2% -
Tvos, C° . 9 , 1973
3900 Ca..ion Tl.
Oklahoma City, Okla 73112

Atomic Energy Commission
Washington D.C.

Gontlemen:

Since the writing of our letter of October 1, 1973 we have roviewed

the ABC Public Records at tre FPublic Library, Guthrie, Okla. Ve
commend you for the excellent attitude of candor ond onenness that this
concept rapresents. It is appropriate affirmatitive action in re-
spect to the public right to have access to the relevent facts, We
were also imnressed with the directness and thoroughness of the AEC
inspection reports of the Cimarron foeility and the related AEG cor-.
respondence with the Kerr-licGee Corp.

. -

As a consecuence of this review, we offer the following additional
coomentary:

1, %We ere furious becoruse lr Finn end lir Ridgewav verbelly gave us
a public-relations type picture of a well conducted operation at
Cimarron; one that held no unusual safty hazords for the employees.
This is in sharp contrast to the gencral conditions that they re-
ported in their inspection of the Cimarron Plant on June 18-22, 1973.
In that renort we noted seven new violations, three significont now
probleme and comuent that six previously renorted violations wors
still unresolved. Further, on »age €, under lanagement Interview
it reoods: "... The inspecctor discussed the violations., He =stated
that nost of the violations indicated e lack of concern for follow-
ing procedures ond postoed limits end also an absence of management
audit of performonce of employees and enforcing compliance with
the procedures.”

The previous iwmspection roports also cite various failures in
procodures and docummtation, as well as soveral fires (ilarch §
1973 and October 1€, 1972) and seveoral excessive orposures of
employees, (iiarch 5, 1973 and Nov.ll, 1972.)

T™is situation seems to typlify the conflict that some of your
peraonnel have between telling the public the unvarnished truth
and promoting nuclear power. 'hile their inspection reports were
eondid about the safety conditions, they vercally seemed to be
pro 3cting Kerr-licGeo.

2. The content of the news story to Jim Reid of the Daily Cklahomcn
of 3ept. 29, 1973 by your Chicago offico is mislezding. It rcads
yee "Kerr licGoe Corp. has received a clean bill of health from
the Atomic "mergy Comm. following an investigation of & minor
lea) of nuclear material ot its Cimarron fecility."” While this
is probably lir. Reid's reasonable conclusion, based on vhat he
was told, it le:ves an overall impression that does not correlate
well with the generzl conditions outlined in your June inspection
roport. The fact that some violetions were involved was buried
at the end of the stéry, thorefore, the lead linc will tend to
praveil. Thet is slantad news.
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Purther, the story L cuted that the plutonion ~*epaPe vaste had
a lov Level cf vadiosvieivites That seoms to con iet with verbal
ALG renorts to ucs ther ie over 100,000 dpm. Parthar the story

cotezoricelly conflicts with tho inspoction report of June 18-22,
1973, page 17,C. "ligher concentrations are gsolidified for dis-

posal through a 1iesnsed waste disposal sgeney." (Low level liguid
westes being disnosed via holding ranks, evaporation ponds, lagoons

end the Cinmarron Rivor.)

Elsevhers in the story, confusion is again crested by ziving the
right enswer to the wrong problem. Ve wero_well aware that the
nass of plutemium in the 55 -gzllon drum was SO small that it .could - .
not go critical. We resont that type of smoke screon news, or to
sugizest that the overall topic of criticnlity at the plent is not
goImano. For cxomple, your inspection renorts document inadouate
spacing of "milk arums" (critieality) and inadsquate shioldi :
seperation to rinimize neutrod action. Further, on the overall
subjoct of aecidontal nuclesr eriticallity vs design features to
prevent it, the larch 12, 1972 1letter (IT3-01h) from the Director=
ate of Licensing to Kerr llcGae states: "You osroperly point out
that the probobility of a criticality incident is effectively min-
fwized by deosign features snd apnropriate procedures, lowsver 8
eriticality incidont is ereditable. /e therefors reouost Shat

the consecenences of eriticeality be wore thoroughly and ouantitately

analyzed.."

