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1 INTRODUCTION

This study was initiated to develop preliminary concepts and costs for gypsum sludge disposal at a
location on the Kingston Fossil Plant (KIF) Reservation southeast of the powerhouse (Figure 1-1). This
area is bounded by the Emory and Clinch Rivers (Watts Bar Lake), and is distinguished by its peninsula
shape. The study included a limited geotechnical investigation to determine the feasibility of its use as
gypsum disposal facility. Throughout the study, scoping meetings were held with the Joint Project Team
(JPT), a group of TVA employees and Contractors representing a cross section of Engineering,
Environmental Affairs, Plant, and other operations personnel.

The results of the initial peninsula site study (Option 1) were presented to the JPT in March of 2003.
Plant representatives and operations personnel desired that the ash pond location be studied for potential
use as a combined ash/gypsum disposal area. Disposal configurations were developed (Options 2 and 3)
and disposal capacities and preliminary order of magnitude costs for site development were determined
for both the peninsula and ash pond locations. Both locations were determined to be feasible, but costs
appeared to be higher for the ash pond, due to some assumptions made for the study, which were not
verified.

In the fall of 2003, Ardaman and Associates participated in a two-day meeting with Parsons E&C
(PE&C) and TVA to review the assumptions made, and to explore other concepts for combined
ash/gypsum disposal. These meetings concluded that the ash pond location was feasible, and that some
of the assumptions used in the cost basis were conservative in nature. Another concept was developed
for disposal of ash and gypsum.

During this time, one of the existing ash dredge cells located at the north end of the pond experienced
localized seepage of ash near the base of the stack, necessitating some operational changes in ash
disposal pending a study of causes of the seepage. Further thought was then given to expansion of the
ash disposal footprint into the pond, prior to the gypsum placement. Also during that time, PE&C
performed a simplified study of ash settling in an effort to better understand how much pond area is
necessary to allow continued wet ash disposal.

In a meeting held at TVA on January 29, 2004, PE&C presented another concept (Option 4) for
ash/gypsum disposal. This concept allows gradual expansion into the pond so that free water volume
requirements are met for the pond. Simplified ash settling characteristics were studied using Stokes Law,
to help determine the limits of expansion and provide a rough correlation to free water volume. The
result of this concept represents the likely limit of solid waste disposal, considering that the method of
ash disposal is wet ash sluicing/wet ash stacking. The maximum volume for disposal can only be
attained if conversion to dry ash handling is undertaken at some point in the process.

Study drawings were developed by PE&C throughout the study. Because a number of sub-options were
studied within each option (i.e., volumetric differences between 3H:1V versus 4H:1V configurations,
etc), and also because a number of drawings were developed for quantities to support cost estimates, a
large number of drawings were developed for this study. A limited number of drawings are appended to
this report. The entire set of drawings will be made available to TVA via electronic copy.
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Figure 1-1 TVA Kingston Fossil Plant Peninsula and Ash Pond Sites
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2 SCOPE OF WORK
2.1 Peninsula Site

A Phase I study was developed to determine the feasibility of the peninsula area site selection for
disposal of gypsum. The scope of work included the following:

ee Participate in a site walkdown and preliminary meeting with TVA and Tennessee Division of
Solid Waste Management (DSWM). Determine the feasibility of attaining waivers on solid
waste regulations, including buffer requirements and liner requirements.

ee Calculate preliminary storage volumes for two scenarios, termed Options 1A and 1B, based on
standard engineering practices.

ee Evaluate existing boring logs, geoprobe data, and groundwater levels previously obtained by
TVA. Prepare boring location plan and scope of geotechnical field and laboratory work to be
performed by Mactech. Coordinate with Mactech and TVA during geotechnical evaluation of
the new disposal site area.

ee Evaluate geotechnical data and suitability of foundation material for stack development.

ee Develop preliminary Autocad drawings for gypsum stacking plan..

ee Develop quantities for construction and closure, based on the concepts developed. Quantities
were provided to TVA for development of cost estimates.

Assumptions made in study or exclusions

ee Preliminary annual gypsum production volumes were provided by TVA, and are estimated to be
350,000 tons. A density of 75 pcf (approximately 1 ton/cy) was initially assumed for gypsum in
place. These assumptions were refined as the study progressed and as discussed herein.

ee The study did not determine configurations of this facility for combinations of dry and wet
stacking scenarios. Some concepts for stacking wet and dry gypsum, as well as concepts for
converting from wet ash to dry ash were investigated late in the study. Concept sketches are
included in this study, although this has not been explored in detail.

ee Detailed calculations using computer programs to determine sediment pond routing and sizing
were not performed during Phase I.

oo Sufficient geotechnical data was obtained or available for the Phase I feasibility study to
determine overall suitability for this type of facility at this location. The study considered the
subsurface condition to the extent that this site could have a sufficient bearing capacity for
supporting the stack, and addressed any potential fatal flaws (i.e., location of Holocene faults
within 200 ft, or any distinguishing karst geologic features) that would prevent this site from
being permitted as a solid waste disposal facility in Tennessee. However, the geotechnical data
obtained so far for the site is not sufficient for the final design in accordance with the
requirements of Tennessee Rule 1200-1-7.

ee For volumetric computations and the cost estimate, the configuration of the stack will assume an
earthen starter dike, and a 3H:1V slope for the gypsum stack, with 15 foot horizontal terraces
placed at 30 foot vertical intervals. The overall stack height for the preliminary volume
determination will be determined by the stack geometry. Subsequent engineering design will be
required to determine the validity of this assumption.

e Disposal volumes for the 4(H) to 1(V) configurations at the ash pond site were determined in
order to assess potential volume reduction due to the use of flatter slopes, in the event stability
could be a limiting factor.

ee TVA provided a digital copy of Kelsh topography.
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*e Concepts for conversion from wet ash stacking to dry ash stacking will be by others, and is not
included in this scope.

2.2 Ash Pond Site

2.2.1 Options 2A and 2B

Perform a Phase I study to determine the volume of gypsum that can be disposed at the ash pond location.
The scenario for gypsum stacking at the existing ash pond assumes that the Plant would convert to a dry
ash stacking system at the inception of expansion of disposal into the pond, thus allowing the entire
footprint of the pond (except for the stilling basin) to be utilized for gypsum stacking. Two different
stack concepts, termed Option 2A and 2B were developed and studied for this location. Option 2A
involves a free-standing stack in the existing ash pond area, separate from the ash stack (located on the
north side of the gypsum stack). This option would not utilize available airspace between the two stacks.
Option 2B utilizes the airspace between the two stacks. A perimeter dike would be tied into the ash stack
to create an area to be utilized for the gypsum disposal. Gypsum would be dredged into this pond, and
the available airspace would be maximized.

2.2.2 Options 3A and 3B

Two additional disposal scenarios for gypsum stacking at the existing ash pond, termed Options 3A and
3B assume that the Plant would continue wet ash stacking, and were evaluated to see whether this would
reduce the footprint (and volume) for gypsum stacking arrangement determined for Options 2A and 2B.
The scope of work was as follows:

ee Develop preliminary Autocad drawings for Options 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B for stacking gypsum, and
calculate preliminary storage volumes, based on standard engineering practices. For Options 3A
and 3B, assume wet ash stacking rather than dry ash stacking. If there is a significant change in
the stack footprint (due to the need for additional stilling pond volume), determine the reduction
in volume.

se Develop quantities for construction and closure, based on the concepts developed. Provide
quantities to TVA for development of cost estimates. ‘

ee For Options 3A and 3B, determine a configuration that will provide the minimum free water
volume (FWV) currently required (504,655 cy).

ee Perform a stability analysis to determine whether stability could limit the volume of gypsum that
could be theoretically disposed, based on the geometry and areal extent of the stack. This
analysis used existing TVA site specific data readily available from recent and previous
subsurface investigations.

ee Disposal volumes for 4(H) to 1(V) configurations for the ash pond site were determined in order
to assess potential volume reduction due to the use of flatter slopes, in the event stability could
be a limiting factor.

ee A two-day meeting was initiated at TVA’s request to review assumptions made and concepts
regarding Options 3A and 3B. The meeting included TV A plant and operations personnel
including engineering and environmental representatives, Ardaman and Associates, and PE&C.
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2.2.3 Assumptions and Exclusions for Options 2 and 3 Study

ee Preliminary annual gypsum production volumes were provided by TVA, and are estimated to be
350,000 tons. A density of 75 pcf (approximately 1 ton/cy) was assumed for the gypsum in
place. These assumptions were refined as the study progressed..

o The study did not evaluate combinations of dry and wet gypsum stacking scenarios.

oe The existing stilling basin would be assumed as the point of discharge for the pumped wet
gypsum. The discharge criteria for NPDES discharges were not evaluated. The basis for
establishing the footprint of the gypsum disposal areas of Options 3A and 3B was to provide
minimum FWYV for the facility to provide the maximum footprint. The FWV only considered the
existing requirement for ash disposal, and did not factor in additional volume requirements due
to flow for the sluiced gypsum.

oo The configuration of the stack initially assumed a 3:1 slope for the gypsum stack, with 15-foot
horizontal terraces placed at 30-foot vertical intervals. The overall stack height for the
preliminary volume determination would be determined by the stack geometry. Subsequent
engineering design would be required to determine the validity of this assumption.

ee The concept of stacking gypsum in the ash pond was based on a similar concept developed by
TVA for stacking gypsum at the Cumberland Fossil Plant (CUF). TVA provided drawings for
use in developing an under drainage concept at KIF, and this was used as the basis for the cost
estimate.

ee Concepts for conversion from wet ash stacking to dry ash stacking would be by others, and is not
included in this scope.

ee Digital copy of Kelsh topography would be provided by TVA.

se The existing current topographic features of the ash disposal area using topography provided by
TVA would be used to create a base drawing. Future ash placement would be modeled based on
TVA design and permit drawings.

ee The study did not consider the effects of combined ash/gypsum mixtures.

oo The stability analyses used configurations developed by Parsons for stack geometry and height,
as well as existing data for the site(s) that was readily available. No additional geotechnical field
programs were required to complete this effort.

se The stability analysis is preliminary in nature, and is not sufficient for the final design and
permitting purposes. TDEC requirements for seismic stability design were considered to the
extent practicable, to assess the likelihood that seismic events could affect stability, and
ultimately, the disposal volume. The existing dredge cells located at the north end of the ash
pond were not studied for stability.

2.24 Option4

In addition to options previously developed, TVA requested an additional option be developed to
determine the disposal capacity if the FWV requirements were increased to include the minimum FWV
plus one year of additional ash storage capacity. Additional ash disposal capacity is estimated to be
360,000 tons annually, and at 67 Ib/cu ft density, equates to 398,010 cy. This significantly reduces the
disposal capacity within the ash pond, if this free water volume is maintained, as discussed in Section
4.3.5. Parsons included a simplified ash settling study based on Stoke’s Law, to assess the adequacy of
the pond area relative to settling.

2.2.5 Assumptions Made in the Study or Exclusions for Option 4

The following assumptions were made:

TVA-00017026



Tennessee Valley Authority Revision 0
Kingston Fossil Plant - Proposed Scrubber Addition 2/27/04
Gypsum Stack Disposal Options Phase I Report Page 6 of 30

ee To achieve the FWV, the weirs in both the main ash pond and stilling basin would be raised to el
759 (from 754.3 and 757.9 for the stilling basin and ash pond respectively);

ee The outer dikes of the disposal area could be constructed from wet cast gypsum instead of dry
cast gypsum. However, an earthen starter dike should be assumed for the cost estimate. Careful
staging and planning would be required to stack the ash to form a base for future gypsum
disposal. This was not considered in the study herein.

ee Other more rigorous methods are available for evaluating ash settling and sizing the pond. These
methods require settling tests be performed as input into settling models. Due to the limited
funding and time, this modeling was not performed.

3 PENINSULA SITE
3.1 Geology

The Kingston Fossil Plant is located in the Valley and Ridge Physiographic Province of the Appalachian
Highland region, which extends as a continuous belt from central Alabama through Georgia and
Tennessee northward into Pennsylvania. The formations that underlie this province consist primarily of
limestone, dolomite, shale, and sandstone, which have been folded and faulted in the geologic past.
These formations range in age from Cambrian to Pennsylvanian and have been subject to at least one
extensive period of erosion since their formation. The erosion has produced a series of subparallel,
alternating ridges and valleys. The valleys are formed over more soluble bedrock (interbedded limestone
and limestone), whereas bedrock more resistant to solution weathering forms ridges (sandstone, shale,
and cherty dolostone). In particular, the peninsula site is geologically mapped to be underlain by the
Knox formation. The Knox formation is mainly composed of light gray to dark gray and olive-gray,
siliceous dolomite with a few limestone layers in the upper part. The rock usually weathers to a reddish
orange residuum containing chert fragments. Additional information is contained in a geotechnical
investigation (Mactec, 2003).

The site topography consists of gently rolling hills. A ridge is located to the north of the site, and Watts
Bar Lake (Clinch River) is located to the south. There are several small-sized topographically low areas
or ground depressions (including a pond) at the site that may apparently indicate potential sinkhole
activity. However, the top 30 feet of the bedrock cored in two exploratory borings located inside the
pond area and near the depression was found to be sound and did not exhibit any sign of solutioning.
Rock fracturing/faulting and buried ancient natural drainage channel along the western boundary of the
site and associated solution activity may be one possibility for existence of the depressed topographic
features. If the site is to be used for such a facility, this possibility may be investigated further.

3.2  Site Investigation

TVA met with representatives of the TDEC Knoxville Environmental Service Center and the Nashville
office at the site in December 2002. The purpose of this visit was to provide TDEC an opportunity to be
introduced to the project, and to discuss some potential permitting issues, such as the existence of the
Wildlife Refuge, potential wetland areas, karst topography, buffer areas, etc. TDEC seemed receptive to
TVA submitting a permit application, and requested TVA to apply for the appropriate permits with the
required information to support the permit application.

The results of the subsurface investigation performed recently at this site are contained in the report by
Mactec, dated March 26, 2003. Subsurface investigations have also been performed in the past at this
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site (See Attachment 4). Locations of exploratory borings drilled for these investigations are plotted on a
topographic map of the site.

