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- DISCLAIMER

This document was prepared as an account of work sponsored by the United States
Government. While this document is believed to contain correct information, neither the
United States Government nor any agency thereof, nor the Regents of the University of
California, nor any of their employees, makes any warranty, express or implied, or
assumes any legal responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any
information, apparatus, product, or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not
infringe privately owned rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product,
process, or service by its trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise, does not o !
necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the
United States Government or any agency thereof, or the Regents of the University of
California. The views and opinions of authors expressed herein do not necessarily state or
reflect those of the United States Government or any agency thereof or the Regents of the
University of California. :
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INTRODUCTION
At 4:00 a.m. on March 28th, 1979, the United States experienced the worst
accident in the history of commercial nuclear power generation [TMI79a; NRC79a;
NRC79b; NRC79c]. It occurred at the Three Mile Island nuclear power plant

Unit No. 2 near Middletown, Pennsylvania. The accident'waS'initiated by -

‘mechanical malfunctions in the plant and made much worse by a combination of
‘human errbrs responding to it. During the next four days, the extent and

gravity of the accident was unclear to the utility's nuclear power plant

managers, to the federal and state officials, and to the general public. Two
weeks later, President Jimmy Carter established a Commission to conduct a
comprehensive study and investigation of the accident involving the nué]ear
power facility. In its Charter, the President's Commission on the Accident at
Three Mile Island was given the responsibility to evaluate "the actual and
potential impact of the events (of the accident) on the public health and
séfety and on the health and safety of the workers" [TMI79a].

Just how serious was the accident? Based on the investigations of the
President's Commission into the health effects of the accident, it was con-
clhded that, in spite of serious damage to the nuclear plant, most of the
radiation was contained and the actual release of radibactivity would have a
negligible effect on the physical health of individuals. The major health
effect of the accident---in the general population and in the nuclear
workers---was found to be mental stress [TMI79b].

The highly publicized events during the early days of the accident---the
various releases of radioactivity into the atmosphere and into the Susquehanna
River, the generation and accumulation of a large hydrogen bubble in the)

reactor-pressure vessel, the risk of major releases of large amounts of radio-
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active debris frpm the damaged nuclear core, and the possibility of these

events presentiﬁg a great threat to life---led to Pennsylvania's Governor

Richard Thornburgh's advisories that all people living or working within a

10-mile radius of Three Mile Isiand remain indoors, and that all‘pregnant women A
and preschool age children living within 5 miles of the nuclear plant leave
the area immediately. Nearby schools were closed. Plans were considered for
evacuation of almost a third of a million residents. Although these plans
were never carried out in the form of an official order, a large number of
families decided to leave the area voluntarily. A main conclusion drawn from
the investigation by the President's Commission was that the most serious
health effect of the Three Mile Island nuclear accident was severe mental
stress, which was short-lived. The highest levels of psychological distress

were found among those living within 5 miles of Three Mile Island, in families

with preschool age children, and among the Three Mile Island nuclear workers.

WHAT WERE THE FINDINGS OF THE PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION?

The Public Health and Safety Task Force of the President's Conmiss{on set
out seven objectives in its investigation, one of the primary objectives being
"to assess the mental health and behavioral responses of the general population
during and following the accident.® The Behavioral Effects Task Group was
formed and comprised leading investigative psychologists, sociologists and
physicians, ably assisted by a number of collaborating researchers [TMI79c].
The membefse of the Behavioral Effects Task Group were: B. E. Dohrenwend, v
Columbia University, chair; B. S. Dohrenwend, Columbia University; J. I.

Fabrikant, University of California; S. V. Kasl, Yale University; and G. J.