Consecvently, in view of your Aocunented reports o. Kerr-licGee's
inability to write cnd onforco edacuate oparating procedures, or
to ussuraxthe reoasoncbly constant svailebility of o rad’ - tion
physicist, our foith is a 1ittle streined in rcspect to not having

s oritic:lity acecidont. TFurthor, there is no compeling evideonco
that ths design commetency will be bopber than the operational

compectoncye.

Further, the story infers the trivizl naturc of record leeping
problema, however; the license ond inspection reports scem to in-
diccte thet the maintenance of aceurate data at the glove boxos

and the accountability of ficsionadlo moteriol ore significont. In
view of the iincredibly corc’negenic nature ofplutonium, it would
seom that precise accountability wouid be highly impo-tant,

Again, we do not find the statement "... But as long ac the contat=-
jnation is contained on the plant site there is no denger," to be
accepteble, I igh winds and cloudbursts do no respect ploent fencers
and may coarry aw.ay some plutonium wuste. Gone With the Yind may
apnply to the population as w01l as the plutonium. From a long
range cumulative aspect, which is the only rational way to view so
ineredibly dengorous and long persistence material, any emission
must bo viewed with alarm. A 99.99 4 containment of plutonium, for

example, would be cuite unacceptable.

3, We conclude, from the above, that the public's right to Xnow the
facts would be better served il news rolsases were prepored in

Okluhoma bas>d on the AZDC public records.
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3.

We: note a serious conesptual oversight In liecense raouiremoents for

the technicel staff, i.,e. rodundancy or readily availa le qualified
back-up for key technical personel when attripion occurs, Attrit-
jon is particularly inherent in the cmployment of highly educatod
and skilled personnel,

S. Another concaptual oversight in staffing policy wes not anticipating
thc possibility of labor-relations problems and consecuently not
having sufficient depth in technical supervision to maintian both
production and safety with management-types; of inexperienced workers
as production personnel.

6., Another concopt that you need to considar is one that has beon
found to be valid in many industries, That the foreman is the key
to effective occupational safety. He must be strong enough to in-
sist on either safe production or no production, no production=-
no pay. This means that the foreman must be ecually competent in
production, cafety and human / labor-mancgement relations. Since
the foremon represents managemont, it is cbsolutely essential that
managewent policy and practices be conducive to good labor-manzgo-
ment relations, Further, vhen an cnlizhtened nolicy prevails,
enother positive force may appear-- a gocd union will chastise its
own mombsrs for violations of safety rules,

In view of the problem in safety, attrition and labor relations,
es documanted in the public records, we conclude that there is a
couse-offeel relationship botwoon management's labor policies
and the safety record. This therefore raises doubis as to llerr
leGee's cbility to understand and cope with the cormplex mix of
requirements and performance stipulated by the plutonium License,

7. 4o were cpralled by the many violations and personnel exposures
documiented in your roports. In view of the over-exnosures to
plutonium, wo conclude that some of the workers will die, possibly
5 to 15 years hence. It is a shame that peonle so often have %o
ba protacted from those charged to protect them,

v. It has ncu becomo sc very obvious why we recilved the telephone
czlls from the anonymous workers at the plutonium plant. Incida:nt
after incident- renort zfter report- words after words, and no
improvement occured. Apparently it was "no big deel" to manage=-
ment. In view of all of the forogoing, the workers called us out
of concern, frustretion , and a feeling of powerleasness,

9, 1In would apposr, in spite of its inspeciion revorts, the AEC has
indulged Xerr lcGee management,shenang FThat it has not yet cormand-
ed the adocuate attention of their top managoment,

10. The plutonium lic mns> was issuved on Anril 2, 1970, however as
indicated by public rocords, the AEC Directorate of licensing,
in their letter of lay 12, 1973, is still trying to obtain responses
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frou Lerr-licieo relativa to various aspect of the Znvircmontal
Irppact Statoment., Since the Fublic Record contai:a no ™ rther
information, we assume that the Directorate could not ye: have
reached a decision beccuse to have done so would dony the publie
the facts upon which such a decision would have to be basad,

