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MEMORANDUM ON FEDERAI. AND STATE TESTING LEGISLATION
.

f

..

Professional Examination Service (PES) is taking this opportunity to inform
its clients of significant developments in state and federal legislation in
the area of standardized testing in general and licensing and credentialingexaminations in particular.

.

In New York State and California, legislation has already been passed requiringthat actual test items and correct answers be made available to candidates upon
These two state laws pertain SPECIFICALLY to admissions tests used inrequest.

post-secondary or professional school admission and IK) NOT apply to licensing
and certification examinations or to civil service examinations.

However, two federal bills are currently being discussed, one of which does
relate SPECIFICALLY to licensing and certifying examinations. The Subcommittee
on Elementary, Secondary, and Vocational Education of the Committee on Educa- *

tion and Labor of the U.S. House of Representatives (Carl D. Perkins, Dehocrat-
Kentucky, Chairman) held hearings on July 31st and August 1st regarding these'

two testing bills.

Federal bill, HR4949, introduced by Representative Theodore Weiss of New York,
models very closely the provisions of the California and New York testing
bills and applies ONLY to schndardized tests used by post-secondary educational~

institutions in making admissions decisions.

However, bill HR3564, introduced by Representative Sam Gibbons of Florida, is
more general,.and applies BOTH to tests for' making admissions decisions to
institutions of higher education AND to licensing and credentialing examinat1ons
used in " admitting or denying admission to an individual to any profession in
or affecting interstate commerce." This legislation vould apply not only to
the written examinations that PES provides, but to oral essay, practical,

. performance, and de=onstration examinations that you might employ as additional
.

licensing and credentialing criteria. -

It would seem prudent to seek legal counsel in order to make a determination as
to whether your field is involved in or affects interstate commerce. *It appearsthat the bill does not apply in instances where certification is a purely volun-
tary process and is not related to an individual's employment opportunities in
an occupation or ability to practice in that occupation.

.

The Gibbons bill would require that examinees be provided with information
related to the areas of knowledge and aptitude tested by the examination,
detailed descriptions of the subjects to be covered by any knowledge examina-
tions, data concerning the measurement error or reliability of the examination,
information concerning "the manner in which the test results will be distribdted
by the testing entity to the applicant and to other persons," and a statement
of the examinee's rights to obtain test results and "related facts." The term"related facts" as used in this bill is not explicitly defined and could c'on-
ceivably cover a wide range of information on statistical analyses and studies,and even test questions and answers.

The Gibbons bill also requires that examinees be given, at their request, in-
formation regarding their " specific performance in each of the subject or areas,

,
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tested, . . . (their) rank in relation to other examinees in each of these

areas, the score required to paas the test," and "any further information '

which may be obtained by the individual on request." The wording of this
laut phrase is also vague, but could be interpreted to mean that agencies
which sponsor these examinations may elect to provide examinees with informa,-
tion beyond that which is explicitly required by this bill, although the
agencies are not required to do so.

.

The language in our current contracts reflects the spirit and intent of the
Gibbons bill, if not the exact letter of the requirements; in certain ::ases,
and under certain conditions, candidates may inspect a copy of the exa.aina-
tion they have taken and obtain specific information about their performance.
The Gibbons bill appears to go one step,futher by requiring public disclosure

' of tests without providing procedures to protect their security.
.

.

The bill further provides that no licensing or certifying test "shall be, *

graded (for purposes of determining the score required to pass the test) on
the basis of the relative distribution of scores of other test subj ec t s . "
Under this provision, standard setting procedures based'o6 norm-referenced
considerations that many of you epploy will not be permitt :d. It appears
that the author of the bill. is assuming that a licensing or certification-

examination is a competency test, and that the determination of passing or
failing should depend on the concent of the items and their psychometric
properties and not the performance of other individuals. However, the bill
does not provide any guidelines as to the procedures that could be utilized
to set standards of performance.

.
.

