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HEMORANDUM FOR: ‘obart E. Alexander, Chief
Cccupational liealth Standards Brarch, 5D

FRO™: Michael A, Parsont
Envirommental Standards Branch, SO
THRU: Jacob Kastner, Chief
Envirfmmental Standards Branch, SO
SUBJECT: COMMENT 2N ORNL PROPOSED "INDEPENDENT !RC EXAMINATION

OF MORTALITY EXPERIENCE OF ATOMIC ENERGY WORKERS®

The oroject, as prooosed, seems reasonable. ‘lowever, there ars serious
questions abont whether or not CRNL can do what they propose to do.

A oroner avaluation of dosimetry is one of the major auestions with tha
pronosal. As T understand it, DOE stil] has not resolveu this ouestion.
IL 15 nuestionable to me that ORNL can clarify this in the time scale
oronosed. This consideration is invoived i most of 3 17 paragranh 1,
"Expmcted Results in FY 1979%.

It apnears that CRNL proposes to examine the Hanford data as usad by
“ancuso at al, for srrors. 1 do not Helieve that ORML knows just how
Mancuso at al. treatad ervors In their analysis. Thus, it =ioht Le a

case of comparing apples and oranges.

Mo oxonlanation s presanted of how ORNL wil) use the data om autopsies.
It occurs to me that 1t will introduce another study aroup thus leading
to 4 larqger problem with smal) sumber statistics.

Exvected rosults in FY 1979 are based on the serformance of 1973 tasks
in which [ have doubts.

Lhowing the problem which axists by tion between ORML and ORAY
with respect to the anmalysis of the Heallh and Mortaiity Study Data, |
doubt whether ORNL would get the cooperation needed to do this study
efficiently. The tion arises of whether or not ORNL Is able to do
an Inderandent evaluation of the data undar thess circumstances.
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