of rugged Indlvfdualisz 
in order to gain attention. 

horrified, 

1 

There is really nothing left to bs ra id  that ie not beauti- 
f u l l y  expressed In your letter of Fsbruary 10, with the 
gossible exception of pointing out to  t h e m  that if they 
choose t0 undertake an institutioarrl general authorization, 
they should be aware of the re8ponsibi l i t ies  Vhich At i m p  
sed upon them a t  a local. l eve l .  It ha8 been quite Interas- 
t lq  t o  ne how the pattarns of thought are Influenced by 
one's personal relationship t o  the r l t u a t f o r h  This has been 
very clearly exemplified 5y the a c t i v i t i e s  of cur own Zadia- 
tlon Safety Cornittee hemat tha Unlverrity of Pennsylvania. 
FBuljr of the lnen who thought that the rertrlctions and reg- 
latiom imposed upon thea were too r i g l d  vhen it vaa done 
by the AEC have now taken on exact aboubioae position since 
the reaponsibllity now rests lcm.&Xp vltbin the University. 
AS a mtter of fact, I think that our locpl regulations and 
controls are conalderably aore r i g l d  than any of the ones 
that ue have agreed are nece88ary at a lutlonal level. 

With respect to  the extent t o  vbich their courdea rahould 
be used 88 a basis for qualification for isotope ubo, I do 
not know whether anything of value vi11 be obtained by dls- 
cussing I t  ulth them at our ;neet- ia Washington, but a t  
least, it can do no harm 
-st. It is interestiw h a t  they oem t o  tm taking an al- 
aost directly opposlti.-viewpoint f r o m  
people who met with us in Loa Angeler. 

and it d g h t  open their eyes Some- 

- ---._ 
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I have baen iatsreated again in the recent paat In seeing 
whether the medical p l . O f e S 8 i O I l  d g h t  not be sthulated t o  
do something about r e t t h g  up criteria for Isotope trafnhg 
a t  the professional level. It meas t o  me that It is qu i te  
poss ib le  that the Board of aadiologp may do somathh$ for 
the high level traiafng certification, but It w i l l ,  of necess- 
ity require broader vlewpolntr fmrn so= lesa restricted reed- 
l c a i  body for slailar quallflcatiom t o  be set up a t  the 
lesser experience l e v e l  for smaller amount8 Clf isotopes at 
tracer levels. So far, moat of iay conversations 8.d corres- 
pondence her been with the radiology board people. I hope 
that you nay be hearing from them vith lome constructive sug= 
gestio- In the not too distant future. I do think that this 
I s  a goal that  rhould be encouraged, not necersarily by the 
ABC, officially, but by those of UI In the medical profession 
who are inter8Sted in this  f i e l d  from a broader aspect, and 
that it might easa sonewhat the pressure on the A X ,  without 
infringing oa its prerogstlves or responsibl.litles 

wi th  very best regards. - 

Sincerely yours, 

2246 
Richard €I. Chamberlain, M.D. 
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