Warheit, University of Florida. The overall objective of the Task Group was
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to examine the effects on the mental health of the general ﬁub]ic and the
nuclear workers directly involved in the nuclear accident at Three Mile Island.
In examining effects on}mental health, a distinction was made between
short-term and long-term effects. Attention was also paid to the possible
impact on the affected population and workers of a variety of.studies, either ’
underway or planned at that time [TMI79b; TMI79¢c; Ka8la; Ka81b; Br80a; BrSOb;
H080]; |

"Mental health" was considered a very broad topic by the Task Group, and

the collection of data and limited time available for analysis made it possible
to consider only narrow aspects of the overall behavioral effects experienced.
Fortunately, although narrow, these behavioral aspects---centering on measures
of psychological distress, upset and demoralization---were considered important
and appropriate to what was known about the most characteristic responses to
stress situations [TMI79c]. | |
1. METHODS OF STUDY

The report of the Behavioral Effects Task Group was based on surveys of
about 2,500 persons from four different study groups: (1) The general
population of male and female heads of households located within 20 miles of
Three Mile Island; (2) mothers of preschool age children from the same area and
a similarly drawn control sample from Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania, which is
about 90 miles away; (3) teenagers in the 7th, 9th and 11th grades from a
school district within the 20-mile radius of Three Mile Island; and (4) nuclear
workers employed at the Three Mile Island nuclear power plant at the time of
the accident and a control group of nuclear workers from the Peach Bottom

nuclear power plant about 40 miles away (TMI79c; Do79].
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The usual procedures in these psychological studies was to draw strict
probability samples of households and to conduct structured, half-hour inter-
views by telephone [GR79; Lu77; F179]. Early studies of househon heads-were
conducted immediately after the accident by mail questionnaires, and the study I
of the teenagers was conducted by questionnaires distributed in classrooms.
A1l analyses were done on data collected within the first sevén months
immediately following the accident---from April through October 1979.

A core of similar measures df ménta] health, attitudes, and behavior were
used in each study except for that of teenagers, which was limited to specific
measures of distress developed for the study. The areas covered by measures
in the other three studies were: (1) living within, versus outside, the
five-mile radius of Three Mile Island; (é) having preschool age ch{ﬁdren in
one's family; (3) recall pf immediate upset at the time of the accident;

(4) staying in, or leaving, the Three Mile Island area at the time of the
accfdent; (5) demoralization following the accident; (6) perceived threat to
physical health; (7) attitude toward .continuing to 1ive in the TMI area;

(8) attitude toward nuclear power, including Three Mile Island; and (9) trust
in authorities. In addition, the study of the nuclear workers included:

(10) measures of their concern about the future of their occupation; and

(11) their perceptions of hostility from the wider community [Ka81a; Ka81b].

In all studies, the major measures of objective threat stemming from the
accident were [TMI79¢c]: (1) living within, versus outside, the five-mile
radius of Three Mile Island; and (2) having preschool age children in one's v
family. For the workers, an added measure of objective threat was (3) whether
they worked at Three Mile Island rather than Peach Bottom at the time of the

accident. For the teenagers, an additional measure of objective threat was
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(4) whether or not their families left the area during the accident, because
this was a factor outside of their control. e
2. THE GENERAL POPULATION AND MOTHERS OF PRESCHOOL AGE CHILDREN

At 12:30 midday on Friday, March 30th, 1979, the third day of the nuclear
accident, Pennsylvania Governor Thornburgh, following telephone advice from
Nuclear Regulatory Commission Chairman Joseph Hendrie, advised pregnant women
and preschool age children to leave the area within‘five miles of Three Mile
Island. The governor reaffirmed this advice at a press conference later that
evening and this received wide coverage by the news media---television, radio,
and the press. No comparably authoritative definition of the chief targets of
threat was made prior to.that time or after the:governor's message.

How upset were peopie at the time of the Three Mile Island accident? On

the average, people living in the 20-mile area around Three Mile Island rated
the accident fairly high,‘ Women were found to be more upset than men, and
people under 65 years of age were more upset than older people. However, all
groups averaged fairly high. Mothers with a preschool age child living in the
area around Three Mile Island were more upset than mothers living at a greater
distance in Ni]keé-Barre, Pennsylvania. In general, although people in the
area found the Three Mile Island accident a relatively upsetting event no
matter what their personal circﬁmstances, the most upset were those who could
infer from advice given about evacuation and safety precautions that they were
in danger on two counts;--living relatively close to the Three Mile Island
‘nuclear plant and having a child in the preschool age rénge [TMI79c].

