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Dear Editor:
Ted Mitchell's lengthy

article in the September issue
of the

Micronesian
Independent on the return of
the Enewetak people to their
atoll ignores some important
points and treats a number of
serious health and scientific
issues in a less than serious
manner. Some examples are:
1) While Mitchell says that

Teport on Enewetak's safely
written by Bender and Brill
"reduced the radiation dose of
the inhabitants of Enbeji by
averaging in the population
less exposed. This is like
telling one member of 2
family his or her risk of fung
cancer is fowered if the other
non—smoking members of the
family are included and an
average risk given. It is a
scientifically ridicufous
approach 1o public health.!

Dr. Edward Martell, 2
researcher involved in the
Bikini and Enewetak iesting
during  the 1930, said in
1974, "The reseitlement of
such sites is extuemely likely
to have tragic consequences,
particularly for the younger
members of the inhabitants.
Progressively warse
conscQuences are 10 be
sxpected for cach successive
generation  in the  affected
population group."

2} The Defense Nuclear
Agenczy calls the clean wp

operation a “remarkablc
success.”  Yetr  there  are
inconsistencies in the

governmentts safetly plan
which raisc questions. For
cxamplie, if you stand on the
dome at Runit Island, you arc
not required to wear any

protective  clothing.  But

standing a mere 15 feet away
on Runit island, you are
required to wear boots and
also a face mask to avoid
breathing wind carried
plutonium particles.
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there are "none better than
Drs. Bender, Brill and Ogle,”
he ignores  the  serious
disagreement among the
United States scientific
community on the safety of
Enewetak.

. Dr.  Rosalie Bertell, a
consultant to the Division of
Standard Setting of the U.S
Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, said that the

continued on page §

3)  Miwchell treats the
question of plutonium
contamination from Runit or
other istands with sarcasm,
ridiculing the possibility of "a
bird flying from Runit to some
istand in the south with deadly
radiztion berween its tees ang
being eaten by somebody, whe
will  presumatly drop dead
instantly.”

n fact,
scientists have noted that cn

government

Rongelap Atcll three specics -

of terns in one year deposited
mere than 90,00¢ pounds of
wasie. As coconul irees and
osther planis tak? up s
waste as ferdilizer, its
coniaminatic can  pose  a
serious proslem in the food
chain. »

Secondly, - although Mitchell
st know of the many year's
ume  betwetu  expasure o
radeactvity 4nc the
development  «f  Jeukemias,
tumors and cancers, he deals
witn  this sericus issue  only

jokingly.

47 Most responsible scientists
use  the Flinear’ melncy 10
estimate hazards from

radialon  exposur2, tnat s,
health preblems are directly
related to the size of the dose
dwon  te the smallest dose.
What this means is that no

_Ts;xfc."— Yevel  of exposure

exists. Every dose, to

the smallest exposure carries
some risk.

we  know that  natural
radiation (which comes from
the sun, etc.) is hazardou< 2
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of cancers. When other
radiationn  exposure  (from
nuclear tests, atomic energy,
etc.) is added to this already
exsting hazardous amount of
radiation it simply means the
risk of health problems is
increased.

Moreover, the contamination
of Enewetak comes mostly
from plutonium, strontium and
cesium which do NOT occwr
naturally, and furthermore are
tiologiclly much more toxic
than “raturat". radionuclides.

Dr. Karl Z. Morgan of the
of Nuciear

mology, says of the
an¢ Brill study that
the objective should be 10
reducs this backgrouhd
radiation . . . not use this as
an  excuse 1o pc;—m:t more
malignancies. .Qne -bad thing
docs not justify another."

To prove that Enjebi is
i compared with ihe
Denver. Denver,
however, has some of the
highest  cuoatamination  levels
ol  anyplace in the United
States. Dr. Bartell said of the
Bender and Brill study that
“the authors might better cali
for tederal asistance for the
peoplc of Celorado" than to

city of

urge a return to Enjebi which
has radiation levels that
"match another polluted or
high risk area.!

6) Cancer is focused on as
the major health problem that
cof o tewining on Enewstak,
The wiscussion omits mention
of hypothyroidism, aplastic
anemix,  premature  aging,
benign tumers and other such
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from other
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7)  Mitchell says  "the
Enewetak people will NEVER
be exposed to dangerous
amounts of radiation. This is
what the Atomic Energy
Commission said about the
Bikini people in 1969. This is
what the residents of Utah
and Nevada in the U.S. were
told for years by the AEC and
the Department of Energy.
The people of Utrik were alsc
told they wouldnot have any
nealth probiems  from  their
small exposure. !n cach case
what  turned »ut 0 ©
inaccuraie statements by tnhe
responsible authorities lec

[

iericus  expasures  or  headh
problems, inciuvcing deaths.
judging radiation doses s

not a precise matter, but a
matter of estimates.based on
"average" exposurc. An
average oxposure means that
peopiez ge:
some  get  less,
average is given for 2
population it mav be beiow
what is being called a "safe"
level, althcugh
must  have
higher than the
at Bikini  in
instancej.

some more  and

Whan an

same
reozived

peonic
dosos
average 3%
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8) U is gratifying to sec
that after all the imoney spent
testing, 1 large
environmental

on nuclear
medical  and
program is about to begin for

Enewetak, Bikini, Rongelap
and  Utirik. Mitchell asserts,
however, that ‘his program

will Yprotect the people from
ANY radiation exposure
hecause the environment will
monitored 1o
radiation
food

be canstantly
prevent any of the
from passing into  the
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people.”

Mitchell s contradicting
himself. He has just said that
the people on Enjebi will
receive an average dose of
about 186 millirems. No
moniioring of the environment
will prevent that exposure.

Indeed, the people will be
exposed 1o the  residual
radiation on alt of their islands.
Since  there 15 residual

radiztion on the islands, there
is radiaton in the food chain.
if people are to eat any food
frem the istands they  will

rezeve concenirated amounts

cf radiaticn {ne maier how

smali. So 4t is an error o
envirerneenial
manitenng of Zneweilak car
prevent any radiation
exposure, because even if the
people do not eat any local
foods, they will stijl be
exposed 1o raaiation fram the
ervironment (by breathing or
tnrough cuts in the skin, et
Additionally, atfiough
presumably there will &2 some
Bikini
nedical

differences from  the
Tonitoring  and e

nororing programs that wil
be condicizd 2t Enzwetak, 0
sheuid be  recalied that
countiess  studies  ¢f  inde
environment and  oon - odbe
people were conducted At
Bikini during the 1970's. Yet
the United States authorities
were unabie to precdict the
problems of radiation exposure
finally occurred and
forced the removal of the
people in 1978.

The decision  of the
Enewetak people to return 1~
their atoll has been based on
many different factors. Tiar
decision should be entirely up
to the people from Encwetak.
In making that decision,
however, they neced (o know
that from a radiological poing
of view there arc two sides
o the story and that there
is considerable disagreement
in the American scientific
community over the safety aof
Enewetak. The weight piven
this consideration is for ftiw
Ingcwetak people 1o uvecide.
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