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Mz. Pete J. Gaccia, Jr.
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. Region 1V
- Ucanium Recovery FPield Office
Post Office Box 25325
Denver, CO 80225

Re: UNC Mining and Milling
Church Rock Reclamation Plan

aﬂt- .e 04.0.!...0..000.
.k“o frlii a0 LN ]
cunt; Fee Cate cryy).l.’-?.‘.t&.
Typo ol Fee Ay 3

Date Check Rec'd. '?/ d) 2

Received By, . . Lo

Dear Mr. Garccla:

UNC Mining and Milling, a Division of United Nuclear

» Corpocation, hereby submits its Reclamatfon Plan and {ts

o Geohydrologic Report for the Church Rock uranium mill and
tailings disposal facility. The Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion's ceassecrtion of authority over the New Mexico licensing
program and thus the Church Rock facility source materials
license is currently the subject of litigation in the United
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in Uranium
Environmental Subconnittee v. United States Nuclear Requla-
tot COnnIssian. oA, 86~ 9. By submitting this plan,
UNC MInlng a&?’ﬂllllng ezpresaly does not walve any claims ot
arguments available 'to it regarding the propriety of the Com-
mission's reassertion of authority over the New Mexico
licensing program pending a final determination by the Court
of Appeals.

The Church Rock Reclamation Plan and the Geohydrologic
Report are the culmination of nine months of study by Canonie

S Environmental Services Cotporation. The plan sets forth
223 those reclamation activities which, in the judgment of
cé“ Canonie and URC Mining and M{lling, are appropriate for
22 conditions at the Church Rock facility, protect human health
oo and the environment, and are consistent with the provisions
>x of Appendix A to 10 C.F.R. Part 40. More gpecifically, the
o= plan provides for interim reclamation measures, including the
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dewatering of Borrow Pit No. 2 and the spraying of the neu-
tralized water onto tailings to assist in evaporation and
dust control; collection and placement of windblown materials
on the tailings disposal area; and regrading, contouring,
placenent of an interim soil cover, and trevegetation of the
tailings disposal area to reduce ponding of precipitation,
radon emanation, and dusting. The plan provides for an
interim monitoring period to determine the effectiveness of
the intecrim stabilization mitigation measures, and to confirm
and/or modify the final tailings disposal area cover design
based upon actual data obtained during the post-interim rec-
lamation period. Final reclamation will include modification
of the site drainage facilities, including Pipeline Arroyo,
to enable them to pass the Probable Maximuam Flood; and place-
ment of a final tailings disposal area cover designed to sta-
bilize the area for 1,000 years, to the extent practicabdble,
The plan also provides for millsite decommissioning. Each of
these activities is discussed in detail in the Reclamation

Plan.

As we discussed by telephone a number of weeks ago, the
Reclamation Plan as submitted does not contain construction
cost estimates for bonding purposes. Because of the specula-
tive nacture of any such estimates untf{l the reclamation
parameters are approved by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
it would serve no useful purpose to prepare an estimate at
this time. You suggested that UNC Mining and Milling submit
cost estimates when, in your judgment and ours, the Reclama-
tion Plan was far enough along in the review process {about
®70 percent®) to provide a clear picture of what the final,
apprtoved plan will look like, UNC Mining and Milling agrees
that this is 3 ceasonable approach, and has agreed to do so.
This will ensure that the figures are presented for bond cal-
culation purposes prior to final plan approval, allowing
surety to be arranged "based on . . . a3 Commission-approved
plan® as requiced by Criterion 9 of Appendix A.

The Reclamation Plan alsoc does not set fotth a construc-
tion schedule. Based on our previous comaunications, we
understand that the Commission wishes to focus first on
interim reclamation measures, and to address the final recla-
mation medasucres after {nterim measures are agreed upon. UNC
Mining and Milling believes that a schedule for interim rec-
lamation work can be casily and quickly established once the
Commiss{on has reviewed that portion of the Reclamation Plan.
As you know, UNC Mining and Milling has previously proposed a
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dusting control program to the Commission. The equipment to
implement that program has been installed, and awaits Commis-
sion authorization for implementation. This program is
inextricably tied to initiation of intecim stabilization and
dewatering of Botrow Pit No. 2.

UNC Mining and Milling looks forwacd to uozk!nglwith you
and your staff in your review of the Church Rock Reclamation
Plan. If we may be of any assistance, please d0 not hesitate

to call on us.

Sincerely yours,
Michael/J. Brennan
for HOLLAND & HART

Attorneys fotr UNC Mining and
Milling, a Division of
United Nuclear Corporation

MJB/ssb
€c: Mr. Juan R. Velasquez
Mr. Charles G. Johnson




