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At the annual meeting in San Francisco, the 
Society's board of directors decided to estab-
lish the one-year old public affairs/public rela-
tions effort as an in-house program. On 
September 1, I joined the Society as the Direc-
tor, Public Affairs. Since the question I am 
most often asked is "What do you do?", this 
article is intended to provide a brief overview 
of my responsibilities in the Society. 

First, let me share an overview of my pro-
fessional experience. In addition to being a 
public affairs counselor for the past 14 years, 
my background includes service on the staff of the Governor of California, 
chief of staff of the majority party in the California State Assembly (the 
lower house of the legislature), a Legislative and Administrative Assistant 
on Capitol Hill, a member of the White House advance staff, president of 
a Washington lobbying firm, president of a national public relations firm 
and participation in over 200 political campaigns. 

The mission of the Director, Public Affairs, is established by the board 
of directors. My activities are managed by the Society President and 
coordinated with the Secretariat. All requests for my participation in a 
chapter meeting, involvement in a legislative or regulatory effort, or any 
other level of activity go to the Secretariat and are approved by the 
President. 

My legislative and regulatory responsibilities include liaison with the 
appropriate governmental entities, tracking and evaluating their actions, 
providing information and communicating those developments to the 
Society. The current list of priority areas established by the Society's 
executive committee include academic program support, CIRRPC, dose 
reconstruction/epidemiology, low level waste, mammography quality, 
radon and risk assessment.
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Public Affairs Program from page 1 

It is also incumbent upon me to represent the Soci-
ety with other associations, coalitions and trade 
groups. Monitoring their activity, acting as liaison, and 
providing appropriate resources where necessary. 

I also provide on-going counsel to the Society lead-
ership concerning the Society's image, public affairs, 
public relations, strategic planning and issues manage-
ment. 

Each month I write a column for The Newsletter, 
work with the media and generally seek ways to raise 
the level of awareness of the Society and its activities 
and interests. This area also extends to speaking to 
chapters, as I did at your September meeting, providing 
training sessions as I did for the Power Reactor Section 
and as I will be doing in the two PEP courses at the 
Boston meeting and assisting the membership wher-
ever possible. 

Finally, I also have an obligation to continually 
upgrade my own education about the field. Last month 
I attended the chapter's basic radiological health 
course given at NIST. 

That, in a nutshell is what this public affairs effort 
is all about...moving the Society forward, increasing 
its impact and providing the membership with an in-
creasing array of services. 

An Apology 
Charlie Willis 

It seems that some of my comments in the last 
Newsletter came across as derogatory or offensive. I 
apologize. First, I intended no criticism of the Secre-
tariat; the Burks et al. are one of the strengths of the 
Society and I do appreciate them. Second, I did not 
mean to imply that the Society's entire public informa-
tion budget goes to John Billett; his pay is limited by 
what we can afford and so falls short of what he 
deserves. Third, I mentioned Dave Waite and Keith 
Schaiger to acknowledge that some illustrious health 
physicists seem to have views on these issues that 
differ from mine; I suspect that all to few people 
consider disagreeing with me a serious character flaw. 

Editor's Note: This note from Charlie is in response to 
some concerns raised about the Chapter's letter (written

by Charlie) regarding the HPS-2000 Strategic Plan.

Teachers' Workshop 
Charlie Willis, Director 

Science Teachers' Workshop 

We are making progress on this most important 
activity and we are still looking for help at the work-
shop. We have a committee that will handle arrange-
ments, scheduling, purchasing instruments, and that 
sort of thing. We also have lined up our distinguished 
lecturers: Professors Ron Kathren, Merril Eisenbud, 
and Allen Brodsky plus Senior Science/Policy Advisor 
Bill Mills. We need help in two areas: (a) health 
physicists to work with the teachers in small groups, 
and (b) obtaining financial support. If you can help, 
give me a call: 301-504-1091. 

