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Tirst let's agree that "considerable uncer:ianties...exist in the health
risk estimators used." (». b) Howerer, 2 contend that this docurment
has troduced ectimates of the "worst-case” (2. 1-2) is an unquestionadle
distortion.
1.) Projections are limited to the jyear 2000 which severely linits
the potential health impacts. (ch. 6)
2.) In fact, it is admitted that "the approcach taken in developing risk
estimators...has been to place conservative bounds on the health
effects from the U.S. uranium miﬁitg-mill.ns industry." (G-58)
3.) Further, in the case of dose equivilent to the bronchial epithelium
disputed assumptions are accepted which potentially underestimate
risk. (C-4)

Cther factors limiting the validi-y ef HWURZG-0311 include:

1.) Date in NAS BEIR III not 1nclud=d in this document. (G-58)

2.) Any reliance on the repeatedly 2discredited Wash-1100 radiatiom
risk estimates. (G-58)

3.) An inability to translate radon concentrations into potential
inhalaticn doses. (C-4)

4,) The fact the plume depletion is complex and not thourghly under-
stood. (G-16)

In tae coatext of the cruciel uncertiantiss znd assurances in IUREG-0S11

that health impacts will be minimal severszl conclusions can be postulated:

.) NUREG-0511 provides an unrealistiz esticate of health impects.

.) NUREG-0511 may have signi’icaa-.v underestizated health impacts.

.) NUREGC-0511 promotes uranium mininz ard nilling by choosing to
employ assurptions minimizing tie potantial impacts.
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RECCIOENDATIONS

1.) The most important postition NURZG-C511 can take regarding health
impacis is that they are, in fact, quite unxnown.

2.) Risk of health impacts should be presented in the tables in range
fashion (NOT AS A FOOTMOTE ’“D*‘XTIT' TEE ACTUAL DVPACT MAY TE
TWICE WHAT IS REPRESENTED IN TEZ :.:.;:.:-:,.s) honectly ettempting
to develop the worst-case possibdle without time restrictions. This
is not to say the best-case should not also be critisized and
defendad. In fact, a minimum ¢ five h2alth impact scexneriocs
should possibly be analyzed ani cozpared.

3.) The range assigned to health izzact should be as wide 2 bile’™ o2
~
rather than assumptively 1=,*Au,g 3
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