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Need to assess what aspects of typical emergency response * Economic consequences of a nuclear event are highly

and recovery are worthwhile and feasible following a large- dependent upon cleanup standards employed:
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A risk-based approach to the development and application of weapon events in Vancouver
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significant economic loss

Prelimmary analysis 1s consistent with findings of U.S. analysis

For Further Information Please Contact: Barbara Reichmuth - (509) 375-2128, E-Mail: barbara.reichmuth@pnl.gov



