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From: Lisa
1/26/87

Last week, he had a Furley meeting but I just now got a chance to 
give you an idea of some of the things that were mentioned. They 
(EPA) discussed some of the accomplishments in cleaning up the site. 
E-l pond is now sealed and covered with clay and top soil and they 
also put in an additional well at BE-7 site to start pumping. Then 
NIES discussed the groundwater contamination cleanup. This is 
some of the information:

on site off-site
Jan. 86 1,091 PPB total volátiles Jan. 86 All PPB total
Jan. 87 608 PPB total volátiles Jan, 87 339 PPB total
Dec. 85 1,182 PPB Dec. 85 401 PPB
Dec. 86 636 PPB Dec. 86 336 PPB

As you can see, the levels are gradually being reduced.

There were complaints about odors from the plant, bur EPA said that 
one of the. complaints over sulfur odor was not from NIES site. They 
said this odor could be coming from nearby oil wells. F.I'A said that 
they had no data that it is coming from NIES - but they have not done 
any recent studies on air. The state reported that unofficially they 
had detected odors from 1 1 / 2  miles away.

Sharilyn Dienst started the NIES spokesman by asking about the company 
considering re-opening their storage facility for comme-rcinl purposes. 
The company spokesman said that several companies in Wichita had been 
in touch with them regarding using their storage facility, lie said 
that nothing in the closure order at NIES procludes them from using 
the storage facility. They also said that under RCRA they have full 
storage and treatment permit under Part A application. It would have 
to be approved by EPA and KDHE but it has not been presented to them 
yet. You should have noticed in the clippings that Attorney General 
Stephen immediately sent a letter to KDHF, telling thorn that he wants 
the state to not allow NIES to reopen the storage facility. I believe 
that we need to do something similar.

In addition, EPA is considering a new list that NIES sent to them 
on ACL*s. Currently, NIES wants to drop 48 ACL chemicals from the 
CXRCLA/RCRA orders and they say they have met the composite ACL’s 
on the other chemicals. What this means is that if F.PA approves 
this without amending the order 1. it may violate, the law 
2. NIES would probably only have to clean up for anoLher 2 years 
and then would have no further action to take by law. 3. EPA 
would be ignoring the A-Zone Acquifer which is the uppermost 
acquifer and most contaminated, EPA has always recognized A-tone 
as uppermost and the most important to clean up.

The whole idea of ACL's is unacceptable to me. However, from a



p. Z
company practical standpoint, it is clear that the company can probably 
never clean up the site completely and they wish to set some time limit 
on how long they are mandated to clean the site and by eliminating 
some of the chemicals they don't have as much to clean up. However, 
the potential that some of these chemicals may be very hazardous is 
there and they would not be further regulated and the acquifer would 
be allowed to be contaminated.

In addition, the idea of reopening the site even for limited activities 
such as storing hazardous wastes in drums on site is unbelievable.
It is contradictory to try to clean up the damage they have done 
to the area on one hand but to reopen storage facilities could in 
fact create potentially more contamination. I definitely think 
we need to take a strong stand on this.

FYI, the company has also purchased more land from nearby residents. 
What this means is that they will not be as conscientious.

I need to review further information at this time, but Steph probably 
feels the same way I do on reopening the site (despite the fact that 
this idea has not been officially proposed yet).