TVA engaged Mactech to perform field work in planning the investigation. PELA was selected as a
consultant experienced in the local karst geology. The investigation by Mactech consisted of 31
geoprobes and six borings advanced by hollow stem auger flights and split spoon sampling (standard
penetration test). Two of the borings were extended 30 feet into the underlying bedrock using HQ
coring. The elevations of top of bedrock were determined for each geoprobe and boring location and,
coupled with the previous investigation, were used to determine top of rock contours shown on SK PR-
0637 C21.

The soil overburden at the site consists of residual silty fat clay (CH), generally of stiff consistency and
contained variable amount of chert fragments. The soil overburden thickness at the boring locations
varied from 17 feet to 68 feet. Hydraulic conductivity testing was not performed for this investigation,
but such highly plastic clayey soils usually have very low hydraulic conductivities, and have been used to
construct landfill liners throughout east Tennessee. The bedrock encountered in the borings was
composed primarily of blue-gray shaly and dolomitic limestone. The recovered cores showed that rock
encountered in the borings was sound and fresh to only slightly weathered. The report may be reviewed
for detailed information on the rock quality and soil overburden characteristics.

3.3  Disposal Concepts

3.3.1 Option 1A

3.3.1.1 Description

The layout of Option 1A is shown on SK PR-0698 C01 and C03 (3:1 slopes). The site is located on a
peninsula east of the powerhouse, and is bounded by Watts Bar Lake to the south, and an access road and
an unnamed ridge to the north and east. There are 169 kV power lines that bound the site to the north
and east, and limit the footprint for disposal. The access road must be preserved, because it provides
access north across the ridge to the ash disposal area, and to Mahoney Cemetery. The site is within the
TVA Kingston Fossil Plant Reservation; however, it is currently used as a wildlife management area and
refuge in concert with the State of Tennessee. The area is depicted on USGS quadrangle maps
(Harriman and Elverton quadrangles). The site has been used for agricultural purposes (evidence of row
crops planted in the past exist), and approximately 70% of the footprint area has been cleared. The site
does have a pond located within the boundary of waste disposal, as well as other topographically low
areas or depressions.

Initial site activity would involve construction of stormwater controls. These would include some
grading, construction of stormwater pond(s) and silt fencing, check dams, ditches, and temporary
sediment traps as needed. Clearing and grubbing of large trees would be undertaken before grading the
site. Construction would likely require phasing due to stormwater permitting requirements. Most likely,
two stormwater ponds would be required because the shape of the site area is relatively long and narrow.
At least one of the stormwater ponds would likely become a permanent stilling basin for final settling of
process water during facility operations. Process discharges would be permitted under the Tennessee
NPDES permitting program. The other pond may continue to be used as a stormwater detention facility,
or abandoned after construction. Phase 2 design would determine the exact configuration and number of
ponds. TVA has expressed a preference for a single pond for NPDES discharges, and this is discussed in
the following paragraphs.
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The starter perimeter dike is located to generally conform to Tennessee Department of Environmental
Conservation (TDEC) rules for buffer requirements (1200-1-7-.04 (3). While the following is not a
complete list of all limiting boundary requirements, those listed below apply to siting and location of
landfills, and are summarized as follows:

ee 100 feet from all property lines;

oo 500 feet from all residences;

oo 500 feet from all down gradient drinking water wells for human consumption or livestock;

ee 200 feet from normal boundaries of springs and lakes;

ee No construction within 50 feet of the property line.

The Phase 1 Study did not address each of these requirements to the degree necessary for permitting. For
example, the dike layout shown does intrude into the 200 foot buffer adjacent to Watts Bar Lake, but the
distance from the inside edge of the dike (boundary of gypsum material) is approximately 180 feet from
the water’s edge at the closest point, and thus a waiver is possible. It is also possible that the dike
configuration could be altered to conform with the requirement, but that may require adjustments to the
dike location in order to preserve the disposal capacity volume developed by this footprint.

Other TDEC requirements include, but are not limited to, karst geology, seismic impact zones, location in
floodplains, and wetland requirements. Wetland areas were not delineated for this study, but likely exist
based on observations made during site visits. The facility is not within the 100-year floodplain. It is
located within a seismic impact area, and Phase 2 design should ensure that the stability is in accordance
with the requirements. Attachment 4 contains the results of a limited stability analysis performed to
address the project feasibility.

The starter perimeter dike would be constructed by excavating soil within the disposal area footprint to
form the diked area shown. Portions of the facility would be constructed from earth excavated within the
proposed pond area; and excavating earth to the 3H:1V slopes shown would form other portions of the
facility. The dikes would be constructed by placing soil in thin lifts and compacting each lift using heavy
mechanical equipment. For purposes of this study, as shown on SK PR-0698 C01, the bottom of the
facility (i.e., top of natural clay) crowned at elevation 760, with a one percent slope to the east, and a
one-half percent slope to the west. Tennessee solid waste regulations (1200-1-7- .04) require a geologic
buffer of a minimum five feet thick liner with a hydraulic conductivity less than or equal to than 1 x 10
cm/sec. As the existing natural clay layer will form the base of the facility and as its hydraulic
conductivity is likely to fulfill the regulatory requirement for the liner; there should be adequate
geological buffer beneath the site. Phase 2 design would determine whether the top of liner (clay
surface) would need to be adjusted after grading to fulfill the thickness requirement. The cost estimate
conservatively assumed the uppermost three feet of the base of the facility (measured from top of clay)
would be excavated and replaced, and recompacted to achieve a hydraulic conductivity less than

1.0 x 10%cm/sec, in case it is so necessary. This type of configuration would lend itself to potentially
utilize gravity drainage to capture water (process water and stormwater) and convey it to ponds located
east and west of the diked disposal area. This would require two separate NPDES permits for the
disposal cell. As discussed earlier, TVA would prefer a single pond. Another aspect of design involves
settlement of the site as the gypsum stack increases in height. Settlement was not investigated for this
study, but would need to be considered for design because it is likely to be significantly large due to the
natural clay compressibility and anticipated large stack load. Although the base is sloped, settlement
may likely reduce the effective slope, and may cause water to pond in the bottom of the stack. Phase two
design would evaluate this probability. If necessary, the design can be reconfigured such that the slope
can be reversed, and a low point constructed where the crown presently exists. Sumps can be placed on
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the outer dikes, and connected to the low point. Drainage to the sumps would be by gravity, and effluent
pumped to a single pond for and discharge. The cost estimate did not include costs for sumps and
pumping.

The volume for Option 1A was determined to be approximately 9.3 million cubic yards (cy), assuming
3H:1V slopes and 15-foot wide benches every 30 feet in vertical height. The volume for 4H:1V slopes
(and the same benching scheme) was determined to be 7.3 million cy. Section 5 addresses the disposal
life of this option compared with other options. Gypsum production is expected to vary depending on the
sulfur content of the coal, and this is discussed in more detail in Section 5.

3.3.2 Option 1B

Option 1B is shown on SK PR-0698 C08, and represents a modification in that the footprint is truncated.
This eliminates having the existing pond within the waste disposal footprint. Otherwise, the design is
similar to Option 1A. Because the footprint for this option is shorter than for Option 1A, it may be
possible to utilize a single pond for process and stormwater discharges. The final contours are depicted
on SK PR-0698 C09. The volume for Option 1B was determined to be approximately 7.0 million cubic
yards (cy), assuming 3H:1V slopes and a 15-foot wide bench for every 30 feet of vertical height. The
capacity of this footprint with 4H:1V slopes was not calculated.

34  Stability

Attachment 4 contains the results of limited stability analysis conducted for the peninsula site. Because
this is a feasibility study, the analysis was based on limited subsurface data and the available data on
gypsum disposal. Static and pseudostatic (for seismic condition) analysis was performed to determine
overall global factors of safety for various phreatic surface conditions. Pseudostatic modeling assumed
somewhat conservative values. Overall, the stability analysis concluded that it is feasible to dispose of
gypsum by wet stacking or dry stacking at this site. However, for the final design in accordance with the
permit requirements, additional field investigation will be required to better ascertain foundation
conditions and the presence of solution cavities. Attachment 4 and Section 5 address the differences
between the peninsula and the ash pond sites.

4 ASH POND AREA

41  Geology and Overview of Facility Construction

This section briefly summarizes information currently available regarding the geological setting of this
site. The ash pond site is permitted as a solid waste disposal facility by the State of Tennessee. For
additional information, see Hydraulic Evaluation of the Ash Pond Site, Appendix D (TVA, 1995) of the
Solid Waste Permit for the Dredge Cells (TVA, 1994). As discussed earlier, the plant site is located in
the Valley and Ridge physiographic province of the Appalachian Highland region. The ash pond area is
underlain by the Conasauga Group (middle to upper Cambrian Age) with the exception of the northern
tip of the area, where the Rome formation (lower Cambrian Age) is present. Specific geologic groups
within the Conasauga Group represented at the site include the Maynardville, Nolichucky, Maryville,
Rogersville, Rutledge, and Pumpkin Valley formations. These formations are locally of low water-
producing capacity, and predominantly consist of shale with interbedded siltstones, limestones, and
conglomerates. Total thickness of the Consauga Group beneath the site is unknown, but is estimated to
be approximately 1500 ft. Pine Ridge, which borders the ash pond area to the northwest, is underlain by
interbedded shale, sandstone, and siltstone of the Rome formation.
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A mantle of predominantly alluvial soils generally lies above bedrock in the ash pond site. Thickness of
natural soil overburden is apparently variable, ranging from approximately fifteen feet at the north end of
the existing dredge cell area and gradually increasing to approximately twenty five feet at the southern
edge of the existing stilling pond. The soil overburden is unconsolidated, and consists of primarily a clay
layer at the top underlain by a perhaps lenticular silt and sand deposits below. A thin layer of residuum is
occasionally present directly above bedrock. The residuum is composed of clay and silt with weathered
shale fragments. The thickness of ash and soil fill materials present above the natural soil overburden
range from approximately 10 feet (in the existing ash pond area) to 70 ft (in the existing dredge cell
area), except below the dike tops and inside the stilling pond...

The ash pond site has been historically used for ash disposal at KIF since the plant started operation, as
depicted on drawings 10N400 and 10N420. The pond was originally constructed within a triangular
shaped area marked “Initial Ash Disposal Area” on the drawing 10N400, located to the east of the rail
yard and north of the power plant. This was operated as a dredge cell until a larger dredge pond was
constructed north of the initial pond. Dikes consisting of compacted earthen fill were constructed, with
the western boundary along what is now Swan Pond Road (parallel to Dike B).

Ash deposits consist almost entirely of fly ash; bottom ash is estimated to comprise less than ten percent
of the ash fill, although bottom ash was used to construct outer dikes of the dredge cells (Dike B) as the
dikes were raised above the elevation of the original earthen dike. Dike C was originally constructed
from compacted clayey soils to about elevation 748. The dike was later raised to its present elevation of
765 perhaps using dredged ash or ash and earth materials. The dike raising utilized the upstream method
of construction, whereby the dikes are raised progressively upward and into the pond, with the interior
portion of the raised dike supported on dredged ash (10N400). Dike B, located along the northern side of
the ash pond, is apparently constructed of bottom ash (10N400).

As the pond was progressively filled with dredged ash, ash stacking began at the northern end of the
pond (opposite the stilling basin). Ash was stacked to form two separate cells (existing Cell 1 and Cell 3
to an elevation of about 790 (10W425-1). Bottom ash was used to construct the outer dikes, although no
underdrain system was incorporated into these dikes. At this point, a solid waste permit was obtained to
stack the ash higher (10W425 series drawings). Stages A, B, and C (10W425-1 through 10W425-6) were
initially constructed north of the two cells previously constructed, and this provided three separate dredge
cells (existing Cells 1 through 3). These dikes were built using compacted bottom ash, and incorporated
an underdrain system within the outer dikes. Ash is dredged from the pond using a floating dredge into
each of the cells. Active dredging can occur in one or two cells at a time, and can alternate between
cells. Because the underdrain system is built into the outer dikes, the water within the cells slowly drains
out and allowing dikes to be raised in the inactive cells. Stacking has thus proceeded to the present
elevation of about 810 (end of Stage C).

4.2  Site Investigation

No site investigation was conducted at the ash pond for this study. Sketch SK PR-0698 C80 shows
locations of exploratory borings drilled for three previous site investigations. Reports for the three site
investigations provided by TVA are: First in 1975 for raising the dikes around the entire ash site; second
in 1984 to define conditions along Dike C, and third in 1994 around the dredge cell area to provide
information for a solid waste permit closure plan. Additionally, a hydrogeologic evaluation report for
the ash pond area is provided by TVA that includes data on monitoring wells J4, J5 and J6 (drilled in
1976) and J13 and J16 (drilled in 1988) around and in the immediate vicinity of the ash site. Phase 2
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design would require additional geotechnical investigation to adequately define subsurface condition in
the entire area. Requirements for this additional investigation are not addressed in this report.

4.3  Disposal Concepts

4.3.1 Option2A

4.3.1.1 Description

Because the ash pond is currently a permitted waste disposal facility, there is no liner existing beneath
the ash fill or at the bottom of the pond. However, based on the subsurface data reviewed it appears that
an approximately 7 to 10 feet thick natural clayey soil layer exists at the bottom of the existing ash fill
and at the bottom of the stilling basin. Other siting requirements for landfills are discussed in Section
4.2.1.1. The ash pond does not currently meet the 200-foot buffer distance from a lake or stream;
however, preliminary concepts for additional gypsum disposal depict the outer dike set back 200 feet
from the existing Dike C. It is anticipated that the State would allow existing variances to these newer
permit requirements.

The following contains a description of facility construction assumed as the basis for the cost estimate.
As discussed in the introduction to the report, results of the study were presented to the JPT as it
progressed, and comments were received. Some of these comments dealt with construction techniques,
and associated costs. The cost estimates were not revised in response to these comments, but some
adjustments to the cost estimate can be made in order to examine cost reductions if certain assumptions
are revised. These comments are addressed in Section 5.

Because the ash pond is an existing facility, and there is an existing pond, conventional stormwater
controls usually needed for construction activities would not require installation here. The base of the
gypsum disposal arca would need to be built up in order to allow equipment to work in dry conditions.
Bottom ash and fly ash material would be utilized to prepare a suitable base. The base would be sloped
to promote drainage for an overlying drainage system to be installed beneath the gypsum stack. The
disposal area footprint is about 80 acres. Once a suitable base is established, geotextile and a drainage
layer (gravel or even bottom ash) would be installed to provide drainage at the base of the stack.

