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Joosten, Sandy

From: Jeanmarie Amend [philippa2012@live.com]
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 5:10 PM
To: CHAIRMAN Resource
Subject: Two conclusions after reading the June 2012 publication date, Full Body Burden, by Kristen

Iverson

The NRC's Role under the National Environmental Policy Act to further supervise, complete objectives or
conclude responsibility for the site?

Responsibility of Congress authorization as well as of Defense Department before, throughout and after the
designation and operation of the site?

The author regards the facts of the past and the suit taking twenty years as being current to policy of federal
level and state level government; how can the national experience be made priority to agents and expertise to
learn from the case. Do you think there is a moral to be learned from the case.