As might be expected, the most serious concern expressed by most witnesses
at the July 31st and August 1st hearings related to the requirement to disclose
test questions and answers for every administration of an examination. In-
creased costs, which might be a consequence of test iten disclosure did not
make a visibic impact on committee members. However, the assertion that it
would be impossible to continue testing in certain achievecent areas where -
there is a limited number of questions that can be developed over time DID -

appear to be an issue that would receive further attention. A more general
consideration here is that any unnecessary delay in the licensicg process
that would be created by the legislation could seriously affect a candidate's.
employability. It is also our impression, however, that the issues raised by

| the Gibbons bill were far outshadowed by the very specific requirements built
! into the Weiss bill.
,

I suggest that you write to Representatives Gibbons (Room 2206, Rayburn Hou.se
,

Office Building, Washington, DC 20515) and Weiss- (Room 132, Cannon House Office
Building, Washington, DC 20515) to express your views regarding the bills."

'

Copies of the documents can be obtained from the House Document Room, H226, , -

The Capitol, Washington, DC 20515. You should ask specifically for bills
HR3564 and HR4949 from the 1st session of the 96th Congress. The Subec=mittee
staff member who can be contacted for additional information is Tancy Cober
(202/225-4368). Additional hearings on these bills will be hell an
September 10th and 24th at 9:30 a.m. in Rocn 2175 of the Sam Rayburn House
Office Building. PES will be represented at these hearings and will keep you
advised on new developments. If you have any questions concerning the summary,
please~ contact Dr. I. Leon Smith at PES (212/870-3180) .

1>
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[7590-01-M]
The present Commi==ian action la (less than 0.5%) of tha individuals par-

based on assessment of the need for ticipating in NRC-licensed activities in
NUCLEAR REGULATORY the 5(N-18) dose. averaging formula 1977 received doses exceeding 5 rems

*

COMMIS$1CN which anows a worker to receive up to and. therefore, required use of the
12 rems per year. The -=ent is dose. averaging formula. v*iminnifeng,c,,, g g g being performed because of the desire of the use of the formula would have

NOttcas, INstnUCTIONS ANO REPOe75 70 of the C^mmWon to reduce the risks Uttle effect on the coUective (man.
WOeK3RSs INSPECTION s7ANoAA05 POg of occupational radiation doses in rem) dose, but the individual risJC
PROTECTION AGAmeST RAGRAflON

Commkmion'lleensed activities, the could be reduced for approximatley
Comminaion's continuing systematic 320 people (1977 data).

WM assessment of exposure patterna; and The Com-=ian is also proposing to'
new mcommadations of the Intema- amend i20.101 to establish annualAGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulator, tional Commi==ian on Radiological (calendar year) <tandards for radiation

Commisalon. Protection which eliminats quarterly dose. These annual standards would
ACTION: Proposed Rule. dose-limiting standards and the use of have the same values as would apply
SU3CLARTI The Nuclear Regulatory the 5(N-18) formula for contromns over four calendar quarters under the

the allowable cumulative lifetime dose existing 1.25 rems per quarter stand-Comminfan (NRC) is proposing
amendments to its regulations thag up to age N. ard. A definition of calendar year

The Commle= tan taking into ac* nuld h adM to N WWwould effminate the accumulated dose count recently published interpreta- dose standards would be retained, butaveraging formula. 5(N-18), and the tionf of epidemiological data and asso- the standard for the whole body would
I associated Form NRC-4 exposure his. ciataJ wammand=Hans for lower be changed from 1.25 to 3 rems, with
I tory, and impose annual dose-limiting standada, and also in response to pett- no requirement for C,btalning the indi.
I standards while remining quarterly tions foi tule making to lower the dose vidual's occupational dose history.

standards. Related amendments would standards filed by the Natural- Re- Some licensees occasionaHy need the
'

express, in terms of the new annuaa sources Defense Council (NRDC) and flexibility provided by the 3 rems per
standards the standard for dose to by Dr. Rosa 11e Berte11.-has determined calendar quarter standard in order to
minors. the requirements for the pro. that a hearing should be held on the accoms,11sh essential work involving

k vision of personnel monitoring equip. adequacy of present occupational radi- high dose rates. If tM f!MWty wment, and the requirements for con- ation dose-limiting, standards. This. removed, there could be a desirabletrol of total dose to all workers includ.- heartng be e subj of a a.
ing transientL and moonlighting work.- ,g g, g

equipment nught be designed to meet'"* tativrJy scheduled to be held in th.e the lower dose standard: Rowever. It is
DATES: Comment period expires spring of 1979. . very Hke3 that existing Ucensees
April :3.1979. The Commissian believes that the

a to w no
Iowered and might be increased. In-** "I "" dose of some 320 individuals who re.