In order to build the gypsum stack as shown, this option would require that KIF convert to dry ash
disposal, because majority of the pond footprint would be eliminated. The stilling basin would remain as
a way to discharge process water from gypsum sluicing, and as a surge pond for stormwater events.
Sketch SK PR-0698 C40 depicts an earthen starter dike constructed within the main ash pond area. SK
PR-0698 C70 depicts a concept whereby gypsum disposal would occur in two separate ponds. Gypsum
is sluiced to the first pond and as the pond fills with gypsum, sluicing commences in the second pond.
While the second pond is being filled, the dikes are raised in the first pond to provide additional disposal
capacity. This approach is termed “rim ditching” because, as the outer dike is raised using wet-cast
gypsum material, gypsum is sluiced within an inner ditch. Properly constructed, the ditch allows coarser
gypsum to settle out and finer gypsum to settle within the pond area. Sluicing is alternated between the
ponds, and the dikes continue to be raised.

The final configuration of Option 2A depicting finished grade contours is shown on SK PR-0698 C42.
This configuration has a separate “stand alone” stack for gypsum, and it has an approximate capacity of
12 million cy.
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4.3.2 Option 2B

4.3.2.1 Description

This concept is shown on SK PR-0698 C43, and would require conversion to dry ash disposal for its
implementation. This concept is a variation of Option 2A, in that the starter dike would basically be tied
into the existing ash dredge cells located at the north end of the ash ponds, providing an 112 acre
footprint. Gypsum would be sluiced and stacked in much the same manner as described previously for
Option 2A. This concept would eventually reach the final elevation contours as shown on SK PR-0698
C44. The gypsum stack would be integrally tied into the dredge cells. The pond area could be
subdivided as described earlier and gypsum stacked. This configuration yields an estimated disposal
capacity of approximately 18 million cy.

Because of the large disposal capacity available for this configuration, the JPT expressed a desire for a
flexible design that would accommodate wet gypsum from KIF, and possibly dry gypsum disposal from
Bull Run Fossil Plant (BRF), located approximately 40 miles from KIF. Even factoring in maximum
gypsum disposal from BRF, there is capacity beyond the expected end of ash disposal at the dredge cells
(planned completion of dredge cell disposal is 2015). Attachment 6 includes a range of annual gypsum
and fly ash quantities assuming BRF gypsum is disposed at the ash pond over a range of sulfur content of
coal, and includes the disposal volumes estimated for KIF gypsum and ash only. It is very likely that
TVA would consider switching to higher sulfur coals if the scrubber systems are installed at KIF and
BRF. While these are estimates, it can be seen that the sulfur content of coal plays an important part in
forecasting annual waste quantity generation volumes. Disposal capacity for gypsum at BRF is limited,
due to site restrictions. However, TVA is optimistic that the BRF gypsum can be marketed, and the study
is considering this possibility. TVA will make a decision whether to include dry gypsum disposal
capacity for gypsum wastes from BRF for Phase 2 design at KIF.

Thus, gypsum disposal at the ash pond site for Option 3B is more complex than that at the peninsula site,
due to the desire for combining ash and gypsum at a single location. SK PR-0698 C71 — C75 depict a
couple of concepts for disposing of combined gypsum and ash. These concepts were developed during a
two-day meeting among TVA, PE&C, and Ardaman and Associates. Concept 1 shows a dedicated area
for ash disposal, while Concept 2 shows a more flexible arrangement for disposing of ash and gypsum.
Both concepts use wet-stacked gypsum in an outer dike to contain the pond. Concept 2 includes a double
dike; the outer dike is wet-cast, and the inner dike is constructed by placing dry gypsum transported from
BREF if TVA can not market all the gypsum and needs to retain disposal capacity at BRF. Ash disposal
will continue to occur in the existing dredge cells until they reach capacity, then ash disposal will begin
within the diked area. The diked area can be subdivided to allow separate ash and gypsum disposal.

43.3 Option 3A

4.3.3.1 Description

Option 3A is similar to Option 2A, except that this option would allow continued shucing of wet ash from
the plant into the pond. The minimum free water volume (FWV) for the current NPDES permit is 102 x
10° gallons (approximately 312.8 acre-feet). The stilling basin capacity is insufficient to achieve the
minimum FWYV by itself; however, using a portion of the main ash pond may barely achieve this
requirement, provided the water surface elevation is raised to 759 in both the stilling basin and the main
ash pond. Operations personnel at the ash pond prefer to have additional FWV to allow three months to
one year of ash storage (360,000 tons), as the dredge is operated intermittently throughout the year. This
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volume represents 246.7 acre-feet of storage, or an additional 79 percent volume. The FWV shown for
this option is considered marginal for operational purposes. Gypsum sluicing operations will likely
require an increase in FWV; however, this increase is expected to be about one percent (See Attachment
7). The disposal volume estimated for this option is the same as that estimated for Option 2A.

434 Option 3B

4.3.4.1 Description

Option 3B is similar to Option 2B, and also considers continued sluicing of wet ash from the plant to the
pond. The volume is the same as Option 2B, and considerations with respect to waste disposal flexibility
apply to this option as well. As is the case for Option 3A, FWV is considered marginal for this option.
Table 5.1 depicts the expected life of this facility based on estimated gypsum and ash annual generation
volumes over a range of sulfur content of coal. In the fall of 2003, P E&C analyzed the settling
characteristics of ash in the pond using simplified methods based on Stoke’s Law to determine the
disposal volume capacity if smaller pond area is utilized for combined ash/gypsum disposal.

There are commercially available computer programs available for modeling particle settlement of
suspended solids. Because these methods require settling tests be performed to establish modeling
parameters, simplified modeling was performed. Aftachment 5 contains the results of the simplified
modeling. The modeling predicted that for the smallest particle size (0.0015 mm) and 33 mgd flow, a
pond area of 120 acres would be required. Obviously, the pond thus meets the TSS requirements with
the total existing pond areca (estimated at approximately 75 acres), and a particle size between 0.002 mm
and 0.003 mm is likely the size that correlates with recorded results. This suggests that an approximately
55-acre overall pond (25- acre stilling basin, 25-acre pond, and five-acre channel area) area may provide
a workable approach for expanding the ash disposal area. However, if the pond area is reduced from its
present size, additional administrative controls or other methods might be necessary to prevent violation
of TSS requirements. Attachment 7 contains the minutes of a meeting held with TVA where this was
discussed.

4.3.5 Option4

4.3.5.1 Description

Option 4 was developed to provide additional ash storage within the ash pond area in the event dredging
to the existing dredge cells was curtailed. In November 2003, a localized excessive seepage and a
consequent loss of dike material through piping was observed approximately between elevation 770 and
780 on the outside slope of Dike B, in the vicinity of Cell 3 (the center dredge cell). Dredging to the
existing dredge cells was suspended, pending further review. TVA has investigated different approaches
for providing a remedy. A discussion of these is beyond the scope of this study. For purposes of this
study, an assumption is being made that the dredge cells will be filled in accordance with the plans
outlined in the existing solid waste permit.

Option 4 (See SK PR-0637 C80) represents the likely maximum extent of ash or gypsum disposal within
the pond while wet ash sluicing is the method of ash disposal. Approximately 9 million cy of disposal
volume is available using this concept, but converting to dry ash disposal would enable the plant to
expand and utilize the entire footprint for disposal, as was discussed for Option 2A earlier.
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44  Stability

Attachment 7 contains the results of limited stability analyses conducted for the ash pond site. These
analyses were performed prior to the aforementioned Dike B seepage. Because this is a feasibility study,
the analysis was based the available incomplete subsurface information. The analysis focused on the
gypsum stack exclusively for both wet and dry stacking, and did not consider the stability of the existing
dredge cells. The critical section was assumed to be across Dike C. Static and pseudostatic (for seismic
condition) models were used to determine overall global factors of safety for various phreatic surface
conditions. Pseudostatic analysis assumed somewhat conservative values. Overall, the stability analysis
concluded that it is feasible to dispose of gypsum by wet stacking or dry stacking at this site. However,
additional field investigation will be required to better ascertain foundation conditions and conditions
along Dike B. Also, properties of gypsum and ash will have to be defined better than done in this study.
Attachment 4 and Section 5 address the differences between the peninsula and the ash pond sites.

5 EVALUATION OF OPTIONS

For evaluation purposes, Option 1A is compared with Option 3B. Options 2A and 2B represent an
option that is not likely to be constructed (dry fly ash and dry gypsum placement). Over time, Option 3B
has evolved into a hybrid option to be built in multiple stages (first flyash, then gypsum placement). To
maximize utilization of the pond footprint, eventually, dry fly ash disposal would need to be
implemented. The cost of this conversion is not included. Option 4 is not separately evaluated because it
represents an intermediate step in the overall development process for Option 3B. It also represents the
limit of ash placement within the pond for wet ash stacking. Table 5.1 contains a tabulated summary of
various factors for evaluation including volumes, costs, permitting issues, and advantages/disadvantages.

5.1 Volume

Option 3B offers the most volume for disposal of all options studied. It has approximately 30 percent
more volume than Option 3A, and 50 percent more than Option 1A. Volume should also be examined in
the context of how much life a disposal facility will provide. Table 5.1 presents a summary of projected
volumes over time, including projected life of each facility, assuming gypsum from only KIF and also for
the addition of all gypsum from BRF to depict both the low and high rate of volume production.
Assumptions include that the dredge cells continue to be utilized until they reach capacity, and gypsum
production begins in 2008. Attachment 6 presents tabulated data for projected waste streams over time
for all disposal options studied.

Table 5.1
1AT 9.3 — — 9.3 2026 |
1A% 6.2 3.1 — 9.3 2020
3B! 11.4 — 73 18.7 2030
3B 9.0 45 52 18.7 2025
1A+3B! 16.0 — 12.0 28.0 2040
1A+3B? 12.6 6.3 9.1 28.0 2033
'KIF Gypsum Only.
2KIF + BRF Gypsum.

This is the cumulative total gypsum produced between the initial year of assumed operation (2008) and the projected year.
capacity is achieved. Gypsum annual volumes hased on 2% Sulfur (See Attachment 6 for detailed information).

*Assumes Continued Dredge Cell Operation.

Under Option 3B, ash disposal would reach 57% of disposal capacity in the year 2042 if ash only is continued to be disposed.
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Assuming a 25 year life (i.e., 2008 — 2033) for the scrubber addition, no option shown (either 1A or 3B
alone) provides sufficient disposal capacity, even if BRF gypsum is not disposed at KIF. The only way
that a 25 year capacity can be reached is by utilizing both sites for disposal.

5.2 Costs

Costs are shown in Table 5.1. Cost comparisons are difficult due to uncertainties for both the peninsula
site and ash pond site-(see Section 5.4). Cost comparisons are also difficult because the Options 3A and
3B would require conversion to dry fly ash disposal in order to maximize the available space within the
ash pond. The cost of converting the plant to dry fly ash was not included in this study for cost
comparison purposes.

Costs for Options 3A and 3B were substantially higher than those for Options 1A and 1B. However,
when compared on a unit cost basis (cost per cy), the costs are relatively equal, given the uncertainty
inherent in this study ($1.23/cy for Option 3B vs $1.01/cy for Option 1A). Attachment 2 contains a
summary level cost comparison between the peninsula site and the ash pond assuming less conservative
costs for the ash pond. Attachment 3 contains a cost analysis of the uncertainties regarding construction
for additional capacity at the ash pond site. Assuming a two-foot thick drainage layer and eliminating the
earthen starter dikes would reduces costs to about half (approximately $12 million). The ash pond cost
estimate did not include costs for a synthetic liner and other geosynthetic material to strengthen the
underlying ash during dike construction, bringing the total to $14.5 million.

5.3 Feasibility

The peninsula site is feasible for solid waste disposal, but the exact configuration would require
additional field investigation. Also, it requires an analysis to confirm more accurate volume predictions.
The ash pond area can support additional disposal capacity, but the magnitude of additional capacity
depends on being able to stack gypsum in the configuration that yields the greatest volume, as well as
conversion to dry fly ash. If the plant does not convert to dry fly ash, the volumes are approximately the
same, although both ash and gypsum would be disposed at the ash pond location. The following section
discusses uncertainties.

5.4 Uncertainties

The uncertainties discussed in this section relate to cost uncertainties. As discussed previously, both
sites appear to be feasible for disposal of gypsum, but uncertainties were identified with respect to costs.

5.4.1 Peninsula site

The preliminary stability analysis (Attachment 4) determined that a gypsum disposal facility could be
permitted at this location; however, uncertainties in ground conditions exist at both the peninsula site and
the ash-pond site. These uncertainties are reflected in the costs developed for disposal facilities at this
location. The uncertainties for the peninsula site are specifically:

ee Extent and nature of apparently soft and compressible soil layer. This layer overlies bedrock and
is approximately 20 ft thick, but the areal extent is unknown. Slope stability modeling has
determined that the characteristics of this layer may affect the overall stability of the gypsum
disposal facility at this location if the extent is sufficiently large in which case it may need
stabilization. However, due to the gradual process of gypsum stacking, it is feasible to improve
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its strength by employing suitable means so as to obtain overall stack stability within permissible
limits.. As stated earlier, this site is considered feasible for gypsum disposal, but the cost of
having to stabilize this layer of soil is currently unknown without additional data.

ee Solution activity in the bedrock and its extent. Presence of significant-sized solution cavities in
the bedrock immediately below the stack area may require measures to mitigate sinkhole
situation. However, based on the preliminary information, serious solutioning beneath the stack
area is not suspected. The cost for such measures, if required, can not be determined in absence
of adequate information.

ee Verification or validation of gypsum geotechnical properties.

es Gypsum property changes over time.

5.4.2 Ash Pond Site

No additional subsurface investigation was performed at this site to support the stability analysis for this
study. Existing information for the dredged ash and the existing earthen dikes was utilized and is
summarized in Attachment 4. Geotechnical properties for the gypsum were assumed as was done for the
peninsula site. Additional hydrogeological information is contained in the existing solid waste permit for
the ash disposal facility already existing at this site.

Most of the data from the past geotechnical investigations focused on the outer perimeter dikes. Some
data was available for ash, where ash was encountered in borings adjacent to the dikes. No information
was available for subsurface condition along Dike B, except a log of boring J14 drilled for the
monitoring-well installation. Additional data for the dikes and interior areas of the dredge cells and ash
pond was assumed.

