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NOTE TO FILES

KERR 'ICGEE SEQUOYAH UF6 PLANT S110WCAUSE STATEMENT

Because of the lack of interpretable environmental sampling data with
respect to flouride levels in air and vegetation samples, Mr. W. J.
Shelley, of Kerr-McGee was called on January 13, 1972, and requested
to furnished the following data as quickly as possible, hopefully by
Monday, January 17, 1972.

1. Fluoride analyses of grass samples with results
expressed as ppm (dry weight basis) for two
samples taken at each of the following five
locations: (a) at the plant exclusion area
(fence) boundary on the four sides of the plant
at a point closest to the regular sampling
stations; (b) at each of the four regular
sampling stations outside the exclusion area;
and (c) at 1000 feet beyond each of the sampling
stations and the site boundary and 1000 feet beyond
that point. Where the site boundary may be several
thousand feet beyond the regular sampling station,
duplicate samples taken at intervals of 1000 feet
vould be sufficient.

Plant exclusion area _ _ sample stationj site boundary 100077__j __

fect g _ _ 1000 feet j

This would require a total of 40 samples; 2 samples at each of 5 points in 4
different directions.

2. The type of vegetation that made up the samples covered
in the existing report along with a description of the
samnling method and analysis procedures used.

3. The rate or quantity of oxides of nitrogen released in
the gaseous effluents.
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4. Explain the reason for the trend in nitrate icvels to I

increase in well nos. 1, 2, and 5 in Tabic IV (ttr.
Shelley explained that the wells weren't scaled between
sampling times and surface water containing nitrates
f -- fertilizer ran into the wells. The wells are now
all capped.).

Based on what we could interpret from the fluorido data already submitted,
!!r. Shelley was advised that it would be prudent for Kerr-McGee to restrict
any grazing of the sito until the new environmental sampling data for
fluorides could be evaluated.

?!r. Shelley was cooperative and said he would get the data as noon an ponsible.

< /-

/;.

Cecil R. Huchanan
Assistant Chief
ttaterials Branch
Division of !!atet tain
Lt enuing
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MPrE TO FILES

usan-acess saquutan vr6 Famr suouciuss sTArmarr

Seeense of the lask of interpretable sowireemental aanpling data with
respost to f1suride levels in air and vegetation semples, Mr. W. J.13, 1972, and regenstedshelley, of Earrateges was enlied on Jammary
to fusaiehad the fe11eving data as quiekly as possible, hopefully by
W . Jammary 17, 1972.

1. Fleeride aanlysee of games samples with resulte
empressed as pga (dry weight basis) for two
semples tahm at esek of the fellmetag five 1

leastiaans (a) at the plant emelmassa ares
(fense) boundary on the four oldes of the plant
at a point a1-t to the regnier sampling
statisang (b) at seek of the four regular
semplias statismo ausside the easiastsa ares
and (a) at 1000 feet beyond eneh of the sempling
stattees and the site boundary'and 1000 feet beyond
that potat. Whees the ette boundary may be several
thousand feet beyond the regular sempling statism,
duplicate semples taham at intervals of 1000 feet

;

would be omfficient.

Piset emolusion ares g semple staties g _ este bo m dery 100 g

fest g 1000 feet g
i

This would require a total of 40 esoples: 2 semples at seek of 5 potete in 4 i

different directimes.

2. The type of vegetatise that made up the semples severed
in the esisting report a1ses with a descripties of the
sampling method and amm1pete ,r "_1.; used.

3. The rate et questity of entdee of nitrogen reta==ad in
the geocene effisante.
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4. Explaim the reason for the trend la nitrate levels to
increase in well mee. 1, 2, and 5 in Table IV (Mr.
Shelley emplatsed that the walls weren't sealed between
sampling times and surface water somtsintas attrates
from fertiliser ran into the wells. The wells are new
all espped.).

Based on what we could interpret from the fluoride data already submitted,
Mr. Sha11my was advised that it would be prudent for Eart-McGee to restrict
any grazing of the site until the new environmental sampling data for
fluoridas could be evaluated.

Mr. Shelley was cooperative and said he would get the data as soon as poselble.

Cecil R. Buchanas
Assistaat Chief
Materials Branch
Divistem of Materials
Licenning

St. Br. Dist.
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