The objective of the workshops is to inform the 
teachers, and to prepare them to teach their students, 
that:

1. radiation is not to be feared but to be under-
stood; 

2. knowledge of radiation is essential to under-
standing science and the modem world; 

3. knowledge of radiation is available to stu-
dents, even in the lower grades; 

4. radiation is a fascinating subject, one that can 
enhance students' interest in science and in a 
rational view of the world; 

5. the popular fear of radiation is but a part of the 
ancient opposition to technological advance; 
and 

6. the health physics community is an excellent 
source of information about radiation and its 
control. 

Largely because of the county-to-county variation 
in requirements for continuing education credits, we 
have decided to direct the first workshop to the teach-
ers of Montgomery County. This should simplify our 
tasks for the first workshop but it definitely calls atten-
tion to the need for additional workshops to meet the 
needs of the rest of Maryland and the District. Further-
more, we have been contacted about helping other 
chapters with workshops in Northern Virginia and in 
Western Pennsylvania. If we have success with the 
finances, there will be ample opportunity for Chapter 
members to contribute to this vital effort. 
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Meeting Announcement 

	

Date:	 Wednesday, November 30, 1994 

	

Location:	 Holiday Inn Crowne Plaza 
1750 Rockville Pike 
Rockville, Maryland 
(Opposite Twinbrook Station on the Metro Red Line) 

	

Speaker:	 Billy Mills, HPS President-Elect 
Oak Ridge Associated Universities 
Washington, D.C. 

	

Topic:	 Is Science the Morning After Pill? 

	

Time:	 6:00 - 7:00 p.m. Social Hour (cash bar) 
7:00 - 8:00 p.m. Dinner ($20.00 members and one guest, $25.00 

non-members). Choice of Filet of Sole Florentine 
with Lemon Butter Sauce or Roast Pork Loin with 
Sage Sauce, Soup Du Jour, and Home Baked Apple 
Pie with Cinnamon Whipped Cream. 

8:00 p.m.	 Speaker 

	

Reservations:	 Call the Chapter telephone, 301-949-4178, and leave your name, menu 
choice, and phone number. Reservation cut-off is noon, Monday, 
November 28, 1994. Cancellations must be received at least 24 hours 
prior to the dinner or you may be required to pay for the meal. 

The Speaker 
William Mills is the Oak 

Ridge Associated Universi-



ties' Senior Science/Policy
Advisor to the Committee
on Interagency Radiation 
Research and Policy Coor-



dination (CIRRPC), Ex-



ecutive Office of the
President. He has more than
40 years experience in ra-



diation protection, includ-



ing positions with the Oak
Ridge National Laboratory

(ORNL), the Public Health Service, the Environmental 
Protection Agency and the Nuclear Regulatory Com-



mission. He holds a B.S degree from Lynchburg Col-



lege (math, physics and chemistry), an M.S. degree 
from Vanderbilt University (physics) and a Ph.D. from 
the Medical College of Virginia (biophysics). He is a 
charter member of the Health Physics Society and is 
the Society's current President-Elect. He is also a 
member of the Society for Risk Analysis. He is a 
former member of the National Council on Radiation

Protection and Measurements (1982-1994) and has 
served on advisory committees of the Department of 
Health and Human Services (Radiological Health) and 
the ORNL (Health and Safety). 

The Topic 
Regulations to limit environmental radiation expo-

sures are among the most costly of measures taken by 
the Federal Government to protect public health. 

Is prudence practiced in assessing both health and 
monetary risks? Do regulations reflect what we know 
about the health effects of low-dose radiation expo-
sures or do we quietly accept speculation ("no safe 
level") and suspect concepts ("effective dose") in our 
passion for health protection? Is science the a priori or 
a posteriori consideration in regulatory decisions? 
These questions will be discussed in the context of 
personal experiences in the development of several 
Federal regulations, such as the uranium fuel cycle 
standards and the radioactivity standards for drinking 
water. 
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Black Hole of Fear 
Charlie Willis 

The following letter was submitted to the "Tell Thelma" 
column of "Recreation News."It is not likely to be publish-



ed but it seemed to be worth a try. 

Dear Thelma, 

I was appalled at your response to "Lost in a Black 
Hole of Fear" in the November issue. I suppose you 
have to go along to get along and it might have been a 
bad career move to blow the whistle on the fear mon-
gers in the journalism trade. Still, it is sad to see a cry 
for help met with misinformation that exacerbates the 
problem. 

