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. By what ure or a2uthority did AEC nove into Enivstok at
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the time we (AZC) went into

Answer: On July 18, 1937, (E.0. 9785) the military governzent a2t .
Eniwetok and Bikdni was transferred tc DOD for administration
by ‘the Havy. E.0. 9765 was revoked on Jun= 29, 1931, and
Jurisdiction was transferred to the Departzent of Interior
effective July 1, 1951, by E.0. 10255.

R0 apparantly bazan the Bikini testing in 1946 wnder authority-
of the military goverraent then in charge. Tae Enivetok testing
apparently began under DOD jurisdiction (Favy Administration) in
194T or 1948.

Question 2. What were the conditions of transfer of Enivetok to whonever
A¥C's successor was?

Answer: On July 1, 1955, the AEC and the DID were testilng on Zniw:
under a written p2rmit from the Departrment of Interior to DOD

(AEC and Interior agread to exscute no formal occusancy agree-
ment). On Dacember 23, 1955, an Interagency land agresment
oetween the Degartiment of Interior and Navy gave AZC official
occuzancy rights Ttut did not specify ARC rignts and duties.
Threrefora, on Jure 30, 1660, a contract was entered baiwaen AIC
and TOD by whicnh Zniwstok was transferred to the Favy. Urdsr
terns of this azresmeni, Navy accepted a2ll property intarasts
of AEC; the MNavy was to dispose of its prosarty loaned to AEC;
ATC agreed to provids pariodic Rad-sale surveys at Iavyts
expense (the ilavy ra2y have contracted with the AEZC primes con-
tractor, Holmes and larver, Tor this work). There is no nmeniion
or clean-un reswonsidbility, bvut Tavy's resconsibility for
contaniaaticr survey indicates its ressonsinility for clazn-up
afver tha ARC transier of Dnivetok.
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_ Answer: ‘Tne above history ol Bikin
if any, contractual obligation
expenses and no public pressures which would coxnpel it to do so.

Today the contract terms would determine vhether or not AEC would

fund a clean-up. As to the physical cleen-up, it would appear

froa recent situzations such as Weldon Spring rairinate pits and

Lake Ontzrio Ordnance Works that AEC would bz responsinle ifor

taking action to perform clezn-up if AEC had besn 2 principzl

contrivutor to or czuse of the contanination,absent any con-
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tractuzl transfer of this responsivility to a licenses or oihe
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and Enivetoh‘dicates AEC had Tew,
ns to perform clean-wp at ils own
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