Who left the Three Mile Island area at the time of the accident? It was

estimated that about 52% of the people 1living within 20 miles of the Three Mile

Island nuclear power plant left the area at the time of the accident---the
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majority of them on Friday, March 30th, 1979. More women than men, more
married than nonmarried, more younger thaﬁ.older, and less educated than more,
left the area. Some 62% of persons whose homes were situaﬁedi?ive miles or
less from.Three Mile Island left the area, and about 77% of people with a
preschool age child in the family left. Thus, over and above differences
related to personal charatteristics of sex, marital status, age and education,_
the decision to leave was influenced by the distance of the person's home from
Three Mile Island, and whether there was a preschool age child in the
family---presumably as a consequence of Governor Thornburgh's advice on Friday,
March 30th, that preschool age children within five miles of Three Mile Island
should leave the area. Of those in the general population who left, less than
5% left before Friday, March 30th, and the majority, almost 60%, left on that
day. Among the 72% of mothers of preschool age children who left the Three
Mile Island area, almost two-thirds left on Friday, March 30th [TMI79c].

How demoralized were people in the Three Mile Island area? Demoralization

is a common distress response when people find themselves in a serious
predicament and can see no way out [Fr73; Do79; Do81; Li80]. Sometimes, this
level of dﬁstress can approach that shown by persons suffering from mental
disorders. Demoralization was far higher on the average in the population in
April, 1979 closely following the accident, than in later months. About 26%
of those interviewed in April showed severe demoralization. During May and
later months, 15% or less of the general population exhibited elevated levels.
This suggested that a substantial minority, perhaps 10%, experienced severe
demoralization directly attributable to the Three Mile Island accident itseif,
both at the time of the accident and in the 2 or 3 weeks following the

accident. Levels of demoralization were higher among those living within five

b
YAl
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miles of Three Mile Island than those living at the greater 20-mile distance.
‘Men and married persons were found to have lower levels of demoralization than
women and those not currently married [TMI79c].

Was the Three Mile Island accident perceived as a threat to physical

health? There was uncertainty about the matter in the general population. Any
perceived threat declined by end of April, 1979, although some uncertainty
remained, and people were becoming more reassured. Women and younger people
perceived more threat to their health than men or older peopie. Thdse living
within five miles of Three Mile Island, both in the general population and
among mothers .of young children, were less certain that their physical health
was not affected by the nuclear accident than those living at a greater
distance [TMI79c].

Was there a change in attitude about continuing to live in the Three Mile

Island area? Did individuals devalue the area as a result of the Three Mile
Island accident and want to move away? Women, more than men, hé]d unfavorable
attitudes, although on the average, they were still favorable toward continuing
to live in the area. People in their twenties, were the least favorable; the
oldest, those 75 years or older, were most favorable. All but those in their
twenties were generally favorable toward continuing to live in the Three Mile
Island area [TMI79c]. People in the general population and mothers who had a
preschool age child in the family held mofe unfavorable attitude§ toward
continuing to live in the area than those without a child in this age range.
Thus, only those beop]e who could infer from advice given at the time of the
Three Mile Island accident about evacuation and safety precautions---those
Tiving re]ativély close to Three Mile Island and having a child in the
vulnerable age range---had negative_attitudes regarding continuing to live in

the area.
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As a result of the accident, were attitudes changed toward nuclear power

in general, and towards restarting the Three Mile Island-1 and Three Mile

Island-2 nuclear power plants? Women in the Three Mile Island area had more

negative attitudes than men. In the general popu]ation,.those with preschool
age children also had more negative attitudes. Among the relatively favorable
groups---men, people without preschool age children, and mothers of preschool
age children who were themselves college graduates---only men had favorable
rather than unfavorable attitudes toward nuclear power [TMI79c].

Did people trust authorities---federal and state officials and utility

companies---following the Three Mile Island accident? In April, 1979, there

was strong distrust, greater than in national polls in April and early May.
The level of distrust in the Three Mile Island area declined only gradually,
and distrust persisted through July and August 1979, remaining above national
levels. Distrust was greater among women. It was strongest among people in
their thirties, declining steadily with increasing age, and was also lower
among people under 30 years of age.

What were the main conclusions of these psychological studies? (1) The

amount of immediate and, fortunately, short-lived demoralization produced by
the accident among household heads, in general, and mothers of preschool age
children, in particular, in the Three Mile Island area should not be
underestimated. The increase in demoralization at the time of, and in the
month following, the accident was sharp. It was estimated that, as a direct -
effect of the accident, approximately 10% of the April general-population
sample experienced demoralization as severe as that reported by persons
suffering from chronic mental disorders. In the general population, this
represents eleQations of measures of demoralization in normal people caught in

situations of extreme distress [TMI79c].