In addition, an assumption was made for the cost estimate involving the placement of a four-foot thick
stone drainage layer for the gypsum disposal area located within the ash pond. The size/configuration for
this stone drainage layer was modeled after a similar project performed at TVA’s Cumberland Fossil
Plant (CUF). Additional analysis will be required in order to validate this assumption.

5.5 Additional Data Needs for Phase 2 Design

Peninsula Site:

ee Groundwater elevations;

e¢ Groundwater monitoring wells;

e Hydrogeological investigation for solid waste permit;

es Assessment of karstic features;

ee Determination of characteristics and extent of soft clayey soil underlying the site;

e¢ Additional topo surveying (limited for study — will need additional for design if this location is
chosen),

oo [atest information available on gypsum/sludge geotechnical characteristics;

®¢ Development of remedial measures necessary to satisfy design and TDEC permitting
requirements;

Ash Pond Area:
e¢ Supplemental data for defining subsurface conditions adequately over the entire site, especially
locations not included in the previous investigations and for verifying conditions at locations
where the data obtained is very old,
ee Latest information available on gypsum/sludge geotechnical characteristics;
ee Review of existing permit for determination of required design objectives.
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5.6 Summary

Evaluation of options is summarized in Table 5.2. Volumes, costs, and feasibility were discussed earlier.
The advantages of the peninsula site include providing an additional area within the reservation for
disposal capacity, and this is a disadvantage for the ash pond site, because it does not add additional
space. It may become more difficult to obtain a solid waste permit for the peninsula site. The
disadvantage for the peninsula site is that there may be some underlying foundation conditions that may
make permitting and construction, while feasible, more difficult than the ash pond site. The ash pond site
already has a solid waste permit.
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6 CONCLUSION

This report has presented the results of a study conducted to determine disposal options at KIF for ash
and gypsum. This report will be made available to decision makers within TVA (i.e., the JPT) for use in
future planning. This report is not all-inclusive regarding cost estimates because inclusion of dry ash
disposal was beyond the scope of this study. The main conclusions drawn from this study are:

ee Both the peninsula site and the ash pond site are feasible for disposal of gypsum;

ee The study did not address construction of a liner at the ash pond;

‘ee Disposal capacity at the ash pond site is about equal to the peninsula site if dry ash conversion
does not occur at KIF;

ee Construction costs were developed for both sites; however, uncertainties at both sites require
additional data and engineering design to reduce uncertainties and improve the accuracy of cost
estimates.
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Selected Phase 1 Study Sketches

TVA-00017042



= | @ |___° I W l

Q
s Y SR
<7 ////;///////f//é/gf//// S NS

R A
GAD, DRAWING
DO NOT ALTER MANUALLY

12
EXCEPT AS NOTED

N~

S R
“7 "

/i W

AN
N =, /U

3

PLOT FACTOR:1200
WIVA

| 1] 1 1
| mn Joom [ o Jars [ o oo [om T #5 [ wome]

POTENTIAL FGD STORAGE/DISPOSAL

T [ [ [ [~ [

Z
2l | ¢
¢ 325
5 €= By
ZL1Z>e ]
282 8l
g 2 %8 |
B BEa [
"HEEENL
i 7 = =
ANY IIW//W/// 71—~
{////H( \ \\:é/}/{///%/? 7
LN ~ 2% /
PSS <44 e

\
)|

R
R @i
e I
/,/r,r, ¢
." i
flll
f i I

G| e s
Y/ | ‘5"!j‘1§'g£§;§!5""‘ |
/! \

1794 | |
s\ '

7 /
/ / : 7 "
npr-—y 4/

{7 ) g ’
& g
i se 55 f
W ¢ gég Eﬁ B
: o, G o
i 4 |
E‘E""E B
§EEEE§ g
G L
gﬁgggg ?g
e B .

100 /£904d ¥S| O |9¢€

02/20/2004 11:04:33 AM, p0084919

TVA-00017043



< I @ | 3 | Q W l W | Egm §
ST ' o L
S ol == NS e B f| [k
S o NI |2 H
of NG =Sl B 2. ]
N \\/f/ 7\>§§gjﬁ//¢¢¢/;%§ 7/ )}/y////j/} s =7 o gag gg— § g
\\\\\P\\\\\\ ’:Jﬁ(\;‘i'ff-s\x\)\?&/////////” PN (‘j/ i 8385_;%;55 B’
NN /Zf//?/// TN, in 535? ggéﬁﬁ
N ’ I AT
AN || [E2 Ll
N \ " gQSaE ks
AN [ENE
AN A :
R\l r/’:—/’//’
J ARG #///[\\ /*““///%//
X ] (( ( x:—///f//?//
A | \\“\\\2/%%{7// B
N
AN | \;%%// d
o (M
i == el
i ﬂ
[ e T L
I (R i o
oo o ,
i i
¥ eI i i
i \
Bk ¢ b )
\ i g 7
iy 77 AR ) u
i) iy / =
ity Wy e "
i v/// =l
i & L
i R i |
i I /4 |
0, M & o
| 4
ff///fw/,{ff[ | # B
7///7/////1)/}\. / i
<F ///Q;J/(f“\\)(lk " “5: i .
1
nemy
x| W
i //’//M/%/ / -
p
><o°°% T E
0 | g
g 7 - |8
g
(1] I L. I o I T

TVA-00017044



6168004 ‘WV LI:$0:TT $002/02/20

KTNTIVA MGLW 160 00

TVA-00017045

v Tvo COUALDYS 10 v | SHOSHVd L _ 9 [4 _ 3
vy Jo]ee]| ,, [ »ovouny ’
ONIUTINIONS O4UAH QN U5S03
ALLYOHLAY AITIVA J3SSINNIL
INVTd TISSOd NOLSONIN
'NOILO3S SSONDO — VI NOILJO
3d07S € IVSOdSIA/3OVHOLS ‘
Q94 TVILN3ILOd ¥Od4 ONIMVYA AQNLS m -
VA m
(ELON v 1200 . 0=} TVOS
Jooer ]| ol JouJowJanTom oo [ao [ | = |
e T 1 1 T | T T I (2
T T [
V-5V
WS onee oo wes WaB THE Rt R acd . TRES o2 AR 0003 QNG TR e R iy e “Ml«
4
i 30V I./ S
\
N T A N Y
\ Z ——=l \
3 VS \ S =<7
/ T AN
—Dan qB A am \ AN
N\ A
N\ /
a AN
N 7
// /
— N -
\ ~N
AIADD [WNLY /
o) [
/ -
/ [~
/
g
VT NOLLED
v
¢l _ il _ oL 6 _ L 9 4 36| C | SK PRO837 CO5




= 1 = | e | o . | w o e ]l i

| 7N 77— T e S —
\% w/;/////////%/////fr Tl /’//% - \é\—}rl\\@ AN (8 ] I 55
ST o 7325~ TN " :
iz // BUNS /,/ ‘ i o g
W) e S ] 2 %EE +
- L] a< 3
NS PRI

o S Y E%i B

W, S aalj |24

\ rarid

N Sl 3

Wi~
y \} ﬁ”[é‘( /(// / \ *“‘%/%/%
/// { / /{[(/.M :Zg///%@/ i
[1/a N
W v/ ,,/f/l///l:/// \\ \ s
"{ /(( N
Vil ﬂ fl /7
il

ﬂi” IL /
!

i, 77/
| e

g

;l!l

I

i
Jd
| I‘f‘

> |
(\ / / J i, g |
N i |
%ﬁllléll/ﬁ | I"l‘ff!"" | /,4// &7@/////%5/// / =
W j “l"ﬂﬁ]ﬁ”/(} / /\/ f(fﬁ’fr!m ;hﬂlf & // \\\\s\g\\\(}/{l{//ﬁi// S §
o el 1 W 3 |
i /R / =
iy & // {/ R L/%%/ /
o ) 9 \’//%//#/ / g
= TN 7 S .
/ i v (/3 AN .
! S g B
S IO 5 S B
SR s B < N I
=N NS st s
A , =
a1l o] BB
: 2 ﬁﬁ §5
o ‘ §§§§§§ ESe
il /7 -
_ :
:
8 S
N o 1 = )

TVA-00017046



616%7800d ‘WV 10:5S0:TT #002/02/20

TVA-00017047

- L W v seomd g | L 9 g | ¥ | < _ 4 _ L
AR LA S P
ALTNOHLAV AZTIVA J3SSINNGL
INV1d TISSO4 NOLSONIN
BI‘—GE_SE_I.'I'_ ﬂl—ﬁ"”—l HHIJ.I-MI . v T—
NOILO3S SSO¥0 — g1 LdO 3dO7S L:¢
| vSOdSIA/39VHO0LS 094 IVILNILOd
304 ONIMYYA AANLS —
QYVA
GLON 5V 143K 00111 VS |
e e ST R TR e
Bl m I T T 1T 1 S T J_Wu o
TRTRIVER, aws
ov-o1y
4 d
= o ohoor]
— .A — y ———— | - — ~—— / AN —
\ A —_— - l.lll...l!l.lll\.l\\\ ndh]lill\\l:]!...l.l//l’
NENN — AN
3 \ P4 3
N\_
\ /
N |
N\
. /
/
a )\ / a
N\ |4
4 /
— — \_ —
N\
\ 7
_/
0 \ ) °
T~ \
yd -
g g
v v
cl b _ 0l 6 8 | L 9 g ¥ _ 3 _ z 36| C | SK PRO837 C10




(o]

I1]

12

75T

Wk,

W)

X/ /
173
/ = 3<%

gl 1T

~

EXCEPT AS NOTED

1 I I I
| o omfom[omom om [ o | o [ o]

SCALE: 1°=100"
YARD

H D

N

Ep—

XN

N
=

=X

\

Z
RN
Se—

—

—
—
/
o~

—
-

¢
\

(

\

L
N
D
N

i

i

POTENTIAL FGD STORAGE/DISPOSAL SITE
BORING LOCATIONS & BEDROCK CONTOURS

cestn an
R SNI®

KINGSTON FOSSIL PLANT
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

YSTUDY DRAWING FOR

FOSSIL, AND HYDRG ENGINZERING

mmcnre | ™ Jas]c]

\

&
a
%\\‘\"

N

CLINCH RIVER-WATTS BAR LAKE

i1 E

R

e | |

P
& Eﬁ
B Eﬁ
i 8
: Eg
ik
: o

[
X
A\

N

)

N

N
\\\\\
RN

120 L£90¥dd XS | O |9€

02/20/2004 11:05:06 AM, p0084919

TVA-00017048



12

11

10

2

0¥) L£90Yd %S| O |9F

‘|] L Ll

s =

STUDY DRAWING FOR POTENTIAL FGD

Jom Jom | oo | om jom | oo | oo | et | o]
STORAGE/DISPOSAL 3:1 SLOPE

OPTION 2A — INITIAL DIKE

- KINGSTON FOSSIL PLANT

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

=T

FOSSIL AND HYDRO ENGINEERING
837 C40 RA

amoo e | = Jw]c] S

DO NOT ALTER MANUALLY

WIVA

PLOT FACTOR:1200

/

7

e

TASK OCMPLETED BY IREVID.|

TVA-00017049

16 AM, p0084919

05:

02/20/2004 11




12

11

10

2

0¥) [£90Yd %S| D |9¢

AN RN
AR
\ \\

\

N \-\".\;\\\
N NN .“

N
\\\\§

R
=N
—

=
__J

—
"=

NS —
7
e

— —

g
=3

Q'a.o co——
N DT F
2

—
e

5 B 1
[omn fom oo [uw [ [ Tom T = [ mcomr]

EXCEPT AS NO'

=

STORAGE/DISPOSAL 3:1 SLOPE

OPTION 2A — INITIAL DIKE

|Gt [== [==n] =] === ] =

RA
DRAWING
DO _NOT ALTER MANUMLY

3

PLOT FACTOR:1200
TIVA

KINGSTON FOSSIL PLANT
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
FOSSIL AND HYDRO ENGINEERING

amoorie | < Jae]c]

DA
~] SCALE: 1*=100°

To]
q.
(]

(o)}
-
o
<
]
N | o
o
-
=
-4
©
—
0
e
i
i
- &
(o]
(]
o
Q
o
o)

TVA-00017050



616¥800d ‘WY ¥Z:50: 1T +002/02/20

XTHTNVA SRV 10N 00 VAR
OV 'TVO 00ZIHQLOVA 10

Iz ]

vy qo Nnuﬂﬂu mm BE] - | #1 avonuw
ONIMIENEONS OUGAH ONY TESQd
ALTNOHLNY A3TIVA J3SSINNEL
INVId 1ISS0d NOLSONIM

o | s | oo | woe | o] o | MR,

3d0TS L€ VSOdSIQ/3OVHOLS
093 TVILNILOd 304 ONIMYYA AQNLS

QIVA

TEALON SY 1<430X3 {001=,1 IWIS

oo | ol | [ [m == == = |

I ) I T 1 T &6 ] 6ea] _<M

TVYSOdSIQ HSY LN

T
AT
Z il 4
W\ L
A\
/ \ _:_r_ N S

aNOd HSV NIV

+N55 3600

OOQQV.VNM

7] m _

ol

4 36| C | SK PR0637 C41

TVA-00017051




2

IEEJLUJ g
CEINEL
g (S * R
§’§ S w E g
- ] ~
0 §%§r§§”é
i 2 - gl |=5 E3
8] D:n_l-ﬂ—g 5
N 835! gﬁf
n oo'ﬂ'.'_gi_g_
Za |,
0 E&'Béggi
A §§§E B [
e Q 4 <
i
3§ EE%!z

