
. .  
i 
! 

703142 

F 

Jamto R. Wolf 

(1) To Senator8 Thye and Humphrey reporting on meet- of 
AM: scientists vith r e p s e n t a t i v e r  of Minnesota's 
Governor's colmnittee on radiation; fzwn Dunning, 
Dunbarn; Donovan. For ACMR, AGMA, GM. 

(2) TO Governor ~retmaa, aav is ing  that AEC Will furnish 
inionnation, transmit data on "selected -lea that 
the c d t f i e e  nay wlsh to send as for analyses," 
"give careful consideration to the request for 
financial assistance to your State  B e a l t h  Laboratory 
and meanvhile endeavor to assist in the most effect ive 
wsy possible your S t a t e  program in radiation health." 
Concurrences as above. 

Letter referred to occ from AGMR's o r f l e e  With note requesting 
our views vith respect to le@ authority. 

Action: m e r  discussion w i t h  W. Wells, returned letters 
t o  Bill Berman with attached note 88 foUows: 

"me problem here l a  not primarily one of legal authority. 
AEC has the responsibil i ty to make such research cantracts 
BB might be reqdred t o  establish that Its various research 
and production a c t i v i t i e s  are being conducted without undue 

tfon levels in different  locations I s  an appprlate  way to 
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, ; discharge t h i s  responsibility. From 8 legal standpoint, 

- 
r i s k  t o  the health and safety of the public. Honitorbg radia- .i 
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I 2' 2 arrangement8 With Sta te  agencies would be as suitable 8 means 

4 , ----- - 
or agreenenta vith o i h r  branches of the Federal Government." 

--- for performing the work as  contracts with srivate l.nstitutLxm 

"Although AEC could contract with the State of Minnesota for 
certain studlee, it is my understanding that RM4 does not 
believe that the level of investigations contemplated by the 
Covernor I s  Justified. 
say that we will consider an appllcstion for f inancial  assistance?' 

If so, is  it not terribly misleading to 
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"Perhaps AEC has (L need for limited icFviceu f'rcna the 
State Laboratory. The appro~istc 'officlalr might approach 
ABC for a research contract comparable to our usual off-rita 
arrangements. We might point out to the Gavupor tbat althow 
we are not presently in a poritioa to fiaance the program vhich 
he p s t n t e d  to UB, we would be p&amd to have the Uboratoly 
submlt a proposal for a reauarch contract for woPk t0 be &ne ln 
area6 of the Commission*s interest. -re I s  no legal objection 
to aavislng the Governor that AW. would consider a "request for 
financial asatstance" for the Lsboratory so long as thii were 
constsued to mean a proposal for Lluch 8 research contract, to 
be evaluated in accordance Vith  the criteria generally employed 
by the Commleslon in sescssing applications for Federal fun&." 

DOE ARCHIVE 
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"I have not considered the policy questions assoc fed w i t h  the 
w e  of s h t e  institutions-& t i e &  pcrsonntl q-tied? CM 
the C d 8 s i o n ' a  responsibilities be disch8r&Cd 6atisfactOfilp 
if its monitoring program is carried out without firm central 
control? 
position be vith respect to apgllcatlons made by other 8 h t e S l "  

- 
If Minnesota's program le endorsed, wbat w i l l  our 

*On the question of analyzing samples, it 1s understood that the 
proposed letter commits us to e "one-shot" program only, end 
is intended to enable AEC to gather and dissenlnanntfi information 
relating to our v a r i o u ~  actlvft lea.  A potential result of this 
ac t ion  w x l d  be increasing demands for similar analytites for 
other States. 
met vithout impea;rlng our other functions?" 

Shouldn't ye be sure tbt such denanda c8n be 

CC: DlvlsLan of cl.ne--. 