~
*

formed members of the scientific com." #* ceived more than 5 rema during 1977. munity, as evidenced by ICRP recom-POR PURTHER INFORMATION In addition. it could cause some !!cens, mendations, believe that, for annual
CONTACT: ees to take further action to reduce oc. doses on the order of 5 rems. there is

Mr. Robert E. Alexander. Office of cupational doses. For these reasons little. or no- biological advantage,the Commianlon believes that theseStandards Development. U.S. Nucle- except for an embryo or fetus. In limit-changes should be proposed for com.
ar Regulatory Commisalon. Wash- ment at this time, without waiting for ing the rata at which the dose is re-
ington D'C. 20555 (phone 301-443 - the planned hearmg. Nevertheless, ceived. From this viewpoint, no quar-
5975). comments on the desirability of in, terly standards are needed in 10 CFR

Part 20. However, the CommissionSUPPLEMENTART INFORMATION: cluding these proposed rule changes staff believes that quarterly standards,

) The Commfufon's basic radiation within the scope of the planned hear. with associated requirements for re-
! dose-limiting standards for workers ing are specifically invited.

are set forth in 10 CFR Part 20. The Specifically, the Commfuton is pro. porting doses that exceed those stand-
| current standards for whole body ex- posing to amend I:0.101(b). 10 CFR ards are necessary as precautionary
| posure of adult workers are- Part 20. to delete the provision that a measures which give early indier.tlon;

(1) 1.25 rems per calendar quarter. Heensee may . permit an individual of possible undesirable situations and

| or worker to. receive up to 3 rems per cal- provide NRC the opportunity to inves-,

(2) 3 rems per calendar quarter pro- endar quarter and 12 rems per year if tigate those situations, if necessary to
| vided that the lifetime accumulated the accumulated lifetime radiation ensure that they are promptly correct.

dose does not exceed 5(N-18) rems. dose does not exceed the 5(N-18) dose. ed and that adequate measures are
where N !s the age of the individualin averasms formula. taken to preclude recurrence. At the

The ICRP (ICRP Publication 26 same time, the quarterly standard pro-
years.j~ These standards were based orr ree- " Recommendations of the Interna. posed,i.e 3 rems per calendar quarter

j ommendation of the National Council tional Commission on Radiological whole body, is consiaered by the Com-
on Radiation Protection and Measure- Protection." January 17.1977. Persa- mission to be adequately low for effec. .
ments (NCRP), the International mon Press) has indicated that the tive regulatcry control when consid-
Commiulon on Radiological Protec- 5(N-18) formula should no longer be ered in conjunction with the other

!
tion (ICRP), and guidance for Federal used. This formula was originally in- standards and controls set forth In the;

agencies issued by the former Federal tended.to be used only in special cases - regulations. Commer ta on the desir.'

Radiation Council (FRC, the function for which the additional dose could be ability of 'remininc quarterly dose-
of which is now incorporated into the justified. Data available to the Com- 11cuting standards are specifically in-

i
Environmental Protection Agency). mission reveal that approximately 3:0 vited.

FIDEaAL RSotST1t, VOt. 44, NO. 35-TVE1 day. FESAUaRY 20. 1979,
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In addition to ths proposed amend- formation on tha occupational dose r2- value of th2 dose standard would
mints discussed above, several other ceived by an individual in th3 current remain esMed. The Commiufon
sections of the regulations would be calendar quarter from sources of rad! does not wish to encourage the em-
changed primanly to accommodate ation possessed or controlled by other ployment of, minors in wort involving
the proposed annual dose-limiting persons. The amendments proposed Ln . potential for radiation, dose. The
standards. February 1978, if made effective, standards for minors would be quar-