T ———

I

(W

AT

CF0 L£908d XS| O |92

IJ

4\

A

i
A I\

[\ l\//\_,_//\.a\/

— — —

/

7

B~

TASK COMPLETED BYs

02/20/2004 11:05:31 AM, p0084919

TVA-00017052



<« @ o o W J!g
: L. b1
45,7,7 /00 54 WW AR - H a : §§
,-///’ﬁ//”//’/ 4 ///4‘//7 \ WA\ \Q\\ § \ !g o E =| &8
' S50 by RN NN ULl (= 3
o S I TR N HEEIE
Nl EzZ2227 ,//f/% 0 SRAMEREL R \‘\;\\\ NN Eﬂﬁ S w q:
B = R U TR Y HHEE [Eg |
LB A \ R ABANER R W THH | (B @ Y |58, (8
BTS2 . \ WAEL MR t o _ alf [3E3[2JE3
T 5 o % \ N R PR RN L HH € %ol |23
— b5 = Q BN AR s Shwra N
5 7 N\ AR N\ ¥ n S g ‘_k"i ggg ¢
ZiZ Z W ¥ < “
fg/;% 5= 7///,//"6 \ \ ) \\\\§\\\\\\ A\ ] o (8 é_ >g-:
~ - N e NS i zo s Eggg
- 2z
- Z /////// \\ \ S \\\§\\\ 1 % S mﬂ_éz Ll
Z N \ \%\\ . ald s -
i > \ \ §\ 3 > < i £
A B Z \ \ i~ Q% i'::E g
\ T <
& \ N \\\\\\ ( N\
@ \ OB\ \ \
e NN 1
= %
- N !
of I
©
57
~
{
s
A4y U l;)”)"'
— find S ’\isllll )
4 i F e
et ©
{/
— & |
Z
22
N
{
W
— |
l'\ > _—
< /// <+
[ O
)//
] / //
W
- P\
AN\ M
/: WY, KN\ g N Y X o
\ i
[«)]
p 3
N m [=}
N | O
[« )
=1 |z
W ~
o E ___ g
) N~ 8
g N b
3 SH B
g AN S
g
o
¥ \ 8
xS N g

TVA-00017053



616¥800d ‘WY 6:80:TT £002/0Z/20

TVA-00017054

YT BN J00 OO [Eha] R0 CLTING0 VD
owavE TV o nio 10w v | swsv 8 | L _ 9 S | )4 £ | 4 | |
Vi 970 Z£90dd Mo Jofee] . | vuavan
. CNIMINIONT KAH GRY USS04
ALTHOHLAY AITIVA F3SS3INNIL
INVd TISSOd NOLSONIN
== — e — = _‘E_ SE— E"”.f .ﬂllhl Qn.é 00+Ly 0048y 002y 004+¥b [ i34 00+Z¥ 0041y 0040% 00468 0048 oores V0HS 00488 Mt
SNOILJ3SS0¥D — V¢ NOILdO .
43A00 TVYNId - ._<mon_mHQ\ JOVOILS o T\./!
094 TVILN3LOd ¥0d4 ONIMVYA AQNLS BIL \
QUVA : ou //7
e T e T ou N
m I 1 I T T 1T 1T Tealew] _<M 00 //
[ 1 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 I I 018- /
] - X
otd IvLIa o’ ~—y
/
= T \\ =
4 s Ebﬂ:@.%\
3
o0+ 00448 ondze DOHS o040 0082 00492 00+22 00442 00452 o452 00462 0022 00 GoHOT 00481 0091 00+L) . 00408 . on4el . 004 . 00453 . 00421 . 00+ . 0040} 0048 . 0048 . 00+L, . QO+ . 0049 . oHr . oHe . 0T . 00+1 gq%vh
\lllrlll.ll.llullll . o
= T pr e e P RN/ 2 T -
A I/ =] \ A/ -/ "
a \\7 sy owzzssla—” \\ \ z!Eﬂl\ LSVL 1 _/ -
L — N\ / e / n..
A T\ oy / -
—1 \ 1408 £29 .ﬁ 08
- \ -
/ ,(/ \\ -
0 o
\r /. -
o N / -
— \ )4 -
\ / o
/ o=
i -
8 wsl /) /
Fmal/ |\ w\ -
AN / -
] N\ \ ore
ez 1\ -
N \ -
v s
/ -
/ 088
4] 1 | ot | 6 | 8 _ L _ 9 S ¥ £ 3 36| C |SK PR0837 C46




616¥800d ‘WY €5:80:TT #002/02/20

TVA-00017055

% Wi 10N 00 Ton &) 28 (GIIRINGO VL
- v | swewve 8 _ L _ 9 S _ ¥ _ g | 4 _ !
vy ﬂd Nmmomm mm [olee] .. | vuovouny
tﬁmgﬁﬁ sg.iv . QO+Ly ; [ . 00y . 00y . 0048Y . 004ZF . Q0+1y . 00+0F ; 00+ . 00488
LNV1d TISSO4 NOLSONINM R
R [ [ — e &0 L3 1
SNOILO3SS0¥D — 8¢ NOILdO Ht..ul ! \
¥3A0D TVNI4 — TVSOJSIG/3OVHOLS N N
(94 IVILIN3LOd 304 ONIMVYA AQNLS - -
- N\
GELLON SV 1d30Xa ot //
um__nn.. T ow | = | o - /
ey i I  — “ //
1 1 1 1 o /
08 / N
— St N
s abvams il S
4 -
3 s S oL VoS ome
shV-abY 056
T 00+80 [543 00H92 00408 00 00+eS oze QoHe 0040¢ 00462 00482 00+4Z 00482 s.ﬁl/sg 00482 [ -4 00412 00402 0081 00433 00+48 00438 00491 0+l 00481 00328 00+1) 00401 [ 0048 002 0049 0049 [ 4 0048 004Z 0043 0010
" .\l..l.l.ll...ll.'.nhl,..ll. . . ’ . .\r“
t A== = 1 T — =T 7~ ] / = IS -
a \\“ \\ L )4 A/ /| ~/ et
i — y / orms / uSR R / /| .
] [ A \ / -
AR A .
Miveamnn foos 3| s - “ﬂ
9 ~ \\ -
N / -
- \\ /...—B< N \ 098
// \ﬁ(% 028
~_ 7 -
g ~ i, -
~L JARe -
] J// ‘ \ 28
/ ~. / s
o Ty, iﬂL\ N \ o8
028
v L / .
A / w
~~ / -
[4} (1 _ (o] _ 6 _ 8 _ L _ 9 S 14 g 4 36| C | SK PR0637 C48




A
B
c
D
E
F
!%

DO NOT ALTER MANUALLY

53 R A

12

6.

PLOT FACTOR:1200
A

FOSSIL. AND HYDRO ENGINEERING

Icn-n |mn|mn|mn| Ty
awocsorie | < Jslc]| §

KINGSTON FOSSIL PLANT
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

11

|ou{om oo JovJow]wn] m [ ™ | wow]

Ty
€8, BRr

1

STORAGE/DISPOSAL 3:1 SLOPE
OPTION 3B — INITIAL DIKE

oexzaen aw
DR, ST

10
N v
O

PP RN
Ay Q(I'

L

I lkch

- N

0z,
— T3

-
Al

‘p‘“
i

X
N
T R

A}
e
N

)
RSy

— T T e

QA S RK

W
R

W
AN

0y as1)
\

\§\ \
S5

N

\\§
\

2

58 AM, p0084919

08

PRELIMINARY

£60 L£90dd XS| D | 9¢€

02/20/2004 11

TVA-00017056



< o o Qo w |

12

11

10

2

¥80 L£90¥d XS | O |9

R AN
N \\ \\\&

1 - .
LT
il | {' 8
- = O

ZOpl | E
PR A 4 g
¢ o _aff EE E5
— ..o_d.: =
o |8 o2l |Ege
i IR 2 3f (228
n o 8 EHBuile
g E%ngég;
i = e ] 828
ol | (S8 Fp
| Qg == -

> <& |z
g 2okl |
>-U)50§§

2NN

e

\
‘I {
/
!
\ )
\> | l‘lr’
il & iy
428 L s
K AN
-2 hili e &
- r] [“ ,:iﬁ‘
== 18 e
= 3 I f’x
S ) i
SR Ll
Y& 1l ©
278 L] b
=28 (ligh g
0 il |
N < _.'-."_‘“
L
T \ I
e}
.
M
_______ ()}
v
D~ S
a8
m N o
‘Q a
= =
~ 0
= |
N~ %
~) w
X - g
[=]
o Q
o
R o)
_________ Q
(]
[=]

TVA-00017057



616¥800d ‘WY 91:60:TT $002/02/20

08 A UG @LTN00 ¥SYD
TSR SV ot et s v swava 8 _ L 9 g ¥ £ _ 4 _ L
<zmmmm MN_OOMM ﬂw Joleel .. | v ovocuny .
ONIHZINIONT O¥CAM ONY TISS04 ,
ALIMOHLNY ASTIVA 33SSANN3IL
INVId TISS04 NOLSONIM
43A00 IVNIJ — g€ NOILJO
3dOTS L€ TVSOdSIA/39VH0LS
d0d4 IVILN3LOd ¥04 ONIMYYA AQNLS —
QNYA
UILON SV 14303 DO0L=,1 TVOS
——filmr] o (= e = ]=]=]=]=] = [
m | | | T 1 I I &sa | esa ] IV 0
I 1 1 i 1 1 i L ] [ | [ u %
g
>
] + -
Saﬂusa.ﬁ.qu/:/ Wi B X /] A
N\ NN Wl
4 NNk % ____g,\\\\\\\\\»\% I 4
AN N2 1 L 4
\ \ %y \\\%\\\\\\\\\%\ .M. h\ _J_ !
N\ &.\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 7 A
_ NN \ -
§ 9, N o s Y,
¢/ 1Y, \\ o \“\\m“\\“\\\\w\ /e aNOd HSY NIVI
0 7 T 2 )
Vg i i/,
3 A/ \\.\\\\\\\«W\&\\\\\\M\\ 7 3
W, g \\@\@\w\\w\\\\\\\ 2
o
.\\\\\\\\\\ Y 4 .\\\\\\ \V \\\
S /)
A
A5 . ]
Y i i ( 3L
N h k2 N
7, 7’ 4 A
Z 7 /
0 o)
/N\
m i /% m
Q
(=]
v ] Y
06y, &
23 £
(4% i _ 0]} _ 6 8 _ L 9 °] 4 _ e _ 4 36| C | SK PR0837 C55

TVA-00017058




616%800d ‘WY 1Z:60:TT ¥002/0Z/20

TVA-00017059

XTIVONVA W 10N 00 ok A Al CALTA00 Y5V
"o TS ogz 0o, 1014 v sweve 8 _ L 9 S | ¥ ¢ _ z _ L
v 0G0 Z690%5d IS Jofee] . | vuowaw ) )
ALTHOHLNY AITIVA TISSINNZL
INV'Id TLSS0d NOLSONIM
xe= — i iccoud _ i — o — lnlu.— .—.““ Bﬁh s.tv 00+LYy 00+ [ d [ iad 00y 00Ty 00+ty 00-40F 00+e8 00H9E O0+LE 00488 004EE SOHR
SNOILOISSOMO ~ v¢€ NOILJO o
YIA0O TVYNI4 — IVSOdSIA/3IOVHOLS ous 7.\./!
394 IVILNILOd ¥04 ONIMVMA AQNLS m.,.n\\ \
QRiVA .....M //
(GALON SV 130x3 ,00k=,} VIS | oat A
Jmeow | offws | on | o fows Jawe [omw [ [wd ™ s X o /
ool i I I T 1 T 1} TeaTea] ¥ 008- //
1 1 1 019- /
o
— - N~
o T\
- P _ L]
K | s . Pus vl |\
3
- A AL
9gy—ogsv
so—— 00HL ooe SO4R 0+ 00408 008 ouer g a3 002 0052 00453 00438 - 00+ - 002 00461 0ot 00+2} 00483 00ts) L el 00+€4 S\H ,8;— ,8.3—,! nuolﬂll l”.oﬂ .Inlns'”,- ”H 008 (L d 00 00+ 00+ \smru..
e— =1 = g T I = I = = T X[ /1= / = A\ 1 “
/| == / A/ 1P\ il 4 — w
a \\/ e |\ \ NIVAXRENNO .maaolx ona .E.Eﬁl\ wosy 1!1/ \ o
L A7 1\ / / -
i \ s / -
— \ // 0i8
toud 28
/ T \ \\ -
) e
% / -
wezio / \ o0
— \ / -
\ / =
/ -
hanud P -
8 s \ /, \ o1
K- IVAEN I -/
A\ / -
] AN\ / o
ona ¥ |\ / \ -
v // / s
\ -
(45 i _ ol 6 8 _ L 9 S _ 14 e 4 36| C | SK PR0637 C56




616¥800d ‘WY SZ:60:TT ¥002/02/20

T WV 10W 00 ON AB W8 IR0 VL
TR - 8 _ 4 | L
ve ZGO Z£904d oS [0 o] un |+ ovocuny
ALTMOHLNY »uﬂ.o.»e%ummn.zé
INVId TISS0J NOLSONIN
IE—RE_Sg_ﬂg_ Ei_ un“ul.unl Hﬁﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂ I
SNOILO3SSOMD — V€ NOILdO
¥3IA0D TVNI4 — VSOdSIG/3IOVHOLS
094 VILN3LOd 304 ONIMVYYA AQNLS —
QUVA ] S WALl oS
G0N & 1A B0imgt AV L8a-490 298 TIv13a
Joow | ot |ou Jour Jo om Joo [wmfoum| = _m NEONDINN T3 GNOd HSY —
o I I I 1 1 1 B IV oL Lsd L) 3—.& Lo Lo 9 0
—— |ttt LI I I P T I I I XTI S ” M. 2 A \l\ “!.:l.v —
- /oo o] |
AAVNINTTHHIL i T -
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 4
— L TR awes L
LSY-L8Y
oOfHE ooize  ooMe  ovies  mote MZ  00HZ  00HZ 00462 OOHT  O0HZ O 00HZ OO HoL Loact Lircd 0044 \8_..95 3
- ErnNl I = 1~
] w1t —— 4 AN\ % w L
- A // [ e woa |
- \_ -
008 /) 008
o \ - a
- \ -
[ ore
- \/ -
- NS4AD .\ "
o, o8 o)
[ / 088
- \ -
N - AN - .
- T8/ -
- \ o
e \ " @
- N\ -
— i, rmmﬁﬂﬂﬂ.\ o -
068 \ 068
\
(4% _ i _ ol _ 6 8 _ 4 36| C |SK PR0637 Cq7

TVA-00017060




12

11

10

2

04D L£90dd %S| O |9¢€

\

T T

W
M

/

=

EXCEPT AS NOTED

SCALE: 1"=100°

N
RN
NN
\ ;\‘Q\‘

\"“; 2D g

X rklziE

N

STUDY DRAWING FOR POTENTIAL FGD
STORAGE & DISPOSAL — OPTION 3B

ASH/GYPSUM LAYOUT PLAN

ol

3
& [olg
?-Eg g5
g% =
e
it
L
i i

R
&\\\\\ W\
\ K “\‘\\‘ \\ -
{

N N
\9)( ‘*\ )

NN

OO

P
——
——

s -
— - i
_—

N\

A% \&\
AN
TNIAN N

2 /")e XX
RRRRIAIES
PR
REASARKS
290,00

/
L

QR od

02/20/2004 11:09:31 AM, p0084919

TVA-00017061



12

11

10

2

1L L£90¥d S| O {9

Y
NN
N

NN

v

R
o,

NATCHLTHE. (SEE SKETCH SX PROSST 081)

=

D

N

o

D

b

it

LU

Q

O

\)

>

2.