“d/



Fabrikant 9

(2) The reality of the objective stress situations in which people found
themselves must be emphasized. People reacted negatively to uncontrollable
circumstances that posed a clear and major threat so far as the available
information indicated. This.was evident in the higher levels of demoralization
shown by persons living within five miles of Three Mi]e'lsland or having

preschool age children at home. They were told that their situation was more

threatening by a respected source of information, the Governor of the State,

who advised them to leave the area. Sharp elevation of demoralization in
situations of severe objective threat and its rapid dissipation when the threat
diminished was consistent with most of the firm findings in reactions of
previously normal persons to extreme situations, such as combat during wartime
and natural disasters [Fr73; Do79; Do81; Li80; TMI7Sc].

(3) Although the unusually high levels of pSychological demoralization
apparent subsided in the general population soon after the accident, as early
as April, 1979, some of the behavioral effects of the accident did not
dissipate'so rapidly. People gradually became more reassured about the threat.
of the nuclear accident to their physical health. Distrust of authorities,
however, although declining after April, remaihed relatively constant from May
on through the summer of 1979. At the end of the summer, it was still at a
level that showed, on balance, more distrust than trust of goveknment
authorities and agencies and thé electrical utility companies so far as
infprmation'about, and policy toward, the safety of nuclear energy were
concerned [TMI79c].

3. THE SEVENTH, NINTH AND ELEVENTH GRADE STUDENTS

The study of the 7th, 9th and 11th grade students in the Dauphin County'

School identified three main measures of threat as having potential for

psychological distress and physical symptoms. Two were the same as for the
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general population and mothers of preschool children, vii., (1) Tiving within
five miles of the Three Mile Island nuclear power plant, and (2) having one or
more preschool children in the household. The third threat was whether or not
they left the area during the nuclear accident [TMI79c].

The student groups who experienced the highest levels of distress were
those who had preschool age siblings, those who lived within five miles of the
Three Mile Island nuclear power plant and those whose families left the area.
For those who had a preschool age sibling and for those who left the area, the
lTevel of psychological distress had.not dissipated after two months, but
persisted at an elevated level; by then, it had dissipated for the other
groups. The female teenagers consistently tended to score higher in levels of
distress during and following the Three Mile Island accident compared with
male teenagers.

The main conclusions to be drawn and emphasized, as in the studies of
adults, is that the psychological reactions. of distress were related to the
realistic threat that the youngsters faced. During the accident, students in
general tended to experience some psychological distress, and the distress
tended to be more pronounced for students ‘in the more threatening
circumstances. These reactions tended to disappear as the threat receded in
time [TMI79c].

4. THE THREE MILE ISLAND NUCLEAR WORKERS

The nuclear plant workers presented'a very special group to be studied
[Ka81; Ka81b]. Arrangements were made with officers of the appropriate
unions, and particularly of the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers,
so that cooperation with the workers could be established and maintained. The
main measure of threat to the nuclear workers were: (1) the contrast between

being employed at Three Mile Island, as opposed to being employed at the Peach
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Bottom nuclear power piant in Pennsy]vania, (2) whether the Three Mile Island
nuclear workers reported being at the stfickened nuclear plant, Three Mile
Island Unit No. 2, during the first two weeks of the accident, (3) living
within five miles of the Three Mile Island nuclear power plant, and (4) having
a preschool age child in the family [TM179c; Ka8la; Ka81b]. The main measure;
of mental health and behavioral effects paralileled those of the other studies,
and included upset and demoralization, perceived threat to health, uncertainty
about the future; and perceived hostility from the community.