Your response hit bottom with the statement: "Trust 
the media to bring things to our attention. If issues stay 
alive for a long time, we can probably trust something 
is wrong..." Of course, this may be "journalistic truth" 
in that you claim to quote someone, but a reader is led 
to believe that you support the statement. The facts of 
the matter, as you must know, are just the opposite. 
That is, the media seek and promote controversy. 
Accordingly, when someone issues a cry of alarm, no 
matter how unsubstantiated, the media happily amplify 
the cry. Attempts by the scientific community to re-
spond usually get short shrift, largely because reassur-
ances lack emotional impact. Then, once an issue is 
raised, it almost never dies because it is established as 
being of "public interest" and someone can always be 
found to renew the alarmist cry. 

A more responsible response would have included 
a few of the relevant facts. For example: 

1. We live in the least hazardous time ever 
known. Largely because of advances in tech-
nology, especially in sanitation, nutrition and 
medicine, life expectancy (at birth) has in-
creased to about 75 years, which is a dramatic 
improvement over the approximately 42 years 
of 1900 and the less than 20 years of antiquity. 

2. Life cannot be free of risks, but the hazards we 
face are being reduced. For example, the 
death rate from accidents is less than one third 
of what it was in 1906. (Cars are dangerous 
but not as dangerous as the horses they re-
placed.) AIDS is a terrible affliction but it is 
not the scourge that syphilis was in the pre-
penicillin centuries. Lung cancer rates may 
(or may not) have peaked due to the anti-
smoking movement but lung cancer was never

the killer that influenza used to be. People 
continue to be killed by guns but mostly in 
suicides and the suicide rate remains low al-
though it seems to fluctuate with the nation's 
economy. Manifestly, there is room for im-
provement but conditions have never been 
better. 

3. Many of the highly-publicized risks are either 
non-existent or are too small to be detected. 
For example, Paul Broder (with lots of help) 
created widespread concern about possible 
hazards from the "extremely low frequency" 
(ELF) radiation from power lines. The Gov-
ernment responded by supporting a study of 
the question by the best available scientists. 
The results were that there was no clear evi-
dence of any such hazard nor any plausible 
biological mechanism to lead anyone to ex-
pect such hazards. The results were an-
nounced and the full report (ORAU 92/F-9) is 
readily available from the National Technical 
Information Service but, as expected, the 
study was totally ignored by the media. The 
scare propaganda continues and it includes the 
cartoons accompanying your article. 

4. It can never be proven that a risk is zero but it 
can be shown that risks are too small to war-
rant concern. This may not be satisfying but 
it is an unavoidable limitation on statistical 
studies. Furthermore, the below-concern con-
clusion is fully satisfactory as a basis for deci-
sions. 

5. Risk information is readily available. The 
basic data are in publications of the National 
Safety Council (which are in most libraries) 
and of the Government's National Center for 
Health Statistics. Responsible experts almost 
always are available and willing to address 
issues of concern (without charge) if you ask; 
contact a university (I teach at Georgetown but 
have no qualms about recommending other 
local schools), a responsible Government 
agency or a professional society such as the 
Health Physics Society (301-949-4178). 

6. The guidelines for maximizing your chances 
for a long and healthy life are relatively sim-
ple. You are doing quite well if you (a) don't 
smoke, (b) drink alcohol only in moderation, 
(c) eat a balanced diet, generally following the 
Government recommendations, (d) exercise 
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moderately, (e) keep your weight in the nor-
mal range, (f) don't ride with drunk drivers, 
(g) avoid illegal drugs, (h) exercise caution in 
your selection of sex partners, and (i) don't 
believe the scare stories delivered by the me-
dia. The theory is easy. The practice is diffi-
cult. 

Sincerely, 
Charles A. Willis 

David Harward 
HPS Founders Award 

Memorialization 
Society President-Elect, Bill Mills will present the 

HPS Founders Award Memorialization to Mrs. Betsey 
Harward at the Chapter meeting on November 30, 
1994. Friends of Dave Harward are welcome. 