A\

>

PRELIMINARY

= ol
uf e i1
OEE LY
5| zo L1 Eq
| o 3*518§
(2 e
| |z [¢]gnildds
| B8l |
2 EEE
0 = 2 Ol |35
1 I <e‘6.J—E,
_‘_ gwéui .
do RN |
HEEE L
N N
3 \\

A=A

o
i
a
<
3

N | S

o
-
=
a
N

— | ¥
0
X
™
o

- | 3
=]
]
o
N
o

TVA-00017062



616%800d ‘Wd 8€:9%:£0 ¥002/02/20

T T oo s 1o v swewa 8 | L 9 | g ¥ ¢ _ 4 | L
vy 0 Jo]ee} = | #4 avooLow
ONINZINIOND ONGAH GNY TXSS04
tﬁm—d—.—.—vﬂ_( a-_-_<> Ng.zzm_. um..s [ 4 . 0040F [ 4 [ id 0048y [ 3iid 0041y 0040¥ o048 00482
LNVId TISS04 NOLSONIN
RN U [ e T ££2 VL3 AN .
SNOIL03SSO¥0 WNSdA9/HSY = A 1 130 390390 ISTX3
8¢ NOILdO — VSOdSIG ® 39VH0LS H //r
94 TVILN3ILOd d04 ONIMVYYA AQNLS _‘ H&MOZOO oac 44 S — —
QUVA e
fme [ e =S TE = e * N\
s T T T T T T TesTsa] v o . I_
1 L 1 ! i J 1 [] 1 1 1 u ..«Hl /
N N
H RS i I\
4 -
3 e O NOLO oS ose
eLY-ELY o098
o0 0o+ 0049 00488 L a3 0046 004 00+i8 ooHog 00 00482 o0HL2 . 0052 . 8...al./s._.vﬂ 00T 00 00403 0046 0043} [£15c4] 0038 08 . 0049 . (223 . Q0#Z3 . 00+43 . 00403 0048 . 0048 . 004+L 0019 0049 00+ [ 004Z 0+ . Bo“v&
21402+ aA..v-._ I 1T — | e | e \ -
113N ] — = = o — | T Tt XT A~ / = NN -
a i Gl i il P57 s /| = / A/ PN 4 —/ -
49 HdS SIXAdl | / / o wund—" -z E,,,ﬂﬁt\ -
I\.J“. \ ’ T A AR/ 062
— \ -008
AR T "
Njvamenn oo 4 — | . R - “
0 -
/1 -
(4 - \ -
— N / AL A 1l oo
S pohs asiA g g WNSJAS - s
S i [ /O o -
/ -
g e .
N 7 C =
& e
078
] 7 \w\ -
@8 V. iﬂ&k\ e
080
v 8
~ :
Zl L ol 6 8 _ L 9 3 | v £ | [ 1361 C [SK PRO837 C73

TVA-00017063




12

11

10

2

¥LJ [£904d %S| O |9

oy
et

260

-_—

e :s.-;a,

>~

~

INNER _DIKE {

~

7
~ TN
-
N
|

Ve

[SPOSAL -
n

7

GYPRUM IF -~

SARY)
VP!

——
-
=&
-
-

NECE®

R
{0
X

e

L EEEE

EXCEPT AS NOTED

Jow Jom oo [arwfom o [oo] o= [oom]

STUDY DRAWING FOR POTENTIAL FGD

1 SLOPE

OPTION 3B — INITIAL DIKE

'3
>

STORAGE/DISPOSAL 3

KINGSTON FOSSIL PLANT
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

82 SR

e it il il il Ml M

2l
3

DO NOT ALTER MANUALLY

FOSSIL AND HYDRO ENOINEERING -
PLOT FACTOR:1200
W_IVA

awrcore | = lsic| S

-}
=

—1 SCALE: 1"=100"

19 PM, p0084919

46

02/20/2004 03

TVA-00017064



616%800d “Wd ¥0:9%:€0 #002/02/20

- - v | SNosavd 8 | L 9 | G _ v Y _ [4 _ l

D TCo0N S T T
Exos:-ﬁ%&%eﬁzzﬂ olfiSr ooty ooty ooter oy ooty orsy  ooke  ovtor oowe  ooiee
INVId TISSO4 NOLSONIN .
Y Uy g p— 80 Vi3 I AN
SNOILJ3SSOYO — g¢ NOILdO . Hs.rl ! \
¥3IA0D TYNL4 — TVSOJSIQ/3OVHOLS ¢ 1d3ONOD - ~
094 TVILNILOd ¥0d ONIMVNA AQNLS ot A —
QAVA 008 ////
z...@H.Jhm.ﬁ_s_:_:_irs_l_uw,unnzm - N\
e - N
] e Zrrrrrrrry Zrrrrrrrrrrrr ” J./ N [
m 298 TIvi3a M s ﬂ_ﬁaﬂl\
| ATVNIWITAS -
h— S e e e e et s o 2 o o e
u MOVLS HLVYIN3g - -
JOVNIVYA MOTIV Ol Tovey e
‘Ad13 ISVE dN aiIing -
. 30aYE3 ONLISIG.
00488 00+18 . 00488 . 00408 0L , DS . 004¥e 00418 . 00408 0 - Oz . 00422 . OHEZ . s._al/.s;ﬂ . O0HEZ 00422 . 00412 i 00z . 00481 . 00481 . 00+2) § 00401 . 00481 00443 . oo . 0T . 00+Hi3 . 00301 . 08 . 0048 . [ . 00+ 0048 , 00+r . 001 . [ 1 . O+ . g.wb
. . ~ —t — |— R R / -
” - A =~ J ~\ = - / \\ 082
a NIVAGHION BAVS® i 7 \ BB JA\ jl S \\ —/ -

— S S R \\A\Ln gt / R
R \\. sy | / w
° 7t 1/ i

I
A
/ 1\
/k /]
r g
(0p)]
i

0
BD
=1L
O Ej
>
{/
e

A9
1IN

-l

X ¢

i )
)

O < r

/
\/
//

N

':._
v
<
(&%)
A
1

!

EEEEEEEEEREREEEEEEEE

| - o // — \
(ANNSJAD) IMIQ HINNT —P<T_ »ﬁk
v N\ // st
(a1 LniTtA ™ _—< \|/
/f.—\/l_l\ 1 NV L\ o //

! H [ ol | 6 | 8 _ L | 9 g _ ¥ ¢ _ z 36 C [SK PR0O637 C75

TVA-00017065




616¥800d ‘WY T+:60:TT ¥002/0Z/20

%
e ///
}

O
)
7z

N
X%w,

23,85

B 70N

/s
e
mhﬁ

TVA-00017066




TOTAL = 588.5 ACRE-FEET

SCALE: 1°=200'

:
§
g
;
]

388,010 CY

=Sy~
Y/ &

Y/
. 7
~

\\] ’/ / ’ 7\
,//é\) /‘,/’ /

N/
N IRy /
_ £ / ,, fe/

L

02/20/2% 11:12:50 AM, p0084919

]

3

TVA-00017067



ATTACHMENT 2

Cost Estimate Backup

TVA-00017068



Agununs Jieyeq,
ApAnovuoRE00T, Aq peyos

‘sIBfop
(£002) Aep jussald uj ©G O} DSLINSSE §) %0M 18 8804Ind LOSHBGIICO 10,

“ueurdojpAep
BAIB A0LI0G SITNJ J0U SINSOR HOBFS 40} J800 AU epnfou] 10U $80p sjewnss

‘spuod
SU} 0]} MOY PINOM JOTRM DU SSYIP USUNIES Yiim POJONASUGS 6q PO
Ao ‘Aresiseg ‘eBesB JaNBUEO0) B UMOYS are (sujsen Bupms) spuod oy,

*8INS0(0 38 {BUIBJEUI UBUNES [BUCTIPPE GNDAI [IM INd ‘UofBeIsY]
JOA03 [BUY QINN} JO} (BB 1048 fi OO SILL "BEIB PIORUOEID
s sl Jueid o jo 150 eare ensujuad ey} Ja palBos) 8 V| uoRdo
WWING

viogoLee

TSSO NOLSONDI

MOLS WNSJAD HIEaNU0s

wewdinbzg VAL

£00Z 0% 41

A3NOL™1D

8808-29/
(suossed) ynus ieq

NIVLS WNSIADNVIOEILE0/HIN

Jsuu0) Jodey

TVA-00017069




I3 Bl - 780 - - 505 10 000006 | A 00008 T PV IR
Vel (73] = i - SiE 000¢ 0200 7 60000 % B5U6 i
] ' Biipiied UGRO1RSUCD
: 05
176'982°¢ pL9'2S8'L (292791 191ZpL'L | POE'CLOL | 96°008°F9 02
F#6'982°8 PI0Z68'L 20201 N ) 4 08l
i 0ZELET - = 20291 - < = o8 007 —__BelV [BH0TB 1003 Pepoiog YN / PooS
065°01 X< - 0007 - - 600’0 G0°0L 000°Z 58 00°04 T Gpaitang j05jodid
pea'se i - VeLe - 886'6 2igge  |08¢00'L 00521 0058 L T e
€69 @i < = v (2 €61 00°0% 002°0 ©9 00°00 —_SEUTII PERUEIS SAGH 810 .8
€69 - 8170} Ji4 00°082'L 0020 T 00°007°8 T STid PoIRIopad | UGS ScaH 0id «8
002 - 18vL ST G658 1100 A8 000029 ] URIpIBpi 104 e OpeI0e
G268 = 6558 EE) 05262 G50 7S 00009 6F P87 8] K
180eL < < 258 £002¢ 500 T 000062 65D 2 X 5pWA b2 ) il 164 U5a
- 50896 < 000'5EZ 207601, 600047 0020 W (000862 550 104 dRitRy
X3 YLEL - 058 < €80'0c  |8/88 00°8vE (X U} 00°606'2 SUGIS Pousig - S PeoY ieiiiod
S8010C £ - 1000252 - 000827} |982 268 00621 00 9600 0 60°000°887 (GUGHS 75 "ON) 801 30 DML 1 1) J6AS 6BEUBIa
12788 Y - 6089807 |- 286008 [ G00062¢ G0°008°80F TA50 000'6EE) SUIT .6 Jour] ABiD Paseaiion
2av's Z2 ; 150% - - ik 4} 000 v08'L R 000p'S BV Uiajj0d - BUDBJING PEoY J6jeuiied
JeACH
SL2'v8L €22 - EVL0LL - - ZE0'vL £9°EY 000'%08'} A9 00°068'28 feujd uj JoAe1 4210 34 | auning 404 D s f1ods I
S0LZ5Y (13 - 85002 - - 801267 e 0000082 | /S 00605122 UGG 877 '681) SoUBied fid POV D
2807 SLUEEFE v (25443 = = 082V 100708 000°eL 58 00°Z S BRi88 164 BaiV G PUV 18510
Kjiiices dsjq winsdAo
0c
080°85 080°85
080°89 08085
[080'8S 0z €T - - 08088 - - - 98 00'9¢ .
PINpees
. i 73
098°0C ' 0560 20
098°02 08802 Biifue
[SoseT. 0000581 I = (1) - - - B8 001 JOISA0 PEZUSION UM “SPIRA 1 02 'B180 BUIDIS
‘|05 G05E < < 04 < = - €001 S50 BUBUHRE [itssiod
0007 0002 < P (5033 v - = W 00002 " (BUpURQIE BUpAoU]) BURGeD MEN
x
: 20
1802y 6629 21682 viecL 95°6Ly €0
[1E08r BaL9 Iig8Z WS Z ) PGy
Eidd e - 68 - S0 WOl [X2 0210 W 0067 (6U0TS PoARS 107 Bupiied JUousiiiiog) o8eg SUdlS POURTIS
S ¥ree B 0S8S - B ] C087E 0210 U} 00006 (PeGY S5500V UIN0S) 688g SU0IS POLsIID
297’ Z2 - 180 B - 65T o71 0007081 R 00°005C "~ {pEoY S8505Y (3Nog) Yoy wapsy
]
! £0
162871 16966 [T 20429 8L82LC 0
1657841 |598'6p [k 20129 8Vazle 8]05ji16D UJ60IT
[6Z5's1 166627 - BT - GEa¥ 8HTEL 00Ge8 00092 8 00 "~ (8j8BuoY sumssy) &ibjo)) oS-V
ZI6L BFLLy = €0 - 008 §007 000 0000¢ R 0Y (RXZIXZo TS8Ry 10 GjpRuoD 03
L IEZA - BT v - 88 [ 0007 & 00 B Uf §610H WD
86 G060 < 55 < 082 L 880C 008 0290 7 00°081 [¢ IBUNd) 8did T6RN0 diND Bid « 87
(X44} €108 < ¥ - 018 767 VoL T80 T O0L CINBNAS JORN0 104 16874 303 GING Biti » 87
iEre 22958 - 50 - 008’1 €02 002t 000 7 008 SIRPAGS JAN0 104 dRD ‘Bl , 22
tid 1% < 53 v P81 0001 0090 W 0002 ~BUpped odid
86018 o881 = 81080 = 000w 61002 60008 6020 W G0°006 7 U0 [l J)eRILIoHS 163 dedRy
[60L%% 62 = wWeve - ~ 80870 73 000+08'T “R 0000V Y (R 000'2) PUod oty Jo1emiLIcls 163 i
E2ad i = 0267 - = £09¢ 008 EECEAE [ PUOd JOUTY TETBMILIGIS TI0UE5T)
Y PiE3 - 80T - - 580 05¢ 506008 &5 000002 - PUGJ Jouny] Jejemiiog 101 o
28510 4 - T291 < 1e¥2 8167 86568 6800 7 000067 SGjed ABH %01 eou8d JO WoHog Yousi]) 6oUs4 WS 1arg
{0303 UooIT
20
90L719 Y65 026 ZiL26¢ |005Eve) [7)
0ITI9 ¥65°028 zivze *8.5.«- Gnip puy ie6j5
[08LZvi TrE = 152008 = < sorE 000852 0600 0500062 5= VOREBEEA Y |
[986°60¢ [8TEEve - 18851 - - §BL 181 000873 G00%Z %8 0008 AR PV 1880
[056'001 G028l |- @ B - 24 00TET 000052 58 00°E) ]
: GIiE) PV 800