The main conclusion, and one of the most important findings with regard to
the nuclear plant workers, was that the two factors that affected the morale
of the general population in the Three Mile Island area i.e., (1) living
within five miles of Three Mile Island, and (2) having preschool age children
in the-hbuseho]d, also affected the morale of the workers [Ka8la; Ka8lb].
However, the workers did not show distrusting attitudes towards state and
federal officials nor towards the utility company's plant authorities; they
felt their employer kept them fully informéd about risks and unhealthful
conditions of their jobs. There was a sharp contrast between thé trust -
expressed by most of tﬁe workers and the distrust expressed by the general
population in relation to utility companies. Clearly, in this regard, the
nuclear workers did not feel threatened, particulary as regards their physical
health, in the same way as most groups in the general population. Yet, the
workers at fhree Mile Island, especially the large majority who were not plant
supervisors, were quite ﬁpset and showed higher levels of demoralization both
during the accident and continuing even after six months at higher levels than
their counterparts at the Peach Bottom nuclear power plant, and at higher

levels than male household heads in the general population living in the Three
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Mile Island area. Furthermore, the nuclear workers at Three Mile Island were
uncertain or insecure about the future of their occupation in nuclear power
plants. Like the Peach Bottom nuclear workers, the Three Mile Island workers

believed that less than positive attitudes were held toward them by people in

1

the wider communities; they believed the public was hostile toward them and was
critical and unappreciative of their work. This belief was not unrealistic if )
attitudes in communities around Three Mile Island were like those feported in
a national poll conducted within 3-4, weeks following the accident, when 55%
of respondents blamed the Three Mile Island nuclear plant accident on human
error rather than on the government or the governmental agencies, or on the
electrical power industry [TMI79c; Ka8la; Ka81b].
Regarding the workers, a salient fact was that their psychoiogica]
distress had not been resolved many months later. Their level of
demoralization had not returned to normal following the accident, as had been
the case with other studied groups of adults in the general population living
in the Three Mile Island area at that time [Ka8la; Ka81b; TMI79c].
| WHAT HAVE WE LEARNED FROM THE THREE MILE ISLAND EXPERIENCE?
The conclusions- drawn from these studies, and from numerous paralilel
investigations of the health effects of the nuclear accident at Three Mile
Island, were that, in spite of the very serious damage to the nuclear plant,
most of the radiation was contained and the actual release of radioactivity was
so low that it would have a negligible effect on the physical health of . B
individuals [Fa81]. The major effect of the accident was found to be mental

stress in both the general population and in the nuclear workers [TMI79a;

TMIb; TMI79c].
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The President's Commission inveétigations found thét the mental stress to
which those living within the vicinity of Three Mile Island were subjected was
quite severe. There were several factors that contributed to this
psychological distress. Throughout the first week of the accident, there was
extensive speculation---by the utility, by the government authorities, by the
news media---on just how seribus the accident might turn out to be. At vafious
times,}senior officials of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, of the Public
HeaTth Serivce, and of the state government were considering the possibility
of a major evacuation. Some significant fraction (more than half) of the
population in the immediate vicinity voluntarily left fhe region. NRC
officials contributed to the raising of anxiety and confusion in the period
from Friday to Suﬁday, March 30th to April 1st, 1979. On Friaay, a mistaken
interpretation of a release 6f a burst of radiation from the strickened plant
led some NRC officials on Friday morning to recommend immediafe evacuation of
the 20-mile region surrounding Three Mile Island---this would have involved
over three-quarters of a million people, the entire State caﬁito] and numerous
hospitals, recovery and nursing homes, old-age homes, schools, orphanages, and
prisons. -On that Friday, after NRC Chairman Hendrie rescinded that recommenda- ‘

tion, Governor Thornburgh advised pregnant women and preschool age children

‘living within five miles of Three Mile Island to leave the area. On Saturday

and Sunday, March 31st and April lIst, other NRC officials mistakenly believed
that there was imminent danger of an explosion of a hydrogen bubble within the
reactor vessel, and evacuation was again a major subject_of discussion. The
President's Commission investigations led to the conclusion, therefore, that
the most serious health effect of the accident was severe mental stress. The

investigations suggest that this mental stress was short-lived. The highest
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levels of distress were found among those people living within five miles of
Three Mile Island, in families with preschool age children, and the Three Mile
Island workers [TMI79c].
EPILOGUE

Ai the present time, a petition for a review of a Washington D.C. Court of
Appeals order to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission is before the United States
Supreme Court [Su82]. In this petition, the utilities of General Public |
Utilities Corporation are attempting to reverse the Court of Appeals order for
the NRC to consider psychological distress in the general population in
connection with restarting the intact Three Mile Island nuclear power p1anf
Unit No. 1. The Court order was based on hearings on the psychological
distress that occurred in the general population in the area of Three Mile
Islénd and in the nuclear workers duriﬁg the Three Mile Island nuclear accident
in March 1979 (Su82). This situation is an important one for the future of
nuclear energy in the United States. What happened at Three Mile Island on
March 1979 now has significance far beyond the events of the accident, since
the Court of Appeals order would require the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
under thé National Environmental Policy Act (Na70), to consider and evaluate
effects on the psychological health of area residents resu]ting from their
fears concerning the operation of a nuclear power plant, even if the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission determines that the actual risk of the operation of TMI-1]
would not be significant.