Many of us who knew Dave Harward, share the 
sentiments offered in the following words of Floyd 
Galpin who spoke at Dave's funeral five years ago. 

"Betsey has asked me to say a few words on behalf 
of those Dave worked with, a group she says she had 
come to understand thought a lot of him. This is an 
assignment I feel both unworthy and privileged to 
perform. 

I could speak of many aspects of such an excellent 
career. I could speak of the history: the time that 
Admiral Rickover called Dave his Public Health Serv-
ice Officer, his pioneering a fledgling program in the 
western region, his leadership of functions that dared 
say that the PHS and EPA had something to say about 
nuclear power, and conclude with his representation of 
the industry, which he confided privately to me was, 
'after all the backbone of the nation', but I fear that 
these are not the relevant matters. I could talk of his 
professional character that set an example in integrity, 
honesty, competence, and hard work for those of us 
that were privileged to work with him, but these too 
are secondary. 

The truth is that the reasons we cared for him are 
undefinable; a melding of characteristics that are as 
impossible to list as they are to duplicate. A beingness 
or aura that made friendship inevitable. Largely we 
cared because he cared, and it showed through in every 
part of his life. 

We loved Dave and we will miss him dearly."

Southeast 
Regional Meeting 

Electronic Dosimetry: 
Active vs. Passive 

Charlie Willis 

The call-for-papers is out. Your 1,000-1,500 word 
abstract for a 30 minute presentation should be submit-
ted by January 13, 1995 to: 

Patricia L. Lee 
Secretary, Atlanta Chapter HPS 
4770 Buford Highway, NE MS: F-35 
Atlanta, GA 30341-3724 

The meeting will be held March 3 - 4, 1995 at the 
Lenox Inn in Atlanta. For more information, to reserve 
exhibit space and/or to offer help, contact the chairper-
son, Bonny Wright, at 404-616-3321. 

This should be a great meeting. Let's make sure it 
fits into our schedules and remind people who should, 
but might not, be including it in their plans. 

New Members 
We extend a hearty welcome to the following new 

members:

Dr. Billy G. Bass 
Dr. Andre C. Bouville

Mr. Jasod D. Dunavant
Mrs. Andrea J. Geyer 

Mrs. Lisa E. Gordon-Hagerty 
Mr. William F. Holcomb

Mr. Thomas E. Long
Mr. Alfredo Ortega

Dr. Charles T. Kelsey III
Mr. Gary W. Purdy

Miss Elizabeth E. Tamrat
Ms. Mary L. Thomas
Mr. David E. Wellner 

Mr. Claude Wiblin 
Mr. James L. Williams

Miss Susanne R. Woods 

Thanks to those of you who have already joined in 
some of the Chapter functions. If you haven't had a 
chance, take a look at the committee list in this issue 
and give the chair a call. 

It's shaping up to be a great year, join in!



ANS Program 
Low-Level Radiation Health Effects: 

Critical Reviews of the "Linear,
No-Threshold" Dose-Response Model 

Jim Muckerheide 

Session Organizer, American Nuclear Society 
(JMuckerheide@Delphi.com ) 

At the Washington Winter Meeting of the American 
Nuclear Society (ANS) the Biology and Medicine 
Division, sponsored a two-session program on 
Wednesday, November 16 critically assessing data 
affecting the validity of the assumed "linear, no-thresh-
old" radiation dose-response model. 

The morning session, chaired by Leonard Sagan, 
MD, entitled "Low-Level Radiation Health Effects: 
Current Data", presented data currently available. No-
bel Laureate (Physiology or Medicine, 1977) Dr. 
Rosalyn Yalow provided examples of studies demon-
strating the lack of adverse radiation health effects, 
from populations exposed to high natural background, 
radiation workers, medical patients, and others. She 
discussed "the unjustified excessive concern" about 
radiation, and excessive costs and lost public benefits. 

Dr. Constantine Maletskos, Consulting Scientist 
and associate of Dr. Robley Evans at MIT presented 
new work that confirms the very high thresholds found 
in studies of the 1910's-30's radium-burdened popu-
lations, in which subjects with <1000 rads (alpha to 
bone) have no adverse effects, and those with 1000-
100,000 rads have —28% incidence. These results are 
ignored to assume the linear, no-threshold dose-re-
sponse "model." Dr. Evans showed BEIR and Dr. 
Gofman's linear no-threshold assumptions scientifi-
cally invalid in 1974. These studies were terminated. 

