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ATTEWNRIONIN MR NAROLD PRICE

MG NO, 836

IN VIEV OF URGENCY OF LETTER MAILED YOU LAST WEEK AND YOUR ADVICE
THAT 2T HAS NOT BEEN RECLIVED, WE SEND FOLLOWING TWX CONFIRMING
LETTER FOLLOWS..

QOTE

WHYEN KERR-MCCEE FIRST EMBARKED ON THE PLANNING STAGES FOR TME EASTERN
OKLAMOMA PLANT /THE SEQUOYAM PLANT/ FOR THE CONVERSION OF NATURAL
URANTUM ORE CONCENTRATES TO UF6, MUCH TWOUGHT WAS GIVEN TO THE
SAFEST, MOST RELIABLE AND MOST ECONOMICAL MANNER OF DISPOSING OF TVE
RADIOACTIVE WASTE FROM THE PLANT,

OUR CONCLUSION IN 1967, WHICH I UNDERSTAND WAS CONCURRED WITW
INFORMALLY BY TVE AEC LICENSING PEOPLE AT THE TIME, WAS THAT BY FAR
T™E SAFEST AND MOST AESTHETICALLY ACCEPTABLE METNOD WAS DEEP WELL
DISPOSAL, PROVIDED TWE SUBSURFACE STRUCTURE UNDERLYING TME SITE WOULD
ACCEPT AND RETAIN THE WASTE. WE PROCEEDED ON THIS APPROACY AFTER
MAVING SATISFIED OURSELVES TWAT THE SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS WERL

CELLENT FOR TH1S PURPOSE.
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ON SEPTEMBER 23, 1969, IN THE APPLICATION FOR A LICENSE FOR THE
OPERATION OF OUR PLANT, WE REQUESTED APPROVAL FOR USE OF OUR DEEP
WELL DISPOSAL OF OUR LIQUID WASTE MATERIAL. I WILL NOT BURDEN YOU
.'ﬁ DETAILS OF THE CORRESPONDENCE WHICH FOLLOWED SINCE THEY ARL
ASMTTER OF RECORD IN YOUR OFFICK. THE NET RESULT, WOWEVER, WAS THAT
WKEN WE MECKIVED OUR LICENSK ON FEBRUARY 80, 1970, THE AEC IMPOSED &
CONBITHON SAYING. .*TH15 LICENSE DOES NOT/AUTHORIZE TVE BISPOSAL OF

u 'k CONTATNING RADIOJCTIVE CONSTITUENTS BY INJECTION INTC
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NCE ALL OF OUR STUDIES AND INVESTIGATIONS TO DATE MAVE contliiﬁﬁ;jann'
2 MENGTHENED OUR ORIGINAL CONVICTION TWAT DELP WELL DISPOSAL AT SEQUOYAW
" 15 FAR SUPERIOR FROV ALL STANDPOINTS TO ANY OTHER PROCIDURE, WE PREPARED
 AND SUBMITTED TO TVE COMMISSION ON APRIL 10, 1970, A COMPREVENSIVE ANAL=:
B ¥S15 AND SAFETY ASSESSVENT OF TNE DEEF WELL METHOD OF RADIOACTIVE DISPOSA
AMD REQUESTED THAT OUR LICENSE BE AMENDED TO AUTHORIZE USE OF THME WELL.

Y WE ARE CONVINCED TWAT TME INFORMATION WE VAVE SUBNMITTED WILL, WHEN
' CAREFULLY EVALUATED, DEMONSTRATE BEYOND AMY REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE
DEEP WELL DISPOSAL AS PROPOSED AY US WILL 10T RLSULT IN EITHER CMEMICAL
& OR RADIOACTIVE POLLUTION OF THE SURFACE OR UASBLE SUBSURFACE LAND AND
! WATER, AND THAT WE WILL LVENTUALLY GIT APFROVAL FOR USE OF TME WELL.

ki DURING THE MONTY SINCE WE SUBMITTED THIS REQUEST, WE WAVE INITIATED SEV-

| ERAL TELEPMONE DISCUSSTONS WITH PEOPLE IN YOUR MATERIALS LICENSING DIVe |
110N AND MAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO GET ANY FEELING AS TO WMEN WE COULD START

| THE SUNSTANTIVL DISCUSSIONS WYICH COULD LEAD TO A POSITIVE RESOLUTION OF .

