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b[02/}gg] d_ C3ATTH: Mr. Ramon Itall
Uranium Recovery Field Office usNac

$$[[@P.O. Box 25352
Denver, Colorado 80225

|

Dear Mr. Itall

In the Matt f ) Docket No. 40-1341
Tennessee Valley Authority )

EDGEMONT DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT - SOURCE MATERIAL LICENSE SUA-816 ERRATA SHEET

TVA submitted by letter dated September 21, 1992 four copies each of:

1. Evaluation of the Edgemont Uranium Tallings Disposal Site Reclamation, and

2. Technical Specifications for Modifications to the Edgemont Uranium
Tailings Disposal Site Reclamation.

Section 2.3, Table 2.1(page 5) of TVA's Evaluation of the Edgemont Uranium
Tailing Disposal Site Reclamation contained an error. Enclosed are four
corrected copies of page 5. Please insert the corrected page 5 into the
manual. We apologize for any inconvenience the error may have caused.

If you have any questions or if we can be of any assistance, please telephone
Percy J. Hammons at (615) 751-2736.
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Mark o J3urzy i

;
Manager
Nuclear Licensing and Regulatory Affairs
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2) a flattened (stable) cover with riprapped 5.ide slopes. Both alternatives require enlarged

peripheral runoff chanacts and modified riprap. The incremental cost to effect Alternative 1 is

approximately $3,500,000, while Alternative 2 would cost approximately $3,000,000. A

detailed description of procedures, calculations, and surface configurations used in the cost

analysis is presented in Appendix D. Table 2.1 compares the costs that TVA would incur under

the reclamation alternatives described above.

Table 2.1

Description As-Proposed Alternative 1 . Alternative 2

(1/2 PMP) (PMP) (PMP)-

Southeast channel 63,774 494,370 494,370

p Southwest channel 663,850 663,850

V
North channel 58,394 188,152 188,152

Surface Modi 0 cation 1,702,000 1,237,300

Total (w/15 % $140,493 $3,505,628 $2,971,223

contingency)

2.4 Discussion

P

TVA believes that redesign and retrofit of the site to be stable under the revised full PMP flows

is not warranted for the following reasons:

* The most critical portion of the reclaimed tailings basin, the as-ouilt tailings-

cover, is stable under full PMP flows.
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