Dr. Sohei Kondo, Kinki U. (Japan) Atomic Energy 
Research Institute and Emeritus Professor U. Osaka 
(Japan) presented Japanese survivor data showing no 
genetic effects, with thresholds, and "troughs" of (non-
significant) beneficial effects, for non-cancer deaths 
<200 rem and cancers <50 rem; and discussed biologi-
cal mechanisms of radiation-induced suppression of 
tumors. 

Dr. John Cameron, Emeritus Professor of Medical 
Physics, University of Wisconsin Medical School, and 
Member of the Technical Assessment Panel for the 
Department of Energy (DOE) supported $10M Nu-

clear Shipyard Worker Study, presented the results of 
this study. Although completed in 1987, DOE released 
the report in 1991, but results have never been scien-
tifically published, and are ignored. The study shows 
28,500 nuclear workers >0.5 rem (of 700,000 workers) 
with statistically significant (24%) lower death rate 
than 33,000 non-nuclear workers. 

Case control studies of residential radon and lung 
cancer were reviewed by Dr. John Neuberger, U. Kan-
sas Medical Center, School of Medicine, critiquing the 
statistical significance of results, and summarizing 
ongoing studies. 

Myron Pollycove, MD, Emeritus Professor, U. 
California San Francisco and former Director of Nu-
clear Medicine, San Francisco Hospital, showed two 
examples of significant decreased cancer mortality 
correlated with low-moderate radiation, and that as-
suming linear no-threshold fails to consider empirical 
data, and normal biological defense and repair mecha-
nisms. He presented Dr. Bernard Cohen's strong cor-
relation of high radon concentrations (272,000 home 
radon measurements by US county) with lower lung 
cancer (considering smoking, confounding factors, 
and any unknown confounding factor is more signifi-
cant than smoking, but unobserved!) A mortality study 
of Canadian women exposed to radiation fluoroscopy 
finds significantly less than normal breast cancer be-
low 30 rem, increasing above 30 rem. The study ig-
nores these data, and assumes linear response that 
would predict 900 excess deaths/million women at 15 
rem. The data, with >99% confidence, predicts 10,000 
fewer deaths/million women! 

From the UK Westlakes Research Institute, Dr. 
Roger Berry presented data on highly-exposed Sel-
lafield site workers: 542 males at 50-200 rem, and 
overlapping 470 workers from fighting the 1957 
Windscale pile fire and cleanup, showing cellular evi-
dence of radiation exposure, but no difference in mor-
bidity and mortality from the adjusted UK average. 

The afternoon session, chaired by Dr. John 
Cameron, entitled "Low-Level Radiation Health Ef-
fects: Programs and Panel", presented radiation re-
search, and a Panel discussing implications for 
radiation health effects research, and radiation protec-
tion policies. 

Dr. Richard Wilson, Mallinkrodt Professor of Phys-
ics at Harvard U., discussed learning from the Russian 
nuclear accidents that massively exposed workers and 
populations, equivalent to the Japanese atomic bomb 
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population. He reported on some studies, indicating 
lower dose responses vs. Japanese data, consistent 
with evidence of less adverse effects from lower dose 
rates. 

Current research demonstrating "U-shaped" dose-
response relationships and biological mechanisms, is 
presented by Leonard Sagan, MD, recently retired 
Director of Medical Programs at EPRI, including work 
by the BELLE Group (scientists from Federal agen-
cies, including EPA and DOE among others, private 
sector, and academia, to enhance studies on "Biologi-
cal Effects of Low Level Exposures", evaluating linear 
and adaptive results) confirming "U-shaped" dose-re-
sponse for toxic chemicals and radiation, demonstrat-
ing adaptive repair and protective effects of sub-lethal 
exposures, that argues reconsidering practices that ad-
here to the assumed linear no-threshold dose-response. 