1. The undesignated center heading would not have at!ected IIcensees who terly pro-rating of the 0.5 rem per year
pr* ceding 19 00.101 through 20308 use the 5(N-18) formuh (except with recommended by NCRP and ICRP for
which now reads " Permissible Doses, respect to the use of moon 11ghters) be- individual members of the population.
Levels, and Concentrations'* would be cause they already obtain each wort- 4. The requirements for the provi-
amended to read ** Radiation Protec- er's radiation exposure history, sion of personnel snonitoring equip-
tion Standards Applicable to Doses, vnminaticn of the use of the 5(N- ment currently specified in f 20.000.10
Letels and Concentrations'* thus re- 18) formula, as proposed in this pres- CFR' Part 20. apply if an individual
moving the word "permisafble." The ent notice, would remove the need for worker is ukely to recaive a dose in
recommendations of the NCRP. ICRP. obtaining the' total occupational radt- excess of 25 percent of the quarterly
and FRC (EPA), as implemented in . ation exposure history, and would sundards now set forth in $ 20.101(a).
the NRC regulations. are not intended permit deletion from the regulations Because of the proposed amendments
to imply that doses above the standa ti gg 00.102(b) and 20.102(c).* The pro- to | 00.101(1) to specify annual stand-
an unsafe and that doses below the posed provisions in $ 20.102(a) pub- ards as well as a quarterly standard
standard are safe. Considerstion of 11shed in February 1978 would be re- for the whole body that is more than
the linear tiypothesis * indicates that tained. but would be redesignated as one fourth of the annual standard,
some risk is associated with any dose 120.102 (to delete reference to par > and because there is no basis for relax.
of radiation, nowever smalt In v'ew of graph (a)), and would be changed to ing personnel momtonns require-
this hypothesis the NRC places em* state the requ2ruments in tecns of ments, the requirements would be
phasis on the concept of maMng all be annual ud quanarly "M& sed u pne M h pmasonable effets to maintain radt- Com-shly, the new $ 19.13(e). 10 posed annual standards and would
ation doses as low as is reasonable CFR Part 19 proposed in Februar7 result In numerical values equal to or
achievable. However. It is essential to 1978 which would require Ucensees to slightly lower than 'the existing re-estabush e ndm @ wMch am the provide at termination of employment quirements. De Commt.uion believesI *d 8 or wort assignment in the licensee's that the minor change would have

mstricted amas, upon mquest of the negilgible impact on the number of in-the proposed wording more clearly re-
fleets the intent and phf]nnophy of i thle ual gng gg 7f

11 ensee's restricted area during me Purs ant to th Atomic Energy Act2. O Fb I m m is- terminnMon quarter, wn!d be of 1954 as amended. the Energy Reor-
sion published in the FrozaAr. RzcIs- changed ,to mquim pmvision of the ganization Act of 1974. as amended,
Tra (43 FR 4865) proposed amend. dose data fu me teWn=W quaner and section 553 of title 5 of the United
ments to its regulations which would and year. The effect of me mle would States Code, notice is hereby given
require licensees to control the total be unchanged fw an Wdual wort * that adoption of the fonov'ing amend-occupational dose received by their Ing in a licensee's mstncted ans for ments to 10 CFR Parts 19 and 20 isworkers, rather than just the done re- less than *h quarter (transht). contemplated. 'All interested personsceived from sources in their pn==*=* ion ne peri d prow fx me submis- who desire to submit wntten com-or control. These amW~anta have sin of co-nts on me pmpM ments or suggestions for considerationnot yet been published as effective amendments published February 6
rule changes. Certain of the smend- in connection with the propcsed

1978. expired on April 7.1978. The amandmenti should send them to thements in this sh would affect the
Coaralssion will proceed with consd- Secretary of the Commiscion. Wash-same sections of the regulations that
en M the comznents 'and otherwere involved in proposed amend- ington. D.C. 00555. Attention: Docket-
factors related to those amendmentsments published Frbruary 6. 1978 (43 ing and Service Branch By Apn103
on their merits, and will not delay-FR 4865). As explained below, the 1979. Copies of the comments on the
final determination of those amend-

deliberations on the changes proposed ments solely because of the, involve-- proposed amendments may be exam-
Cornmfuton plans to proceed with its