If upheld; that Court of Appeals order would also require the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to be faced with psychological distress contentions in
its licensing activities at other nuclear plants. Since fhe decision is based

on the National Environmental Policy Act (Na70), the decision may also be
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~ applied to any other federal agency that undertakes or regulates activities

capable of engendering fear, anxiety or psychological distress among members
of the public. Thus, it could be related to coal mines, to urban housing, to
jails, to low-income housing, to airport noise and to a myriad of similar
situations. |

Finally, if the Court of Appeals decision stands, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission could be faced with psychological distress contentionsAby itinerant
intefvenors in licensing actions at all nuclear power plants in the United
States, regardiess whether the.planfs are safe and regardless whether there is
any basis in fact for the alleged fears or stress ciaimed by any intervenors.
The courts and the attorneys recognize that thfoughout this couhtry, and
particularly surrounding any nuclear power plant, there is an identifiable
segment of the population that fears and distrusts nuclear power. As long as
such personé exist, there wii] inevitably be challenges by resourceful and
energetic antinuclear groups‘throughout the. country alleging anxiety, fears
and psychological distress that is severe and medically recognizable, exactly
a$ the intervenors have done in this matter of restarting the Three Mile
Island nuclear power plant Unit No. 1. Indeed, following the lower court
order of January, 1982, such challenges have already been made by intervenors
in seven different NRC licensing proceedings. One dissenting opinion by.the
judges in the Washington, D.C. Court of Appeals decision was that the Court's
decision would amount not only to a court-imposed paralysis of nuclear power
at Three Mile Island, but potentially elsewhere in the United States and,

perhaps, thkoughout the democracies of the Western World (Su82).



Fabrikant 16

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The author thanks Ms., Diana Morris, Ms. Maureen Morford, Ms. Britta Heise,
and Mrs. Myrtle Foster for help with the manuscript. He is indebted to his
fellow scien?ific members and collaborating researchers of the Behavioral
Effects Task Group of the Public Health and Safety Task Force of the
President's Commission on the Accident at Three Mile Island from whose labors “

and report he has drawn freely in the preparation of this report.



Br80a

Br80b

Do79

Do81

Fa81
F179
Fr73
Gr79

Ho80

Fabrikant 17

'REFERENCES

Bromet E., 1980, PreTiminary Report on the Mental Health of Three Mile

Island Residents, Western Psychiatric Institute and Clinic, May 1980,

Pittsburgh, PA. ‘

Bromet E., 1980, "The Psychological Effects of the Accident at Three
Mile Island," Paper presented at the 13th Annual Meeting of the Society
for Epidemiological Research, June 1980, Minneapolis, MN.

Dohrenwend B. P.,.1979, “"Stressful Life Events and Psychopathology:

Some Issues of Theory and Method," in: Stress and Mental Disorders,

(Edited by J. F. Barrett, R. M. Rose and G. L. Klerman), pp. 1-15,

(New York: Raven Press). |

Dohrenwend B. P., Shrout P. E., Egri G. and Mendelsohn F. S., 1981,
“Measures of Nonspecific Psychological Distress and Other Dimensions of

Psychopathology in the General Population," Arch Gen Psychiat,

reprinted from Gen Psychiat, 1980, 37: 1229-1236.
Fabrikant J. I., 1981, "Health Effects of the Accident at Three Mile
Island," Health Phys 40:151-161.

Flynn C. B., 1979, Three Mile Island Telephone Survey: Preliminary

Report on Procedures and Findings, Mountain West Research, Inc.

Frank J. D., 1973, Persuasion and Hea]ing,'(Baltimore, MD: John Hopkins

University Press).