Victor Bond, MD, demonstrated the assumed-linear 
dose-response model invalid in not applying total im-
parted energy and effect at equivalent biological lev-
els, (radiation "dose" is energy/unit mass, not total 
energy to a cell, organ, or organism). Applying total 
energy is shown consistent with general applications 
that scientifically relate effects to total imparted en-
ergy, with a threshold. The linear model is scientifi-
cally invalid; and resultant large costs and adverse 
societal effects unjustified. 

The Panel, with the above participants, included 
opening remarks by Dr. Marvin Goldman, current 
President of the Health Physics Society, on the signifi-
cance and value of acquiring the Russian nuclear inci-
dent data to assess radiation health effects. 

Audience participation was strongly encouraged, 
on scientific and public policy implications, and on 
ANS 's role in collecting scientific evidence (including 
suppressed work) and public policy significance of 
validating scientific evidence and rational radiation 
protection policies, and the implications to societal 
costs and future "development, dissemination, and ap-
plication of nuclear science and technology for the 
benefit of humanity." 

What's Wrong With This 
Picture? 

Ray Johnson visits the "Mystery Spot" after Health 
Physics Society meeting in San Francisco.

Double Awards for Charlie 
Despite the NRC practice of limiting awards to one 

per person in a year, Charlie Willis managed to cop 
two "Special Achievement Awards" at the last awards 
ceremony. To pull this off, he had to spend much of 
January on the frozen shores of Lake Michigan, but 
think how nicely that prepared him to enjoy Albany in 
February. Our advice is to set your goals higher: the 
"hat trick" next time. 
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Book Review 
Responding to Community Outrage: 

Strategies for Effective Risk Communi-



cation by Peter M. Sandman 
Charlie Willis 

This is a very worthwhile book, one that should be 
read by most health physicists. It addresses and offers 
considerable insight into risk communications, which 
seems to be our most important problem. Of course, 
it is seriously flawed and it should be read with those 
flaws in mind, but it should be read. 

The author's expertise is in risk communications. 
He disavows any special knowledge of risk and that 
lack of knowledge is evident throughout the book. 
Many health physicists will be frustrated by his risk 
statements and inappropriate comparisons but we have 
to overcome frustrations every day; these shouldn't be 
impenetrable barriers. The level of technical expertise 
is indicated early in the book when he says that risk 
(R), hazard (H) and outrage (0) are related as: 

R = H 0 
He then says this is the same as: 

R = f (II,O) 
This evident ignorance is discouraging, but there is 

a "baby" here; don't throw it out with the bath water. 

An important flaw in this book is that it follows the 
"business school" tradition, a tradition that is followed 
by most instruction books written for a broad reader-
ship, which is to ignore the disadvantages of following 
the recommendations. For example, public outrage is 
said to be increased by the feeling that the critics lack 
control over what is being done and the recommenda-
tion is to give them control, with the expectation that 
getting authority will lead them to responsible behav-
ior — "better to have them inside the tent..." or some 
such logic. Successful examples are cited in the book, 
but those who believe it is desirable to have the Nazis 
run the synagogues are invited to read the reports about 
DOE such as the three letters from Abrahamson, 
Thiessen and Bogard in the November 1994 HPS 
Newsletter. Another of the book's recommendations 
is to have analyses done by independent experts be-
cause they have more credibility; this is a nice idea but 
the question of timeliness should be mentioned. One 
example of the timeliness problem is the response to 
the infamous Mancuso-Stewart-Kneale report. It took 
me less than an hour to conclude that the report was 
non-scientific propaganda and the Agency could have 
responded the following day. Instead, it was decided

that the response should be a based on a thorough study 
by a respected, unbiased academic scholar, of course, 
by the time such a study was completed (a couple of 
years later) it was of no interest to anyone; the damage 
had been done. The relevant rule of thumb is that every 
medication has its side effects. 

I was disappointed at omissions such as any discus-
sion of the virulence and cleverness of the activist 
organizations, or even of their number (which greatly 
complicates efforts to follow many of the book's rec-
ommendations). It was even more disappointing to 
find the communications expert offering little informa-
tion about dealing with the media. Also, it seems that 
something should have been said about the importance 
of the "who pays" issue, since it is now evident that 
some people eagerly demand almost-infinite expendi-
tures for risk reduction so long as it is someone else's 
money — while being reluctant to spend even small 
amounts to reduce their own risks. It might have been 
useful to explicitly state the author's position that risk 
(as we define it) is almost irrelevant. 

