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Dr, Paul B. Pearson, Chi~.f 
Biology 3::.."anch 
Division of Biolo0y and Medicine­
United States Atomic Enc~·ey Comrn.1ss1on 
Washint,ton 25, D.C. 

Dear Dr. Pearscn: 
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Aa stated in our letter of April 28 accompanying the 
table on Rongelap fishes and the soil decay curve, we are 
herewith supplying additional data on the other aamples 
taken fro:n that area. 'rhe enclo3ed 1nfornl2tion inoludes 

1 I .. 

data on invertebrates, algae, land plants, oi~ds and planl-Xon, 

As in the p:•evlous. repot•t, rad1oactivi ty ls expressed 
in d/m/g of wet tissue, cor-rected for baclq;round, geometry. 
backscatter, self-bbsorption, and decay extrapolated to 
March 26, 1954. Thes0 correct!ons 1ntroouoc errors - prob­
abl:l not much exceeding a factor of two (2) - because or 
differences in the nlamen ts cont:r'ibutinc the: :r:id!.oact1 vi ty 
to the different aamples bein~ counted. 

pla tc-:::; ~-:c re counted be tween Api.~ il 7 and May 15, 
1954. 

The thyr•:iid ;;lands were counted as dried samples be­
cause it was foun~ that ashing drove off most of the 1131 
contained in the tiosue. 

Decay corrections derive from the curve for· Rongela.p 
soil, repeated and extended here as Figure 1, although some 
tissues which deviate significantly from this curve w"lll be 
discussed in a later report. 

cc: M~. Kenneth Englund 

enc. 

Sincerely youra, 

Kelshaw Bonham 
Research Associate 
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