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7\ There has been conaiderable speculation here as to the cordition of the fish

i 1] 1d4ving in the waters receiving ithe waste from the separetion plant, I fesd

j that you should be adviced of ths.facts insofar as ws know thea at the '

| present time, 2o I will summarise somd-recént results obtained by J. Teresdi,
G. W. Parker and J., Khym. %e have moderately casplete analyses oa five fish
and one crayfish, : ,

1. Clineh River Drum Fish = caught 5/1/A4 ia the White Osk Creek se it
enters the Clineh. Contrel fish = all organs had sero activity.
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2, ¥Wnite Perch - csught in stream above plant. Control fish ~ all organs
had sero astivity. 4/29/Lk. ' :

3. Gri:fi-h - wgsht 4/21/hh in siresm just below plant, Total setivity
e 7.3 x 10%7 ub or 7.3 x 10 FG/G. of fish.

L. Catfish ~ ?ng/m.» 5/3/kk in Wnite Oak Lake, The total astivity was 0,59 xC
’1 .

or &6 x 10™ of fish. The highest specific sstivity was found in
the heart, but all organs were astive,
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5. Wnite Perch - caught 6/9/hi in White Cak Lake. The setivity is A9 x 2077 |
juG/g. of fish, with the heart having the highest specifis sotivity. o

6. Catfish - caught 6/9/b4 in White Oak Lake. The astivity is 5.1 x 10™5 u/g,
sh,
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I should like to emphasize that these results are very preliminary, and that
mors data is being accumlated. Tolerance doses of these elements for fish are .
not lmown, but making certain guesses one might cenclude that ons of these fish
was receiving somewhat more than a tolsrance dose of rediation while ths rest
were receiving less than tolsrance,
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