Thersis evidence, in tho Public Records, of the patent lack of
good faith on the part of Kerr licGee in respect to the public's
right to know the facts, It appears that Kerr !icGee did not want
to be a "Good Neighbor" in the community in that it wished to
conceal from the pudblic that it was menufacturing a highly, car-
cinogonic and persistent matericl. TFor oxample, in their letter
of 4April 17, 1973 to the AEC Directorate of Licensing; {first
paragraph.... "lowsver, wo believe that some of the information
reguested shcvld not be included in the envirionmental report, and
request your ~onsid-:retion of our proposal te omit the items discusse
ed below from our submittal. Th: items of informat on which Korr
MecGeo objects to haviig included in the enviromental report are
those items indicated by the following listed questions of your
letter of lMarch 12:

les Purnose of Macility

1. WYhatee.o
2. Do you have ...
30 What would be ther,..

2. '"he Site ( b) Local enviromsntal sccaptance

l. 4hat has been donc in public relations to gain the accept-
., ance of a plutonium plant in the rg zion?

2. Heove there been any locol groups actively supporting or
rejocting the concept of a plutonium plant?

3. Have you held any public mecetings or hesrings for the
purpose of discussing the plant activities?

7. Alternatives (a) and(b)

1. Discuss the consequences of shutting plent down.
2, Dbscuss the inpact of..css

3. Discucsion for....

forin~miry 4n an enviromsntsl study. 'The information eolicited
1111 not contribute significintly to a better understanding of

the enviromental impact of the o»neration of the Cimorron Plutonium
Plant. e rcalize that.... lHowever we would prefer to furnish such
information to the Commission by scparate, private commuiiications
rether than havirg it includsd in a public record. TFlease let ms
know if you concur with cur proncsal to omit the ocnswers to the
above ruestions from the supnlem:ntal information to be submitted.
If zo, we would bo willing to meke the information reruested by these
queut{ons avnilable to tho Bommission if necessary for the Commiss-
ione purposcs.

WOfgo not believe that the above cuestions ure proper subjects
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Goorge D, Parks
Executive Vice President
Kerr HcGee Corpe.

Conseguently, cortrary to the intent of the Calvert-Cliff's
decision (July 23, 1971 Federsl Court of Appeals) to date

the public right-to-know has been abridged. Nore of the
enviromental ;roups have been advised of the existance or the-
dangers of having_ a plutonium plent in their midst, Likewise
the news media ond most key citizens interested in the enviroment
d3d not know. On the othor hond, AEC did not teke eny strong
affimative action to tell the public about the plant, nor was
there any strong nnd effective action to tell the public about
tho Public Records at Guthrie, Ckla., The AEC has been part of
the informection problom, not withstonding the eicellant concept
of rublic records. Consecuontly, had it not been the coincidence
of boing called by the anonymous workers, we ond the publiec would
still be unawarc. This is a completely unacceptable situation.
We rccognize, however that in the ASC letter of Ilay 12, 73,

AEC emphagized that Kerr-licGee must respond.

In view of Kerr lcGee's lack of good faith towerds the community
and 1ts public health, its lack of intorest in plant safety, it
would appoar to be in the public intarest “c rovoke their
plutonimm lie nse, We w.uld hone this c-uld be accomplished
through the established administrotive channels ¢f tho AEC,

Flocse cuvise us of the pertinent details of when and where the
formal nviromentzl Tunart heoring will be held for the Plutonium
Plant at the Cimarron Facilitye.

Thank you . '\7
L

/

9:’77(.. v’/ﬁ 7”’7/\34)
RV T 40 701440

Cj}t}% M~ /an~&a Olcy,

/ > ad 130 €’
it Wi a, of g JOG) Y 1 LURE
Canedravra 1. NaaZom o 9-77- 53
Ci?""&', J%OJ:'

A .
Q3AI303Y



W TT

L R L

- B, Fasse
KerebicGee
In Adealage

Ciriarron Spill
Termed Mineor,
Of Common Type

By Jim Reid

Kerr-McGee Corp. has
received a clean bill of
health from the Atomic
Energy Commission fol-
lowing an investigation of
a minor leak of nuclear
maiterial at its Cimarron
Facility near Crescent,
The Oklahoman learied
Friday.

