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The following comments are offered on behalf of the radiologist
' and physicist members of the American College of Radiology with<

regard 'to the August 1981 draft of proposed revision 2 of your ~

regulatory guide 8.13. The draft was reviewed for the College
by its Radiation Advisory Committee and members of other appropriate
comnittecs. These physicians and scientists are radiation authorities
in their own capacities. Some of them have served as memoers of.i

advisory committees to the NRC and other federal agencies, as well as
the NCRP and other scientific bodies.

"

In general, the ACR applauds the draft and urges its completion.
We recogni::e that explaining the theories, assumptions and programs
for radiation hygiene is a difficult task when addressing scientists.
This draft accomplishes the task at a level which should be intelligible
and valuable to the audience it is intended to reach. If the NRC
will advise us of final publication, we will call its availability
to the attention of our members.

our reviewers did call attention to two items which might deserve,

i further attention. At page 8.13-10 in the third paragraph, the first
sentence asserts that " Radiation also can be harmful to an unborn
baby at doses that would have little or nu effect on' adults." - Our .

reviewers have noted that the support for such a statement is derived
entirely from animal studies. Further, since the next sentence then

i cites higher doses, we are left uncertain from the sentence what
magnitude of dose is meant and what gravity of harm is inferred.
Perhaps this could be rewritten to help the scientists more and the
lawyers less.

.

At page 8.13-17, your paragraph 1.3.2 refers to a pending guidance
document from the Environmental Protection Agency. In our testimony
to the series of hearings which EPA conducted earlier this year, this
organization took strong exception to the need for and thrust of the
EPA proposals. The present approach is much to be preferred.

,

8111180544811'6h9
9g09 L@ -{'

, PDRg RECCD
08.o13 C pop

9
D ' :: CO .N... .

- .- . . __ . .



_ - - _ _ ,_

-.

. , + ,

gn.
* " ,/

dm 'F +cC e . ". .gM*j;;w ",;.
,,' , a; , y =,=- ,4,

, -
.

. --

. , . _
. . . . w3- .g-,

., - .

.

.",.
.*

l'

'

.I, a l' ,e 8 >. ~2'U

,. *.x,.u, . . ,..s. m *. . v. i c
. [

1 m . ,,'
..-.s s v-

~ . - l U ,h,". I [ *'
'"g . $..J ;

_

' k. %.' $ . -

'

' Yi;I', -

4't>,;
*+*

* v:+e' , . .x.WI

2

- , s i . ,o . ?
-g,, . ,n.,r. 3 .: .: . .,.

- 4 ~ ' , h " '.s, .. ,, ,
.A,'t ", . .

-~ = c'.,.' ,*. .
...

...a..s

'. f '' - ,H' a .
a p v-~- . . , .. .

^ '
2

-

..s%. .$.50;
~

'V*~*#
;

N.-\w *'[f. ' . 4D. ., Secretary of the Cocaission ,',.5
, . ; - ' y. : .,...'h.'.'%.' .& v/.m . *

',' . ' < t 'f. . , * W A
k' '' W' . ' ':h' ) $.2* ?

-u

.t.e ,W
, ,,- ~ , . ~

1, . . .+ .

-
-

.. s? *4-.,'?,R -- .p.^

t

. , _ -

, -. . - .
.

Vg
-

~ i * @Wik f ( C 9 T 1$,':. E N>;@QM R &.
-

C:,:Q:2 age.2 | @ l , '- . M'' ' . .
.

. w m m.m v ;; % ,,. n ., a ; ,.c.s a m Lp w @w . w. a n. s n w..; y :,:: qc t , q u. ~ G )' h 'f fw b e y< b "' -
x .? uG: '

c. 6
'

.

Gyga: - ;'29 OctobeY 1981'. ' YS2 1
m %g r ro rocru na

. G M* * 'P Twe.; . ~

mp:.'r 4 eq . y .o ; m ve ., .c < .m .

gag - s (Q pAlso,' t we J call to your attentio,n-t. he publication'since'yo... eur ' d..raf.t, was . ? '.'2,s) C'e#.3pb. .
1 -

,, .. . . . . + . . i
- : gj '

.g.. .r ..

s;. v ' f, .Wn.
.

completed. .of a, background publication from -t,_he.F.ood and, .D.r. ug Nd.OT @ '
.

-* 'tV;.f;w.T-, - ,g,e .- . . . .. . ~ . . n '.

;,,,. Administr,ation (FDA 814178) wh. .ich. . -discusse,s.another aspec.t of . M. . .
. .

h.-@. .;,. . T M-t,2. f. .-' , f-- .. m.. .
. ~ _

~
,b4- - -?~ " radiation,' exposure of pregnant women. A reference to it might be . , -

.

.U. ..m . . . p . helpful:.to your readers who may find themselves encountering.bo..th..e.. ' ' *. ~ c.W.. .- wt 1.y ' ~ ' :." occupational and medical radiation exposures during pregnancy. - .
.

,
'

3 &;h.. rd ' M ' ' <. e
, . . . . , R % .f,...".

. % ...
J cSincerely,' . _.'- w + 4

. w ' .a ,?h4* - A .
'

M.yt&;&c . : +% , . W ' , ; ' ^ i'$ Gis | ' ' w '~ .v: .2( * .-
. sy- ..

^ ' ! -t TI*
- - ;|% -; :; --

,,

t;-f w. :, y
.~ 7 7 ,,,. % ' e y w $"?? ,w . 'v-G,j

+ m,a ; ' Oth'a W .?:
-

-

'

.
- + >c. .

'i,- .:.
,'L nton -

P - . -
' "" ' C f ?* C/ " ~ .,

.- o

Director'of Governmental Relations -

..+ ,- ;. ,

'*
- .. .,.

.~ m ,a - o- ,,,
,.gar

it

,

j' s

OWL:js ,

,- , , . .
,

a 4
,

d

4 -

+

.. 4, .4F -
9 ss

s

&

.h

.P=-- t
. ..

&

!
w. .

o ', * - g

b '
2

3

< .

0

-

.

4

@ Y

b

. 1- j


