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i\ bosecnitaomed 1o o you. 1 had a aseful mesting oo vctoler 12

Wit 1ot datlgainn of veury  statf  and Jack  lleltemes Aaal was
Particuwladiy resrauring about the way in which the  revislun of

Mdid Tl 4 wall. it zeems. be  conducted is that Jdack Hdmesl1,
wills atd his hSCI=ntiouane:s and capability. is and will bLe at
the tiller I @ather 2150 that he plans o bring in zohe hew
blocd te  ran the project. so that the AgeEncy 15 Lot il the
Pofition of aiways having the same PEYeson or [peEYsouns azked to

Yevaiew and revise their cwn previcus work. Jack says alsc that
they r«alizwe that they do not have the capacity to do¢ the job in-
Lotz and vlan to look 1o an  cuteside laboratory tor assistance

what 18 disappointing is that mModiey CONELraints prevent anyv sucl
centract at this time. and that the whole process 18 likely 1o
laie sl o times

i orenain concerned, however., that sirteen moniths atter my

Liw was filed, not an  hour has been spent, to the best of my
whiowledge., on a key part of the DI'0: the gart that said that the
NRU etati gave iuaccurate information teo the dommission and  the
public in the November 22, 1983 briefing. What makes this point
eéspeciasly worth noting, [ think, is that the El's memo to the

vemnissicners of  April 16, 1990 seems to say that those aspects
ot the DIV not previously dealt with were now being addressed Ly
the staeft. (In fact, it appears that what the relevant sentence
intended to convey was that those aspects of the DIO were being
addressed in the mannexr recommended by Dr. Beckiord -- that is,
by getting good contemporary information on the underlying health
eff=cts issues -- and by implication, ignoring the question of
whether there was & misrepresentation to the Commission and the
publiic. ) LDut the possibility is there that someday., someone will
be in a position to accuse the EDU of having misled the
Commission iu Aprll 1980,

ks you know, 1 have never wanted to see this issue referred
to the luspertor General, where the focus inevitably tends 1to be
on wrongdoing and wrongdoers. Far from being ocut to "get”
anyone, it's a source of regret to me that one of the three
pecple who seem to have dropped the ball in November 1883 -- as
ali of us occasionally drop the ball, heaven knows -- is somecne
whom 1 admire as a public servant and like as a person. { The
wther twoe have long since left HNRC.) But this is a health and
satety issue, and as I have said before, I don't think we can
afford to let this be an issue of personalities; rather. we have
an oblxgatxon to correct the record and do so in a timely way.
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tlorecver, Ll is an issue that couid come back to havnt the
NRC, notwithstanding the recent itaenters for LDisease Lontrol
report  that recommends againzt changing the Federal Tolicy
Otatement at this time. (It alss recommeands a survey of existing
stocks of FI! and further study of the stockpiling issue.) .f the
day ever comes that the guestion 186 asked., What did the agency
do to investigate the charge, made in the June lavs LI'C, that the
NRL staft mislead the Commission and the gpublic on  potassiun
iodide in 190870 . the hopest answsy az of today will be
Lothiang And that could be a2 wvery unramfortable day 300 the
~ommiselon and the statf.
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