Groves R. M. and Kahn R. L., 1979, Surveys by Telephone, (New York:
Academic Press). |
Houts P. S., Miller R. W., Tokuhata G. K. and Ham K. S., 1980, Health-

Related Behavioral Impact of the Three Mile Island Nuclear Incident,

Report submitted to the TMI Advisory Panel on Health Research Studies

of the Pennsylvania Department of Health, April 1980, Harrisburg, PA.



Ka8la

Ka81b

Li80

Lu77

Na70

NRC79a

NRC79b

NRC79c

Fabrikant 18

Kasl S. V., Chrisholm R. F. and Eskenazi B., 1981, "The Impact of the
Accident at Three Mile Island on the Behavior and Well-Being of Nuclear
Workers. Part I: Perceptions and Evaluations, Behavioral Responses,

and Work-Related Attitudes and Feelings,” Am J Public Health 71:472-483.

Kasl S. V., Chisholm R. F. and Eskenazi B., 1982, "The Impact of the
Accident at the Three Mile Island on the Behavior and Well-Being of
Nuclear Workers, Part II: Job Tension, Psychophysiological Symptoms,

and Indices of Distress," Am J Public Health 71:484-495,

Link B. and Dohrenwend B. P., 1980, "Formulation of Hypotheses about
the True Prevalence of Demoralization in the United States," in:

Mental Illness in the United States: Epidemiological Estimates, (Edited

by B. P. Dohrenwend, B. S. Dohrenwend, M. S. Gould, B. Link, R.
Neugebauer, R. Wunch-Hitzeg), pp. 114-126, (New York: Praeger).

Lucas W. and Adams W., 1977, An Assessment of Telephone Survey Methods,

(Santa Monica, CA: The Rand Corporation).
National Environmental Policy Act, Public Law 91-190, 42 United States
Congress, para. 4321 et seq., Washington, D.C., January 1, 1970.

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 1979, Investigation into the March 28,

1979, Three'Mile Island Accident by Office of Inspection and

Enforcement, NUREG-0600, (Washington, DC: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Commission).

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 1979, Title List, Publicly Available

Documents, Three Mile Island Unit 2, Docket 50-320, NUREG-0568, 2

(Washington, DC: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission).

Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 1979, Three Mile Island: A report to

the Commission and to the Public, Edited by M. Rogovin and G. T.

Frampton, Jr., (Washington, DC: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission).



NRC80

Su82

TMI79a

TMI7Sb

TMI79c

Fabrikant 19

National Research Council, 1980, The Effects of Populations of Exposure

to Low Levels of lonizing Radiation, Report of the Committee on the

Biological Effects of Ionizing Radiation, BEIR III (Washington, DC:
National Academy of Sciences).

Petition for a Writ of Certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit, .in the United States Supreme
Court, October Term, 1981, Washington, D.C., July 1, 1982.

President's Commission on the Accident at Three Mile Island, 1979, The

Need for Change: The Legacy of TMI, Report of The President's

Commission on the Accident at Three Mile Island, (Washington, DC: U.S.

Government Printing Office).
President's Commission oh the Accident at Three Mile Island, 1979,

Staff Reports to The President's Commission on the Accident at Three

Mile Island, Reports of the Public Health and Safety Task Force,

(Edited by J. 1. Fabrikant), No. 423 pp, (Washington, DC: U.S.
Government Printing Office).

Dohrenwend B. E., Dohrenweﬁd B. S., Fabrikant J. I., Kasl S. V; and
Warheit G. J., 1979, "Report of the Public Health and Safety Task Force

on Behavioral Effects,” in: Reports of the Public Health and Safety

Task Force, Staff Reports to The President's Commission on the Accident

at Three Mile Island, (Edited by J. I. Fabrikant), pp. 257-309,

(Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office).



#

st

This report was done with support.from the
Department of Energy. Any conclusions or opinions
expressed in this report represent solely those of the
author(s) and not necessarily those of The Regents of
the University of California, the Lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory or the Departmeént of Energy.

Reference to a company or product name does
not imply approval or recommendation of the
product by the University of California or the U.S.
Department of Energy to the exclusion of others that
may be suitable. i .




s
v

TECHNICAL INFORMATION DEPARTMENT -

LAWRENCE BERKELEY LABORATORY
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720

T e

i sl

[P -




