
July 22, 1959

Clifford K. Beck, Chief 
Hazards Evaluation Branch 

CONFERENCE WITH PUBLIC IEAITH OFFICIAIS ON SITE CRITERIA 

Those present: Dr. James Terrill - U. S. Public Health 
Mr. Jack Nelson - " " " 

Mr. R. S. Tiels 
Dr. Clifford K. Beck - U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 

In response to suggestions from Public Health officials, a meeting 
was set up to hear and discuss informally the suggestions which 

Public Health proposed to make on the published site criteria on 
which there was a request for public comments. At the outset of 

this meeting (on the above date in Dr. Terrill's office), 
Dr. Terrill stated that many matters were unfortunately now so 
involved with politics that, for one reason or another, almost 

anything which one might write or say could find its way into the 
newspapers with embarrassing consequences. For this reason, they 
had desired very much the opportunity to discuss with us (AEC) their 

informal comments and suggestions on the published site criteria 
in order that they would know whether or not we would have any 
difficulty with any of the suggestions they might have to make.  

I replied that we certainly knew from past experience that 
things could find their way into the newspapers, and we were 
pleased to have the opportunity to discuss informally the 
suggestions Public Health might have on the site criteria.  

Dr. Terrill then produced a four pag merandum entitled, "Points 
for Discussion with Representative from Division of Licensing and 
Regulation, AEC," and/then followed a discussion on the contents 
of this memoraindum. there 

In the discussion it quickly became apparent that the contents 
of the Public Health memo could be divided into two parts: 
1) Specific suggestions of minor revisions of end additions to 
the criteria published in the Federal Register, and 2) UMSP 
recomendations of substantial addition to the site criteria 
of procedural matters relating to involvement of local and state 
authorities in the licensing process. Paragraph 2, page 1, item 

5 and item 12 of the PUS memo, dealt with this point.

It vas the writer's recommendation that this matter related to
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intended scope of the regulation presd1tly under discussion which related entirely to factors which need to be considered in the site selection process; not to procedural means by which such evaluations would be carried out. The writer expressed his thanks to FM officials for their time and attention to the various items 
coPrisi site criteria, and stated that we would be pleased to have their coments and suggetions on these items, but repeated that the procedural issues raised by PMS related to entire3.v different matters. PBS agreed that they would reconsider the contents of their meo 1before submitting it to AEM.  

A copy of the discussion memo is attached hereto.  
Enclosure: 
As stated

cc: Barold L. Price w/Bncl.
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