Ined at the Commi" ion's Public Docu-ment of several of the same sections ofin February 1973. and if found to be ment Room at.1717 H Street NW.,
warranted. to amend these sections the regulations in the amendmema Washington. D.C.
again after a decision is made regard- being proposed at this time. The 1. In i19.13,10 CFR Part 19. a new

, tng the 5(N-181 formula. The amend- amendments pmposed in this present paragraph (e) is added to read as foi-
I ments proposed in February 1978 action would not make substantive

would delete the existing' 100.100ta) changes in the portions of the regula-'

| which contains introductory material tions already under consideration, but i 19.12 Notifications sad reports to indi-
regarding the. determination of accu. would express essentially the same ,jn
mulated dose using the 5(N-18) formu. standards in terms of annual stand- -

i

ta. This introductory material would ards, or percentage thereof, rather'
. . . . .

have been added to I:0.102(b). Para. than in tenns of quarterly standards.
graphs 20.102(b) and 20.102(c) would 3. Section 20.104, establishing the (e) At the request of a worker who is
have remained unchanged otherwise. standards to be applicable to external terminnfing employment with me 11

t
A new $ 20.102(a) would have been . doses to minors, would be amended ''*n we in work involving radiation

( added to require licensees to obtain in. only to express the quarterly stand. dose, w M a worker who, whh em-
ards in terms of a percentage of the ployed by another person. is terminat,-
adult annual standards. The numerical ing assignment to work involvira radi-

'The linear hypothems assumes that the ation dose in the Ucensee's facility,
biological effects of tonmns radiation deliv* each Ucensee shall provide to each
ered at low doses and low dose rates, can be ' Deletion of the requirement for the his-

, such worker. or to the worker's desig-
' conserrauvely predcted by linear extrapo- tory. Lf made effective, would not constitute

lacon (to zero done) of effects that have authority to dispose of the Form NRC-4. or nee, at termination, a written report
been observed following exposure at high equivalent records that have been generSted regarding that worker's radiation dose
doses an nish dose mm. undar the existing regualuona. dunng each specifh!17 identined cal-
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endar quarter of th3 terminating cal. any dose Chich the Individthi may
endar year or fraction thereof. or pro- have received during each soscificany
vide an estimate of those doses if the identified calendar quarter of the cur-

i
' finauy determined personnel monitor- rent e=W W from som of re-

d" , hed diation possessed or controu0d by
i am clear
t indicated as suci other persons. Each licensee shmir

2. Section 203(a) of 10 CFR Part 20 maintain records of such statements
until the 'ammiemian authortzes theiris amended by adding immediately fo!- r

lowing subpsragraph (O a new subpar *
agraph (4a) to read as follows

' disposition.
d. In f 20.104,10 CFR Part 20 para.

129J De6mstions, graph (a) is a=madad to read as fol.
lows(a) As used in the part:

,

1 28.104 W of usiners.e a e *- e
,

,

(4a) " Calendar year * means four (a) No flesname shall possess, use or
consecutive calendar quarters startint transfer 11emn==d material in such a
with the calendar <tuarter which manner as to cause any individual
begins in January. within a restricted area who is innder

18 years of age to receive in any period
3 . . . .

of one. calendar quarter from radiose-'

3. The undesignated center heading tive material and other sources of radi-
preceding i 20.101,10 CFR Part 20. is ation a dose in excess of U percent of
amended to read "Raatarian Protec-tion Standards Applie** to Doses, the annual standards WMad in the
Levels, and Concentrations.- table in 120.101.

4. Section 20.101. 10 CFR Part 20,is
* * * * * -revised to read as follows

I8 I'I 8'''**d*" N 7. In f 20.202.10 CFR Part 20, para-
for individuals in restricted areas. '

Except as provided Jn 3 20.104, no 11 t o.

censee shall possess use, or transfer 11-
'

'

censed matertalin such a manner as to I 20.202 W - "'**
- ' -

cause any individual in a restricted
area to receive in any period of one (a) Each Itcensee shall supply apprc>
calendar quarter or one calendar year priate personnel monitoring equip-
from radioactive materEA1 and other ment to, and shall require the use of
sources of radiation a total dose in such equipment by:

i d *
$e]Do

(1) Each individual 18 years of age
ng or older who enters a restricted area

under such circumstances that the in-
" ' " " "'"' * dividuaheceives, or is likely to receive.

