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'^■j^ L. SilliOOa* Kris*
f l Callers of Medicine

7 Depanaanc of Pediatrics _
\ University of Utah

-J Salt Laie City, Utah 341X2
[ Dear Ur. Salliron:

J First of all, let oc say chat it was a pleasure to have sat yon last Thursday
-J- sod that I*» sorry , e couldn't have coavo«*ed at length* Secondly, let ea

I apologise for the eisunderstanding ’•nich a/ose over -hetbor the exposure 
fU categories *ere in millicuries os aicro^urli's* Allow as to scats unequivocally 
^7 that tie categories axe in sietocuric:;, ^^ ^P® that thia clarifies any farther 
4 teiaendarstanding.

J In addition, X calculated the average dose in rads to tha children tbo had any
< potential exposure. Assuming a 33 percent uptake by ths thyroid and cosing the

I aidpoint exposure for each category, the -elated average dose for the expo-sad 
/ child/en was 23. j! tads* The highest dore anyone could have received*6ts 
I 253*53 rads, and nobody la the study waa in this category. _Four children va.-e
I found to have seceived doses tanging trots 160*6j rods to 220*5 rads, bat there

»«f® no acne rail Leias found here. 177 children, received a dore of ICO rads or 
core and there -era six penal sbsorxala found 'aero. Again, let sa apologize 
foe the Inch of clarity on xy purr re-ardiits the exposures issue and hope that 
this correspondents rectifies the problem.

Sincerely years.

Denial A* ticfTsca 
Epidemiologist
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Secord Bota: Vith regard to Dr* Fxllison’a visit, Thursday, April 29, 197T 
regarding the criteria used for the Utah Child Study calculations.


