
Cool, Donald

From: Jean-Claude Dehmel P I 0
Sent: Friday, January 11,2&8'2:46 PM
To: Dennis Damon; Matthew Bartlett; Cyndi Jones; Donald Cool; Vincent Holahan; Patricia

Holahan; Jocelyn Mitchell; Patricia Milligan; Sami Sherbini
Cc: Farouk Eltawila; Timothy Frye; Randy Sullivan; Roger Pedersen; Jimi Yerokun
Subject: Re: SOARCA

Vince ... as requested ...

My vote is option 2, but provide a basis for the truncation at 10 mrem, such as being well within the inherent
variability of natural background radiation levels to which everyone is exposed to and being regarded as a
trivial dose by radiation protection standards setting organizations. I do not think that we could defend any
dose truncation above 100 mrem with credibility.

Regards, Jean-Claude ...
Voice: 301-415-6619
Fax: 301-415-5399

>>> Vincent Holahan 01/11/2008 9:27 AM >>>
All,

My apologies for the short notice, but Jack Grobe has requested that RES poll the SLs/Senior HPs from each
of the program offices to get their view/vote on assessing offsite latent cancer mortality. Several alternatives
have been proposed. Your view/vote on the best alternative is requested. If I could receive a response in the
next couple of hours, it would be appreciated.

The alternatives are:
1) linear, no threshold
2) truncate effective dose at 10 mrem (100 microSv)
3) truncate effective dose at 5 rem/yr; 10 rem lifetime
4) two endpoints - LNT and truncate at one value (e.g., 5 rem)
5) six endpoints - LNT and truncate with multiple values between 0 and 5 rem (e.g., 0:01, 0.1, 0.5, 2, and 5
rem)

If you have any questions, give me a call.

cheers,
Vince

E. Vincent Holahan, Jr. Ph.D.
Senior Level Advisor for Health
Effects Research Programs
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20555-0001

(301) 415-8715 voice
(301) 415-5389 fax
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