THE PROBLEM, 11
ﬂ
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JE REALIZE THAT TFE WMOLE PROBLEM OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONTANINATICN, IN-
' ' GLUDING TME USE OF DEEP WELLS FOR DISPOsAL OF ANY TYFL OF WASTE, IS A
MATTER OF GREAT CONCERN IN WASHINGTON AND ELSIWMERE IN TWE COUNTRY, INCLE

ING OUR OUN STATE. WE ARE ALSC AWARE THAT THE AEC VUST OBTAIN ADVICE |
AND COUMSEL FROM OTHER AGENCIEZS, SUCH AS TVE USGS, WAVING SPECIFIC Ex- '
PERTISE IN DIFFERENT AREAS OF TVE ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEM, WE RECOQNIZE |
it TIAT SUCH REVIEW TAKES SOME TIME. WMOWEVER, VE DO MEED AN EARLY RESO~
 LUTION TO TMIS PROBLEM. TINMING 15 EXTREMELY IMPORTANT TO US. OUR PLANT
WAS DESTGNED A/'D BUILT Ou THE ASSUMPTION TMAT OUR WASTE COULD BE DISPOSED
OF IN THE DEEP WELL, AND TME RETENTION BASINS WERE ONLY FOR SMORT TZRM
EMERGENCY USE WWEN AND IF THE WELL BECAME TEMPORARILY INOPERATIVE. EVEN
IN THIS CASE, TME MATIRTAL TEMPORARILY STORED IN TYZ BASING WOULD BE
PUNPED INTO THE WELL AS SOON AS 1T WAS RETURNED T0 OPERATION,
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& _.l NOU FIND OURSELVES FACED WITH A SITUATION WMERE WE MUST USE THE TEM=

FAR SUPERIOR TO TVE ALTERNATIVES AT TMIS PLANT.

\‘J &y S

PORARY RETENTION BASINS IN ROUTINE OPERATIONS. THIS RAISES SERIOUS PﬂOBP.
LEMS. THE CAPACITY OF OUR BASINS I35 LIMITED AND, UNLESS WE GET RELIEF
VERY QUICKLY, WE WILL BE FORCED TO CONSTRUCT ADDITIONAL RETENTION BASINS.
EVEN IF THIS COULD BE DONE IN TIME TO PREVENT SHUTDOWN, IT NOT. ONLY ADDS
GREATLY TO OUR CAPITAL EXPENDITURES, IT ALSO TINDS TO DESTROY THE
AESTMIETIC QUALITY OF AN OTMERWISE BEAUTIFUL SECTION OF OUR STATE. 1IF, 8
WE ARE FIRMLY CONVINCED, THE AEC EVENTUALLY AGREES TO ALLOW US TO USE THE
WELL, ADDITIONAL BASINS WILL NOT BE NEEDED. ON THE OTHER FAND, 1F THE AE
MAKES A POSITIVE DECISION THMAT THL WELL IS NOT ACCEPTABLE, WE WOULD LIKE
TO CAREFULLY PLAM OUR FUTURE LONG RANGE DISPOSAL, GIVING FULL CONSIDER=

ATION NOT ONLY TO RETENTION BASINS BUT TO ALTERNATIVES.

IN REACNING THE DECISION TO USE TWE DEEP WELL FOR WASTE DISPOSAL, WE GAVE

COMPREMENSIVE COMSIDERATION TO AL.ERNATIVE METHMODS BEFORE REJECTING THMEIR
USE AT TME PLANT. IN "OIL COUNTRY®™ 3UCH AS OKLAMOMA, THE PUBLIC
GEMERALLY ASSO0CIATES PONDING WITYH FPOTENTIAL POLLUTION DUEZ TO SOME POORLY
OPERATED PONDS DURING EARLY OIL FIELD MISTORY, AND THEY, LIKEWISE,
ASSOCIATE DEEP WELL DISPOSAL WITHM EFFICIENT, SAFE WASTE DISPOSAL BASED

ON SOME 25 YEARS\ EXPERIENCE WITH SAFE DISPOSAL OF CONCENTRATED BRINES

IN THME MID=CONTINENT AREA. WE BELIVE THME SUBSURFACE DATA, INCLUDING
THE GEOLOGICAL INTERPRETATION, GEONYDROLOGY INTERPRETATION, WELL DESIGN

AND TESTING PROCEDURES, CORE ANALYSIS, AND OTHMER PERTINENT INFORMATION

TRANSMITTED TO TME COMMISSION SETS FORTH AN IDEAL SITUATION FOR TMIS
METHOD OF DISPO5SAL. TFURTHER, OUR COMPANY YAS MAD LONG EXPERIENCI WITH
SUBSURFACE DISPOSAL OF CONCINTRATED BRINEZ, AS WELL A5 CONTROLLED
SUBSURFACE INJECTION IN WATER FLOODING OPERATIONS, AND THE CONSEQUENT
DIPERTISE AND CONFIDENCE THMAT GROWS FROM THIS LONG EXPERIENCE, NO DOUBT,
ADDS TO THE BASIS OF OUR DEEP COMVICTIOM TWMAT THME DEEF WELL DISPOSAL IS
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Re the letter from Mr. Parks of Kerr-McGee,
has any action been taken to put it in the
Public Document. Room?

————

In your conversation with Mr. Parks on

5/13, he had no objection to the letter
being put in the PDR - said it was just an
error that the letter was marked Confiden-
tial - he wanted to be sure it got to you
first. The confirmation copy is not

marked confidential.