James Donaghug, a rep-
resertative of the AEC's
Radiclogical and Environ-
mental Protection Branch
in Chicago, said the Aug.
18 incident was "no big
deal."

Donagliue and two other
AEC representatives, K.
1. Ridgeway and John A,
Finn, conducted an inspec-
tion of the Kerr-McGee
plant last week.

Pellet Material Made

The plant mixes en-
riched wranium dioxide
arnd ammonia to form a
powder that 1s compressed
into pellets that go into
juel rods for nuclear reac.
tors used for generating
clectricity.

The operation produces
plutonium nitrate, a nucle-
ar waste material with a
Jow Jevel of radioactivity,
The kquid was.« is mixed
with an pagent that causcs
it 1o solidisy in 55gallon
drums.

After the solidification
process, the drums con-
1aining the plutonium ni-
trate are hauled off by an
AEC-licensed disposal
agent to a Jicensed burial
site,

Waste from the Cimar-
ron Facility is buried at ei-
ther of two AEC instalia-
tions at Sheffieid, 1., or
Moorechead, Ky.
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Contamination Slight

Donaghue said that on
Aug. 18 a small amount ol
the plutonium nitrate
Jeaked from one of the 55-
gallon drums onto the floor
of a small truck where it
was stored prior to burial,

“There had apparently
been a breakdown in the
solidifying agent," he said.

Donaghue said there was
no contamination of plant
workers or of the environ-
ment. The contamination
was contained in a small
area, which was decon-
tanhinated according to
AEC regulations.

“There was no emission
off the site," he said.

In instances of this kind,
Donaghue said, it is not
necessary for the compa-
nv 10 make a report 1o the
AEC. However, the com-
Continued on Page 2, Col. 5

with

Atom Plant Passes Tesi

Continued From Page One
pany is required to docu-
ment the incident, along
decontamination
efforts, for review by AEC
personnel during routine
inspections,

Donaghue said Kerr-
McGee complied with that
rule.

He said leakages and
spills of radioactive matce-
rials are "fairly common"
around such f{acilities as
the Kerr-McGee plant
when containers rupture.

“But as long as the con-
tamination is contained on
the plant site there is no
danger," Donaghue said.

He said 'he Cimarron
Facility has had several
such leaks — or spills —

since it went into operation
in carly 1965.

All of the incidents me
on record in the public
document secction of the
public library at Guthrie,
along with inspection re-
ports, Donaghue said.

Jim Allen, supervisor of
the Chicazo AEC branch,
put tn rest any fears that
the pivtonium nitraic pro-
duced at the Kerr-McGee
plant could cause a nucle-
ar cxplosion.

lle said extra precau-
tions are taken to keep the
nuclear waste in small
containers “'so it won't go
critical."

"We're satisfied that
Kerr-McGee took adequate
precautions in the area

contaminated by th
Jeak," he said. ""Howeve
we are stiil evaluating
information obtained d
in7 the inspection.”

Allen said there
probabiy be a couple of
stances where Kerr-M
Gee did not comply Wi
AEC regulaticn

“These are not related
the leak of Aug. 18, but:
of a record-keeping
ture," he explained.

Jie =aid the viclatio
were miner and not s
ject to penaities.

The maximum {ine fo
serious violation of A
rules is a $3,000 fine, A
said.




Sierra Club

October 9, 1973

Agenda
Oklahoma City Group
Executive Committee

I. Call to order

11. Approval of Agenda

111. Secretary Report and approval of minutes
IV. Treasurer's Report

V. Standing Committee reports

A. Program--K, Sohler

B. Mini-Outings--L. Humphrey
C. Membership--P. Hurst

D. Publicity

E. Conservation--See vVill

v1..01d business
A. Red Rock Canyon survey--Mike Bowen

vi1. New Business
A. Elections--W. Jonnings
B.
| C.

| Vvil1. Conservation
A. Pluténium Plant--1. Youngheim
B. Public Service Company hearing--1. Young!: :*m
C. Stripmining bill S. 425--W, Jennings
D.
E.

1%, Conclusions and Comments--w. Jennincs
A. Time place and date of next meeting
i e
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