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“Sure enough, as the wrapping was pulled away, black powder
leaked out, and Stanton, along with 15 of his colleagues in the
facility, inhaled the plutonium dust, according to the report. Three of
them wound up suing BEA, saying that they had been sickened
due to the company’s negligence. BEA publicly disputed that the
workers were harmed, but it also reached private settlements with
each of the litigants that included nondisclosure provisions.”



https://apps.publicintegrity.org/nuclear-negligence/repeated-warnings/
https://apps.publicintegrity.org/nuclear-negligence/repeated-warnings/

* “Low levels of radiation are not harmful to human life and, in fact,
. humans require additional exposure to ionizing radiation in order to

achieve optimum health via a process known as Radiation
Hormesis,” the laboratory’s , entitled
“(Mis)Understanding Radiation,” stated. The presentation argued
that that “incidence of cancer and other iliness is reduced when one
IS exposed to low levels of radiation.” It said that unwarranted fear
of radiation is unnecessarily holding back nuclear energy

development and further medical advancements that rely on
radioactive materials.”



https://publicintegrity.org/national-security/radiation-is-good-for-you-the-heretical-view-gains-ground-under-trump/
https://permalink.lanl.gov/object/tr?what=info:lanl-repo/lareport/LA-UR-16-20790

* In a section of the Los Alamos discussing a law

established in 2000 to compensate employees of the Department
. of Energy’s nuclear weapon complex for cancer associated with
workplace radiation exposure, the lab authors undiplomatically
used this blunt bullet point first: “Everybody dies of something,
eventually.”



https://publicintegrity.org/national-security/radiation-is-good-for-you-the-heretical-view-gains-ground-under-trump/
https://permalink.lanl.gov/object/tr?what=info:lanl-repo/lareport/LA-UR-16-20790

Toxic Exposure Safety Act of 2021

The bill directs the HHS to enter into an agreement with the
National Academy of Sciences to review and summarize scientific
and medical evidence concerning the association between
exposures to toxic substances found at DOE sites.

The National Academy of Sciences will issue reports to include
additional diseases if evidence indicates a need for inclusion in the
cohort. Additionally, the Academy will make a recommendation to
Congress if it believes there is a need for additional studies to
resolve areas of continuing scientific uncertainty.


https://www.murray.senate.gov/public/_cache/files/d5809d7e-37ab-446c-a980-3aed6915717d/toxic-exposure-safety-act-of-2021-one-pager-final.pdf

Recommendations

Research the health effects of internal and external low-level radiation and the tissues most likely

to be affected for both the public and nuclear workers.

Take advantage of the wealth of monitoring and medical data that DOE has for its workers to
determine the of low-level radiation exposure as well as the number and types of diseases
claimed under EEOICPA.

Investigate whether other diseases could develop from exposure to low-level radiation.

Ensure that the personal bias does not overly influence the research.

Encourage NIOSH to share the source code for the IREP program with interested parties, including

this committee, to determine if it adequately accounts for daily exposure to low-level radiation.
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