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bNuclear Regulatory Cc=ission \g
1717 H Street N'# % Jid
?lashington, DC 20C05

Re: Change in rules relating to effective radiation en employees
in nuclear plants

Gentlemen:

I enclose a copy of an article in our local newspaper relative
to the proposed change in rules relating to exposure of employees in
nuclear plants to radiation.

The aspect of the rule that is of particular concern to =e is
the decisien that plant management dces not have to obtain the history of
radiatien exposure of plant workers in their previcus e=ployment.

The culpability of the federal government and this includes
your agency, in not having required over the past thirty-five years the
cost meticulous radiation history for every employee and all other personnel
exposed to radiation is beyond belief. As one associated with the health
care industry, it is incenceivable that with our lack of knowledge of the
effects of radiation, we have not ec= piled an epidemiological history of all
those associated with the nuclear industry. As your ec==ission knows full
well, you have had to reduce the limits of acceptable radiation already
en a nu=ber of occasions. My friends involved with radiatien therapy in
the Bosten health care ec= plex are frank to say that we si= ply do not knew
what the icng range effects will be of icw radiation doses. The least we
can do is te keep an accurate record of every nuclear worker's health.

Of course, this is going to be expensive for these producing
nuclear power and for the government but the expense will be justified =arJ
times over in terms of learning what the long range effects of low level

radiatien are and are not.

Because of the time interval necessary for cancer and other diseases
to develop, if we do not keep such records, we are in,effect, playing Russian
rculette with a lot of uninfor=ed individuals and,undcubtedly, with the futu'e

generations whose genetic ec=penents will be r.ffected.

I urge that ycu not change the rule in questien and =andate rules

2353 130
AcW c .' --

......... ' " " "
. . ,

7006180}



,
, *

requiring that in the future ec=plete health histories are maintained
en all those exposed to nuclear radiatien even of Icw level.

Very truly yours,

M Go-

B. R. Sturges

BRS/=d

cc: Peter Bradford

Enc.
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B-14 ne Proddence Journal, Wednesday', d'p'ril 18,'1979'-

Safe P.ower official
i

hhs rules change on
~
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radiation exposure '

.

By JAMt.S T. KAUI.L
the rule change has drawn the fire of *

RhodeI d or S e eris ob. Rhode Islanders for Safe Power:
jecting to a proposed change bv the feder. Because de foms for totahg exp
al Nucler Regulatory Conunis'sion (NRC) sure is being changed, the NRC is deleting
in the requirement for keeping records of a reqdament mat a pht mr.agment -
power plant workers' exposure to radi- must own a new workets pudeus his '

tory of occupational doses, unless he is {adom
Mrs. Emma Sacco, president of the nely to M neeMag mon t.han 5 percent -

-Rhode Island groep, which opposes the of the allowable standard on his new job.
planned nuclear plant at -Chat!estown, D' plant must keep necrds of Ge em-
said the NRC's proposalis ''increcbly cal- pl yee,s exposre wm he is oo be work

by
.s. Sacco interpreted the propesal tou es, r or ag

caused by workplace radiation." n:ean that the NRC " plans to stop keep-

She said persons objecting to the NRC. mg ncords of nuclear wor,kers exposse
move should write the commission imme- to ocapa&nd radanom,
diately, because public comments must be Alm ugh me Mes are somewhat com-

received by next Monday. plicated, the basic requirement now is i

The rule change referred to by Mrs. that a plant worker may not be exposed
Sacco was published Feb. 20 and there- to mon man 3 re=s gr per or a tod
fore was not triggered by the accident 12 nms a year. A nm (roentgen @ .
last month at the Three MIIe Island power - &nt, manW a meM of dculadng me

.

plant near Harrisburg, Pa. d se that a human body receives from ra-

In dat incident, some plant workers ,' rule would be changed so that theesidently received more radiation than
they s. ould have under either ex:stng or three-months' limit of 3 rems would re-

main, but the yearly exposure could not
, exceed 5 rems.

.
* * *

The NRC proposes to make this change
ALTHOUGH THE NRC has actually as soon as it can, but also has planned a

propcsed to fu Get restect the amount of hearing, at the request of concerned sci-
radiation that plant workers can receive entists, to study in g eater detail de
over the course of a year, one prosision in , whole matter of occupational exposres.
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