WY £V°8 €002120/80
Z efag HINV ATTIVA NNIL

TVA-00017070




000°098 | 000095 | 0C000Z 1} TYNNVI NONZ

060 000009 |00°00¢41 EAUBH-UON

(000°088 00000088 |- 000085 [00°00¢ LE 000°00¢ 11 ST 007 “emiEH UoN

JENURR-UON
T TVIINVII NONZ

1€529¢ 0’59 0088 186881 | 00°0£6'8 ALITIOVH LSNOOX

169°262 090 005'8 256'38) 00°0¢6'8 SoijoRd JNIEI0D

%] 2LOELE 1072 = BEE0 00072 000°0%e 5 001 UOEZO0WEE

0098 00°005'8 < 15 0098 < < §60°0 SS{AISE BOL SideHod

25091 9125991 ZiEY < GeEel 00'1ES 000168 5 001 BUFAgH

[Gver VIV EL 651 A GOTES GO0 168 5 00T 5T, BUDTERG

£60°081 T-.EQSF 07908 V5621 00CLE O 026D § 0L BpEoY UIBUep

V86EL 6 Er 78207 BSECE 00°009 000008 5 G0 A UBep) [

8650 518855 i 8859 00952 600952 5007 o1 “Daud SSAGIdUIT) ST UlipY

Tagv 02 155VE 2007 05501 G000V G30°00% 5 000 UGREZIGON

SopIDE PIISI0D
ALFNIOV4 ISNOOX

Y17 4%4 .5£8°C 0L82L 195 oe0ze 0S:

10212 ‘S8 01821 199'S 05022 Bupiigd UopIniisuog

868781 FLEL 118 SeV el (42 00881 02r0 W 00°00v'T 552 BUdIS POUSI

268 €2¢ &6 . 23 120 6007057 %5 B0 00F TEPOTEN TEUSHIPRV 098 % 11D

B AT o . e e :

i A R R S NDRIEM S e ! Sl A e k

WV €98 €00ZIZ0IS0
¢ ooy

HINY AITTVA NN3L

TVA-00017071




0000076 18304
000’00’ 000°0SE'L
% Leeel oo6oszT
0000818 92955}
[
VIEVes's  £19'Gl8
£1058
LBy S09'se
% 000 &IeEr
% 000 158'e8
ssi'sel'L  Sivavl
% 000°¢ goger
% Q00 20v'68
g osvo sLz'op
SPLAV0L  SPLBYOL
M YIZTLISCS 581622
289'20}
818'gv8't
U ¥10208'004 182'108'2
sjejo | sjewyis3

%81+t+ @ AousBugue)

§8U0D JO %2 B QDD Plold

£8U00 JO %8 ® Bupesuifug

(E0AJ) 504 pIBMY JoupBd
{E0A-1) souRINSY) JOUMB

WY €48 £00Zi20i50
y efeg

HLNVY ASTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017072




Amyums jByeq,
AunnoviuoReo0T, Aq peyios

“8IBIOp
(£002) Aep wesaid uj 6 ©} POLUNSSS §) I0M (18 0800Ind UOSHBALCO 4O

“uewdoAsp
B&JE MOLIOG SN} JOU INSOI) %0L)S 40} 1500 AUB SpNIOUT 10U SBOP SJBWNST

“spuod
i} U103} MO} PNOM J8JEM PUB SOYIP UBHLES Ui PERNISUCS 8 POM
Ao ‘Afreoseg “seau sENBUBIDe! 58 UNOYS 38 (sumay Buis) spuod oyl

“uondo S UBLA SHID SUY IO} [T [BRI] SI0W SRINDOS PUB ‘Bole
onydeiBodo} Jsmo} SUJ U} PAIE0O] §] V], SBRISYM ‘BaI8 1D euf uj Ajueupd
PaJE00] 8] P18 SIp USUMES JBHOYS B S8t} i B5TIBI0G 'SINSOM (Bl 18
[BHABW UBLLIES [BUCHIPPE 8501 YINU PG3Y (I UORAO SILL, "BOJE Ployuses
B 8181 ueid 6y} jo 1588 BasB Bsujuad BU} I8 PajEo] 8 61 UORIO

YW

4108810

TSSO NOLSONDI

SOLS WNSJAD ¥IGENOe
Wwowdmbg VAL

£002 O 4D

AINOL1"Q

8808~48.
(suossad) upus fenmg

HOVLS NNSIAD/AELOEBLEN/D!

1BuL0} Hodey

TVA-00017073




vel 7.0 (3 80F 0002 0200 7 000001 5ousd i
BUpjied UORINHBUDY
[
9829y 0.5°9SY'L |292'9) 2£0°89€") | 189°00€°) | 8814905 (14
(ST ‘0I598v'F 2620 [Ie0g8e]  |7e9'0c (@R 1ve09 Aifioed dsiq GmedAS
7oz o1 [0Teeee 1 (4 B = - B00L BaIY TBUGIBIN 005 Pawoiog GO ] Poos
£26Z ZEea) 116 - = (X A 000 58 0028 SpaBNg [0go0ld
868'22 g 856 - 080°L 92881 [ 00521 € (0'09 'BUDjd URIRIBPUN J0-] SIOUOUY 6181000
S o8l i 082 ger 002 0020 © 0058 SBURI PIEPUSS SdaH 6id .8
[ 28 TE89°E 806D §6c 8t 007088 0070 i 60008V Bdid pejEIond L1 §aS SdGH il W8
9109 w1 3 8967 768 568 1100 8 B0008°E S0]d UBIpISpur) 104 Opge BikeI0en
RS (743 1676 LA 899 0526 S100 A8 CO'0006F (P88 5] GEl0 1) SLXBI008
Ve 12 162 8021 v f21:5 ] €008 0 7T 0008 L 365D 2 X opim v¢ ) GBIGi 30 UoKa
X457 881 150856 000662 10F'60F C000L Y 000 T 60°009€2 NG 104 OeidR
[BZZ 08 VIEL 758T [ WL 000.2 0240 0 00005 BUGIS PeLsIg - BUSEIING Peoy] J61euWisd
1IEgacL £21 00%'881 008°290°L 118762 09°60°2L 880°0 ul 00°009°g2L (6UGIS & "ON) 1611 104 DML 1J 1) 1A eBeLjaig
TEZhivy ok 080%18 161000 00Vae 600°00¢ ¢ A5 G008 POE (K56 000'vge) SU 5 Jour) ABD pepediiog
E1543 2T (A3 6687 0L COOV0E T A5 00°005F SV Wopod - BUEING peoy JBpuisd
[avaerL e 12088 W08 43 CO0P08T R G0TELZ8 TEIBIB TEUSMPDY 008 % i)
H .—0>8
1SY's6L Exd $ee2L 9L o'y 000'06' Ao 00'688'r8 1ed U J0Aen A810 3 | eming o4 InD RS [1eds 8 1D
[veEe6L &1 WU 081 18 296 000006 ¢ 5 GO BeL 66 (R €T £8) SouBfed fid Buv 1o
20V 8L EEPE {2544} [ 00708 00022 8 0L O35 008 103 BeIV GIS) Pov 18010
Aiioes) dejq tinedAg
(114
vey'or vZy'oy 11
Ver oy VeV oy USINApees
Yev' oy 0C €28 e Vev'or 38 0V L1 SBaIy PSGIIniC UOIIN | P98
USINNDOeS
] [
05802 05502 20
05862 05802 Biijsiiod
(00801 00°005 01 00901 85 G0'L JCFRIOT0 PEZIGIDN UNAR 'OPIM 14 0¢ ‘0180 BUpiS
|05¢ 00°06¢ (=5 05T BjED BUIBUME icEiod
0007 [ GO0V 7 00002 (GUpaT0IS Bujpnioul) Bupus AN
Bi5usd
10
1£08Y 1669 21692 PLETL 95°61¥ £0
X 16610 11682 vieer o§6Ly €pEoH
®rY VLEL 3 GE0E 1501 0307 0210 T 00°0% (BUGIS PoAB] 107 Bupped 1UsUBUiISJ) o5ed BUalS POUSILD
k3 PUEL 1095 €B8'5C 0268 00°ere 0210 W 00°008'C (pecy 5600V (IN0E) 65eg oUGIS POUBIIy
Z8V'S Vi TI60°8 . GEET 9z 1 000°708°1 5 G000V'Z {peoy S8805Y UIN0g) USV wionog
; Speoy
€0
vl LIv'6Y 66509 |[£979  |6L619¢C Z0
Wil 1iv'ey 6£9'09 1600 6L6L6T 810441167 Ui0jsoig
[62a'el 16°68LC BT SE6V Bveer  |009¢8 000°6Z B8 00, (GJARUCY GUNESY) SIjo) d665-HUY
78T Ly 501 [ B00'L 0007 60001, 00 (Z%.Z X Z Bilinsy) 6664 1650 104 GIBIHU0Y) BISOAUI0D
[ Ve i - () 60 0607 B 00E 58} U] S3[0H D)
886 EE] 53 L 5602 606 0260 700091 TREMIOS SIBUL) Bid TOAN0 NG Gl » BF
X34} €1 00% i 016 o7 WL 1607 T 00L CIBIRG R0 104 18Ik 104 dND 6ic » 87
5353 A3 89 0081 53 002t 0002 11 009 SINPIAS 3010 103 dNO ‘810 . 6L
(22 % B3 Vel i3 0001 0060 W 0002 BUppsd sdid
§60'18 o881 81031 000'EY 8100 00088 0020 U 00087 Pidd U] JOVEMIILOS 107 dBIdiy
60127 i3 heve - 60821 9L CO0V08 T %5 00°007 VL (%56 000"21) Puod Jouny) Jojemiios 163 i3
i & 0281 v S05T 000 TECEH 75 G0008C FUG] J{0UNY JOEMILICIS OUBS
(483 iZ €802 - 5802 05¢ 000008 %5 00600 PUOJ J30uny] IBIBAIIICIS 104 1D
7087 T 6207 0897 X 7%= 8060°0 I G008 E
E T ]
20
Ly8'8vy 129656 10
B 1Z9G GEL GiID PUV J801)
080°GeL 5§ SE0L G200 A5 00000 ELE SiI30IS 1V (1008 - 110840 PUV UOREBBOA Y | IS
e 0 BLEEVE Vel ool 000ZL 58 00°0L IS PUV 18010
T8 W\.ﬂ.: 15 000°09Z 5800,
10

HINV AFTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017074



TVNNVI NONZ

jenuep-uoN

[enuein UON

[enueiy-uoN

TYNNVYIN NONZ

200°1S

097°9

L1018

0ov'D

[

[k

o Juc us

o't

28v'88

52T

a o) @ o 9 wia 8
EEEEEEEE

] ] vt e

uoReziqoN

SORIIOR 1Ingsued

ALHOV4 LISNOOX

gtge

€87

08
Bilpjied UORINRBUOD

1187

688 QUOIS PBUSILD

ORI TBUSTIPRY 1008 % 1D

R 503) Soueg fitd puv 110

v vy:8 £002/20i50

HINY ASTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017075




0000052 1BOL.
00000V'L 000486
% £879} 00T
000LYS  IETLLL
|¥Z3x9%
sLL08  BaL9OV
687557
08BYES'S  GLOYLL
% 000G 2E1°60)
% 000 z8y'so
1oR'000's vee'rLL
% 000 L7y —
% 000Y 508'69
8 08Y'0 1ov'1e
ZYWES  L20ovEe
sy 89ZETLIY 502087
966'68
Sog0LY'L
8y £28022'8L £20'681'2
sjejol sjewnsy

%S+ @ AsueBuguo)

45100 JO %T @ DO/VO PIsld

A8U0D JO %8 @ Bupesuibuz

{E0AH) 004 proay Jouireg
{E0A) ecurinsu] Jouped

esusdxg g sepddng eojQ
Sejqepusdxg P S8|JEWNSUC)
osuedx3 Si001 lBWS

wewdnby
panuoogng
feusien
loqe

WY ¥9°8 £002I20I50
y ofieg

HINV ASTTVA NN3L

TVA-00017076




Arwums yeeg,
Aurpov uoneo0T, Aq pejos

“sIEop
(€002} Aep juesasd uj oq 03 POUMSSE 8} iom [[e esodind Lospediies Jo4

"RINSOJ YOS 10f 1800 AUB 8PN I0U S80D SjEUNS]

‘BamL
MOLIOY 618 UO Wiay [BUBEw alnbal 1% SYIP USYLEs 81O UCRONISUCD

‘gaIB puod
yse Bunsixe sup Bus umsdis 88} (vg) vopdo sy 1, ‘eare
puod yse Bupsixe eif ] WNsAAB eyt yoes [t UBISSP S 40} 150D OY L,