That is enough complaining. This AIHA publica-
tion may not be a great book but it is a worthwhile 
addition to the literature. 

Commerce Department 
Honors 

On October 13, 1994, Commerce Secretary Ronald 
Brown presented Gold and Silver Medal awards to 
local NIST Employees. These are the two highest 
honors awards presented by the department. 

One of the recipients of the Silver Medal Award, 
given for "meritorious contributions of exceptional 
value to the department," was Lester A. Slaback Jr. 

Les is the Supervisory Health Physicist, Office of 
the Director of Administration. 

The award cited him "For significant contributions 
to radiation safety and to the efficiency of operations 
and the research and development at the NI ST research 
reactor. 

Congratulations, Les 

Articles Solicited 
This is a great place to share your ideas or technical 

knowledge. Our newsletter is distributed to chapter 
members, all other chapters and national officers. Ar-
ticles should be submitted to Ray Johnson. 
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1994/1995 Officers and Committee Chairs 

President 
R. Thomas Bell III 

President-Elect 
Jack M. Bell 

Secretary 
Diane Flack 

Treasurer 
Carol D. Berger 

Director 
Thomas H. Essig 
Floyd Galpin 

Past President 
Harold T. Peterson

Telephone 

301-903-3889 

301-504-1083 

202-653-8990 

301-762-0502 

301-504-1068 
301-977-0667 

301-586-9640

Facsimile
	

Electronic 

301-903-3445 tom.bell@DOE.HQ.GOV  

301-504-2259 

202-653-5414 

301-762-0638 

301-504-2259 
301-208-1956 

202-586-3915 

Committees 
Affiliates

Thomas H. Essig, Chairperson 	  

Education & Training: 
Joel Rabovsky, Chairperson 	

301-504-1068 

301-903-2135

301-504-2259 

301-903-7773 

Finance:
Carol Berger, Chairperson 	 301-762-0502 301-762-0638 

History:
A. Wendell Carriker, Chairperson 	 202-366-4501 202-366-3753 

Legislative and Regulatory: 
Joyce Davis, Chairperson	 	 202-208-6650 202-208-6518 

Membership: 
Floyd Galpin, Chairperson 	 301-977-0667 301-208-1956 

Newsletter:
Ray Johnson, Chairperson 	 301-942-5946 301-942-5948 

Nominating & Elections: 
Charlie Willis, Chairperson	 	 301-504-1091 301-502-2260 

Program, Social & Publicity: 
Jack Bell, Chairperson 	 301-504-1083 301-504-2259 

Public Information: 
Mike Weber, Chairperson 	 301-415-4178 301-415-5397 

Publications: 
Howard Hering, Chairperson 	 	 301-949-4178 301-933-5352 

Rules:
Lawrence J. Smialek, Chairperson 	 410-260-4495 410-260-2263 

Science Teacher's Workshop 
Charlie Willis, Chairperson	 	 301-504-1091 301-504-2260
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Lifetime Awards Presented 
Howard Hering 

Our Chapter has been fortunate to have its ranks swelled with members who have made significant contributions 
as health physicists, educators, and in supporting the goals of the Health Physics Society and the Baltimore-Wash-
ington Chapter. Counted among these are Ray Johnson and Charlie Willis. Both have served as officers at the local 
and national level and have served in many capacities as committee members. At present, they are both national 
officers, are contributors to the national and local newsletters and teach in the Basic Rad Health Course. Charlie is 
now chairing the Teacher's Workshop Committee whose membership includes Ray Johnson. Ray is now and has 
been for about twelve years, the editor of our newsletter. Twelve years is a long time, and that is what really sets Ray 
and Charlie apart. Their commitment and support has been ongoing for a very long time. In recognition of their long 
time participation in the Chapter, they were awarded Lifetime Memberships in the Chapter. 

Congratulations to both of you, and thank you.
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