. - -
~ euener year - a dose in any calendar quarter in

excess of 5 percent of the| annual.

standards specified In f 20.101.trums:asmehormas
argans was se nem or (2) Each individual under 18 years of

s.O ame forennma rees age who enters a restricted area under
!

i and anus is% Ts such circamstances that the individual
| **** * ** receives, or is likely to receive, a dose

5. Section 20.102. 10 CPR Part 20,la in any hdar quarte { in excom of
1.25 pestent of the annual standardsrevised to read as tonows

~ specifisc in 5 20.101- .

I 20.102 Detersminados of prior done.
* * * * *Each licensee shall require any indi-

vidual. prior to first entry of the indi-
vidual into the fleeneme's restricted (Sec.181. Puh. L 83-703, 88 Stat. 948 (42
area during each employment or wort UAC. 22c1), see. 201 as amended. Pun. L

93-434,88 Stat.1242 (42 UAC 5841Hassignment under such circumstances
that the individual will receive or is Dated at Washinston. D.C. this 13th
likely to receive in any period of one day omW. W.
calendar quarter a dose in excess of 5
percent of the applicable annual For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
standards specified in 120.101, to dis- missinn
close in a written, signed statement,

SAasm. J. Can.Eeither. (a) that the individual had no
prior dose during the current calendar Secretary of the Commission.
year or (b) the nature and amount of [FR Doe. 79-526S FUed 2-16-79; 8:45 and

FEDERAt REGISTER. VOt. 44, NO. 35-TUESOAY, FEsRUARY 20, lytt
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1 Rodger W. Granlund, Pennsylvania State University 02-27 .9

2 Richard DiSal vo, Hittman Corporation 02-28-79

3 E. E. Gutwein, Gi l b e rt/ Commo nweal th 03-02-79

4 James L. Frogge, Bishop McNan. ara High School 03-05-79

5 Edward P. O'Donnell, Ebasco Services 03-05-79

6 William Reynolds, American Friends Service Committee 00-06-79

7 Steven F. Kensicki 03-07-75

8 Paul R. Shoop, IBEW 03-12-79

9 G. D. Adams, PhD, Radiological Physicist 03-12-79

10 Dick Hermans, Safe Energy Coalition of N Y State 03-13-79

11 Roger Strelow, Counsel for Commonwealth Edison, Co.
Leva, Hawes, Symington, Martin-& 00penheimer 03-13-79

,

12 Dalwyn R. Davidson, Cleveland Electric Illuminating Co 03-14-79

13 Stephen M. Sorenson, RAD Services 03-14-79

14 James V. Lampka, Bunker Hill Community College 03-15-79

15 Dr. David E. Drum, Harvard Medical School, Dept. of
Radiology, Joint Program in Nuclear Medicine 03-15-79

16 Darrel W. Pruitt, Pryor Foundry, Inc. 03-15-79

17 A. T. Tuma, MD, Poplar Bluff Hospital, Inc. 03-16-79

18 Frazier Bronson, Pres., Midwest Chapter, H P S 03-16-79

19 Steven R. Lueders 03-17-79

20 Hugh W. Bryant, U. of Texas at Aus tin 03-21-79

21 Samuel Levin, Massachusetts Institute of Technology 03-22-79

22 Roger T. Waite, Consulting Engineer 03-23-79
|
'

23 A. L. Baietti, ICN Chemical & Radioisotope Division 03-26-79

24 Robert L. Bell, Auburn University 03-27-79

25 Allen Cash, Uba Heat Trans fer Corpor ation 03-27-79

,

_ ._ _ -._ _ _ -
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26 Or. Rosalie Bertell, 6 N S H 03-30-79

