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lld ui& I are pluumlng to  limit .our new report  to the  ef?ectr of gru 
..itkt8 md t o  dder  the bet .  emitter8 f o r  8 8 U C C O . d i I l g  r . p O r t .  A t  
that tire, w did1 incorporate your s ~ s s t i o n r  on tho r e l a t i t o  i b  
e f f e c t l w n e r r  of =tor contrrminatioo by beta  emitter8 mnd ala tho 
longor l i r o d  be ta  mitters fo r  air conteaination. IncideatPly, I 
brre tp.t dirccnered a mathematical orror in the figurer of au 
c o t a u g e  given in the prsrioua report. 
of m e r a g e  u e  dl Ugh by a ?actor of 10 ( t h ~ t  e lur ivo  d d n a l  
point) ,  1180, I swpec t  that the figurer f o r  water pol lut ion are hi& 
b l  about ?actor o? 10 rince you r ta t r  that roughly 100 ~ l l l l c r v i e i  of 
b e t a  emitter would bo required u coatrruted to 10 milllcurier f o r  air 
contminat lon uhieh, I b e l i w e ,  18 the ? t w o  you gevc i n  our dlrcrrrrion 
in m e a t  L.wreacels o?fice, This uould further he reduced b the  rd- 
rorption u roo point  out l a  your le t ter .  

The f i5ues  f o r  square 8il.r 
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1 , 

Dr. Joseph C. h i l t o n  - 2 -  

I agree v i t h  your rkspticirm on 'hunmit?.' 
yo= COrsOnt8 In the paragraph at tilo top Of Pwm 3. 

Thank you y.in for your letter.  
c o w  of our revised report M soon u i t  i r  r6pro;ttlcmd 

1 am vary 306 to &vo 

Ue r h d l  see that you racoivm 

Slncmrely yours, 

n o t -  

- , 