27 John C. Evraets, U. of Calif Los Angeles 03-30-79

28 Wal ter F. Wegs t, Calif. Inst:tute o f Technology 04-02-79

29 John C. Elliott, MD, Tennessee Valley Authority 04-03-79

30 John B. McCormack 04-04-79

31 Frank E. Gallagher, U. of Calif. Santa Barbara 04-04-79

32 Byron Lee, Jr. Commonwealth Edison 04-06-79

33 William H. Aaroe , State o f W. Va. 04-06-79

34 C. M. Stallings, Virginia Electric and Power 04-06-79

35 0. L. Renberger, Washington Public Power Supply System 04-06-79

36 Harry D. Richardson, NSI 04-11-79

37 Wal ter P. Peeples , Gul f Nuclear -Inc. 04-11-19

38 William 0. Parker, Duke Power Company 04-12-79

39 Lionel Lewis , HP Task Fcrce of Edison Electric Insitut.04-16-79-

40 A. N. Tschaeche, People for Energy Progress 04-16-79

41 C. E. Winters, Todd, Research & Technical Division 04-16-79

42 E'. L . Thomas , Ai r Tra ns po rt Associ a tion , wi th l etters 04-17-79
from W. W. Schaefer, American Airlines of 4-5-79, and
B. L. Francoeur, Air Canada of 3-28-79

43 R. Nil son , Exxon Nuclear Company 04-17-79

44 K. P. Baskin, Southern California Edison Company 04-17-79

45 John C. Evraets, Southern Calif. Chapter HPS 04-17-79

46 Michael H. Mobl ey, State of Tennessee 04-17-79

|
47 C. R. Anderson, American Airlines 04-18-79

48 Congressman Ron Paul, with Peeples letter o f 4-11-79 04-18-79
,

|

| 49 Roger Strelow, Leva, Hawes , Symington, Martin & Oppenheimer19-79

50 John W. Gore, Baltimore Gas and Electric Company 04-19-79

.
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51 James S. Grant, Toledo Edison 04-19-79

52 Glenn G. Sherwood, General Electric Company 04-20-79

53 E. E. VanBrunt, Arizona Public Service Company 04-20-79

54 Benjamin R. Sturges 04-20-79

55 W. G. Counsil, Northeast Utilities 04-20-79

56 Pagel and Anglin, Vanderbilt University no date

57 Kitty Tucker, Health and Energy Learning Project 04-22-79

58 Dr. Norman Cohen, New York University Medical Center 04-23-79

59 Warren K. Sinclair, NCRP 04-23-79

60 R. L. Mi tti , Public Service Electric & Gas , Newark NJ 04-23-79

61 Douglas K. Garfield, Beckman Instruments, Inc. 04-23-79

62 William R. Prendergast, LFE Corp. Process Control Div 04-23-79
s

63 kN88b8Eeg,P{{b8fd,IBEW,ConnYankeeUnit 04-23-79H

64 Ronald E. Zelac, Temple Ur 'versity 04-23-79

65 Terence J. Sullivan, Consumers Power 04-23-79

66 Isham, Lincoln & Beale 04-23-79

67 W. P. Johnson, Yankee Atomic Electric Company 04-23-79

': 68T. M. Anderson, Westinghous Electric Corporation 04-23-79

69 Duane Arnold, Iowa Electric Light and Power Company 04-23-79

70 William J. Cahill, Consolidated Edison Co of N Y 04-23-79

71 Michael H. Bancro f t, Public Citizen Litigation Group 04-24-79

72 Lionel Lewis, EEI HP Task Force (refer to 4-16 letter) 04-24-79

73 Howard J. Larson, A I F 04-24-79

74 Sol Burstein, Wisconsin Electric Power Company 04-24-79

75 Robert E. Uhrig, Florida Power & Light Company 04-24-79
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76 B. Jim Porter, State of Louisiant 04-25-79

04-25-7977 Shields L. Dal trof f., Philadel phia El ectric Company .

78 H. O. Thrash, Alabama Power 05-01-79

79 Dean Hansell for William J. ' Scott, Attorney General 05-04-79
(comments for the people of the State of. Illinois)

80 T. K. DeBoer, Sta te o f New York 05-04-79

81 Roger Strelow, Leva. Hawes, Symington, Martin & 05-11-79
,

Oppenheimer on behal f of Commonwealth Edison Co.

82 Chris Norby, San Jose Medical Clinic, Inc. 05-21-79
4

83 J. A. Jon,es , Carolina Power & Ligh t Company 05-15-79'
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