VNG

V20e9Le0

USSO4 NOLSONDI

MNOLS NNSHAD MIEENUOS
wewdinba VAL

£00Z OF dt

ASNOL 10

8808294
(suossed) IS feeq

HOVYLS NNSIAONZTOEBL L0/

18uu0; podey

HINY ASTIVA NNZL

TVA-00017077




I SORI[I08 PROSICD
7518 TLBELS S 001 “UGHEZgousa
5 _S.Snﬁ < § 007 OIS 1B110) Si0eN0d
808 “[S1°80EEY 5 0070 BiigH
06'% 6006 E 6007 TSTEAN BUULG
3 98662 8% § 007 5pEoY_UjaliEY
[69E6E 26°80¢ 08 5007 ) U5y [Rieuse
2iTS 00°ZILS 5 00°F 1616 “501d GoROIAUL) W), URIPY
19871 02185 ¥1 2007 5001 GOFBZG0N
BORIIOE JONASU0D
ALITIOVH ISNOJX
20212 GEB'C 0L82L 196°¢ 0£°02Z [
012 SE9T 019Z1 1955 ({3 Biipjied GoRINDeIsY
B FiEr 2181 Gov et 42 [LEED 0210 U] 00007 6884 BUGIS PAUSTIY
268 B [ - 3 120 600706’ L 75 00007 TBUSIEW (BUCHIPPY 1005 % 170
eBIT X 789 < 805 120 000°008°C %5 00°008 (Aoq 605} edueed [id PV 110
VoL 220 - §iE 53 00702 0200 1 000807 BRI TS
BipiiEa UOBONBEI0D
08
€78°9EL 1zZy'e 660°08L ey EXiZ3 oy
cheBEL Ve e60'0t ) ISV SEoVL dojeABq ety MeLiSH
860087 ek - S N B 58 5098 BBl MOLCE Binjng 6l ] 62110 1 P5os
Wig B4 e ~ IIEY 6 0000 3870008 Baly MOJIoE SInfiig 9814
AOTOAB(] oIy MOLIOE
: oy
6£9'822°9] {068CHEY €08°626°9 |2v6'199'S | 82°690'6LC [
SE9BLLSY T06ATHE Y €08'EL6D  |cvoIOV'S  |82°680°6IE Ko dsiq WNsUAS
iy 607 B0EE G861 Qg 0062 T 005721 #5 50601 Bidid URIAIOPU 407 SHOUOUV Oaiu00
Es Sa'Lt - [ 3 G02E 002 0 €5 00°00 SBURI PIEpUS HdaH eid .8
80LTS 2% SivD azkd (eI 0T 0020 T 000047 Biid peeiopad [1 ¥a8S ‘HdaH 6 .8
12801 5l e 8906 6287 vl 1100 78 000060 ‘a1 LEIPISPUT 104 01148 SIXeI650
SLv've (T3 [ 006'81 ey 00012 G10°0 A8 00°007 7 (pasr 8] daldi Ji) SEeioen
[EGZEVE 5581 [Z3 GO0 IR 00T [ (A R 303 dRiRy
(802018 ¥l OB 08650 |vel gt 020656 G100 RS 00080 228 530d Waid BSOL S]
VZEiCr prgd 0002011 GU0CLeD (Ve vl |00 Bv8 0L 8500 G} 00 000 BEL (SUGIS 29 “ON) J0Ur1 304 DPIUL | 7) JBAET oq&a%
265°289°'9 8y {680°0EL'E 805'ZeY's  i8LEIe 600°021°1 Ao 0098’86’} | mauog Aqies wiasd ujalqo) Aog 962261 L - [ Womple
t 4 d8id
0z
£0¥°09 £0v'09 L
£0V00 £05'09 UOINRIPSES
150708 [0ZEEe £07'00 5876007 SEBIY PoGISId WO / POSS
YOS
23
Z95°EY 207’9 §98%  (elehL  |9l'sev €0
[Z89%v Z0v'3 T8G9 A 9LBEY SpEoY
[P11'8e IEL 0GE T RO 8188 008 0210 U} 00°008¢ §S355Y (jnog) 6sed UoIS
25V X 750 < SBEC LA | G00F08'T D000V ¢ (pE0Y 5300V Ghos) USV Uionog
5pEcY
€0
P6°06 219°€2 2L8ZL asp'er | 09°6£07C 20
7608 1I9%e TLL 96V 055602 §105U0D UOBOIT
162951 16682 ¢ VT 6T BVZ EF ] O00GZ A SRIBUG) Suinssy) IBJoY) Go08 Iy
A 661y €01 008 600°T G00% G00°0L R 007 (2% X/ SUINSSy) 6864 98] 304 SJeBU00 GIB0tIIoD
TR0 BUNQ JREMIIGTE
ooz L 2880 - 28101 90229 10°0 & 000001 ufeleq OL PUOH UM PuOd Airioduie | BAowsy
3 £33 I - % 3 [ B8 00© 1587y Uf S8[0H W3
[8v8% 058 T8 (4 5E0Z 00€8 0250 i 50°05T VRERTIS ST 8did 19iih0 JiN0 “6id . 8%
X443 TL0oL i 018 7o WL T80T G0 SIENAE IR0 10 3651 30 GO “Gid » BF
553 Z e 53 08T T2 [tig4) G002 7009 SIMEAAS 1B7N0 303 D ‘610 » €4
TEUH BHIG
80222 8L ¥80'0L - 928’21 20218 980°0 Ao 00'00v'pL IMLI0)S UEISq O PUOG UM Puod Amiodus onisuog
B XD [%43 000'F 567 0002 0020 U 00°00% SWiBg %3 %00y
16T's %T 759 76807 343 58051 800 300002 [S516E ABH 9601 005 40 W U IS
] S{0130% U680
% i H.mmm, i : e 3 ,, ,w il

WV S¥'8 £00Z/Z050
z ebegd

HINV ASTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017078



TVIINVII NONZ |

[BRUBR-UON :

81 00}

TBAUGH UON

FenuBR-uoN

IVANVIN NONZ

00122

ATV LSNODX

WV S9:8 £002120/50
¢ ofied

HINY AITIVA NN3L

TVA-00017079




00000052  rejoL

000°000'8Z  000°008'C
% 6LT8) Goo00aT
000°00842  16E'80V
TGEo0r
60'S60'4C  £6Z'LIE
e
9LET8Z0E 911009
% 000°S Zoere
% 000°S £Y0'9%T
10728960 €9E'EE
% 000°¢ sy
% 000F oy1'0EZ
g osy'o £69'601
GERASZ'El  GR0'IgT'EL
Sl BYTTHE'LPL SPTTeqY
209212
L0€°0£0°2
SN SVZTE0L'vLT 184'208'2
S|ejo) ejewpsy

%Si+1+ © fousBuguad

18UCD JO %2 B QONO Pleld

A8U0D 30 %P © Bupesubuz

(€0A) 884 pramy Jeulred
(€0Ad) eovansy) Jonied

esuedx3  sepddng oo
sojqepusdx B SejGBWNSUCD
esusdxg |00 [BWS

wsuidmby
JOBJUOINS
[BusleN
Joqe

WY S¥:8 £00Z1Z0150
y obeg

HINY ATTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017080




Amuns Jejeq,
AmpovnioReocy, Aq paros

aeop
(£002) Aep wuosax U} 6 6} PSUMSSE 5 Yiom 18 esodmd uesyeduico Jo4

"@INSOR %ORE J0} 800 AUB SPNOU] J0U SOOP BJEWST

‘g
MOLI0Q S48 UO WY [BUSIBLI GINDSS [ SYIP USLED SU} IO UOJONRRIOD

. Vi
UORAQ Ul PeToIdep YIS WINSAAB o1 pue LORIOd ESOASID YSE O UBSMIEQ
BOI3 PIOA UL SII 0S8 110 V2 8X) UnsdAB sxoers (g2) uogdo syt ‘sare
puod yse Bugsixe eu Uy winsdAB oig ¥OuIS [ UBISAP S J0j 180U BYL.
VAW

620€01L£0

TUSSO4 NOLSONDI

MOLS WNSHAD MEEMMOS

Wwewdnbg VAL

£00Z OF I

AZNOL™'D

88089/
(suosred) upus BluBq

JOV.LS WNSADHEZOESLEN/HE

$utic) odoy

edf] Juowseiby
SAUFON 18T

(Bia plepod wwooy
yofoid

ojqe; ejes uemdmby
S{u3 ayes Joge

dojelugsy

HINV AT TIVA NN3L

TVA-00017081




[Pvaove T GOVSEL GOLE} E'eeE [00oca Bl i R ]
*Solléu

IEi8 %] IOV Z - = weD 000b¢ 00T UGHEzqowea
00281 0000L8L |- = [ < = B I 5 0071 SIAISE oIOL 6j0a0d
086 I_HHESQ 3 7056 - 5 BT 0076817 000°68E"E 5007 BUgH
66962 60'669'6C 280y - v IRV 00°60L 'L 000°68L'L § 007 1613, BUpIRG
017968 VZ 0106 €T ILE - - yie8C  |00'820°VL 600°820 71 § 007 Bpeoy_ UIelion
B VE 9oL 0¢ 7758 - - 8BZC @83 0007026 1 5 000 i a1 Uss)) [eieUse
Zive 002IL'S - - ais 00°00¢ 000' 5 00'F (816 50K SeA0jdUIE) Bl L TPV
18571 [6ZTe8 7T 2007 - “ 05501 007007 000°067 5 G0'F GOREZIIGON
GORioed JONBEL0D
. ALTTIOVHd ISNOOX
0212 5€8C 0L82L 198G 0£°022 08
20218 S8 01871 189S 0E°022 Bupjieq UORONLSI0D
EEXTY PIEL - 187 - SV e (53 [ 0210 W 00°G07'T G58g 6UGIS Peysig
Z68 22 - T2es = - 03¢ 120 000706'E 75 00007 W TBUCRIPDY 1008 % 110
E & = i) < < 808 120 600°008°C 5 60000 A5 008) SouBfes iid PUV 110
23 200 = - = (X3 (i 0002 0200 Ji 0070007 SOUEI W5
“Bupjied UGRSAREUSH i
; i 0s
126728 1099°L S£9'cR 77k 4 00°96 (44
11628 T088"% SE0'E8 753 00°66 dojaABq Bl Maliog
GE0E8 0zEcEe - = G508 - - - 5860758 B MOLOF iy ilif1 ] 6Zijiiod / po6s
Ed as4) - 0881 = = SILT 09 060°8 8000 Baly MOLIog ainjnd 35id
T ojoAq BoIy Mallog
: A %
789°£8.°G) 0L£°e9E°€ 8ZH'c06°, | $88°02ZSy | 91°86€ 281 [
$89°'Z82'5Y 0IE'EBEE |SeVE06 L |q88'0¢5F  |abaer sy Kijiive d8jq wisaAs |
G2 BV - 168'% v G202l BIETY [00GE8T 60521 5 50°081 Biidlid UfaIpIspU) 104 SIGUPHY GBB00D
907 9811 - - - 0z I 0081 0020 8 0006 SBUIS PIepUEIS S4aH 0iti 8
ZIZ6L 7% ] = 2668 - Caly 293G 000ve 2 0020 31 00700611 edid PoRRIa)ied 1 HaS ‘SdaH 6id 8
86851 3 = 058 - SISt %4 0050} 7100 A8 30700001 6d]d] TBIPIB U] 304 908 01069
SV [ - 022 - [ 8987 000re §10°0 8" 50°007 71, (pesi) 5 desdpd J]) Sixejose)
(R = 12601 < 600281 XL G0GH'E 0020 566021 UG 7o deidy
L Q 007 < 081°50 5100 RS B0VPL 079 00K WlJ UMBIAG) 6JaIs0es OL JoRe Slkai0e0
20025501 pgA) : K R 055289 [C00eve T [0V 9088 9600 U 50°006'028 (GUBIS 29 “ON) J8UT 1303 GPHLL 1 7) 30K mm&qmn
i BEiY
£80°122% 8y - 'e8ZE0T |- - 008'202'z  |ze08L 000°02L'1 Ao 00'996'€28 mouog AgiesN wold WeIqO) 400 062'82. - [N SHomeg
Kiiised dsiq insdAg
[/ 4
£07°09 £0v'09 [
£0v'08 £07'08 UOMpp08
{€6v'09 a3 g = €0V'08 - - < 98 00°0¢ i (BT / D008
RIS
2]
295°cr 10v'9 £608°G¢ (71412 [7X:54 £0
|2057eY Z0v'9 Gk 2z 92°8EY SpEoY
TIVEE FLEL - [543 - £88'9C 81878 [E 020 U} 607006 2 (PEoY] §5690V (IN0S) 8584 BUGIS POUSTUD
25V’ Ze < 750 - - G566 [E4 00008 & K5 D000F 2 (PE3Y S8800V Uinos) RV ichog
speoy
£0
b6 06 1129'¢2 cLe’lL 95y'6y 095607 20
[PP606 ZI0EE ZI8'ZL 95%'6v 09°5S0°C $jAR0Y UoweIT
62561 166612 B SR < [ EeL 05e8 005L © 007 (GIRI0UG) SUMBSSV) BIE[00) Jo68-JIY
A ] - €01 - 008 6007 00V 000°00 #5007 (ZX.Z¥ J SWfiSSy) 6588 J65] 104 SJaIU0) S80auiog
"HSU0D BUpnG J6IeMuics
v5'0e L) - zse0L - - zai'ol 5028 1700 Ao o000yl UBSQ 0L pUOd UM Puod Areroduio | sAcwey
3 Tez5e - 57 = - (] 008 G00°T €006 557 U S8[0H WD
%86 £ - [ = 0824 §80¢ 006 050 00087 (RBRITAS SapUId) 63id 18I0 a0 6id » 87
T2y ErooL < 12 - 318 780 Wz 1607 W 007 SINPAAS BANO 03 581 104 D) “6iC » 05
(354 ot v 3 v 008'L B3 00T 5002 ENE] BIONAS PRNO0 103 ANO 610 » 24
BSU6D BURG
80472 8L - ¥80°0L - - x4l 802U8 980°0 Ao 00'00¢'%1L JyAULIOS UlElS( O PUOd UILIM Puod Amiodws L 0
5887 CEED - 02V : 000°F 3 0002 0020 U 60°00F SiWEE 30 Y908
6L'S ®T B ) < 2807 1eh'e 53091 6000 3 000022 85188 ABH %01, 00093 40 [ U5 TS BOUE
B|04UCY UOBOIT

WY 9v:8 £002/20/50
2 obag HINVY ATTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017082




00ZEZT | 002€LTF 009976 TNVl NONZ
2 (] 0098y’ fEnUER-UON
3 '002'eLC b b 00 4 GO0 oY 5¢ 5] 00'F e UON
(ENUBA-UON
TVONVI NONZ
ALITIoVd ISNODX

00°925°84

na
SR
A

T

WY 978 €00ZIZ0/50
€ ebeg

HINV ASTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017083



000°000°€Z  [50L

0000002 666'6EL'S
% L18'SH [

100'008°8L  YEV'LLE
FVIIE

082881 LYEGhL
37573

9zg'teL’sl  £8v'EeY

% 0009 &ree
% 000 62281
C0vtE'sL 996828
% 000°€ @rE
% 000 86L'881
uig 050 o918
Sige0e'sl  S1E's08'21
S L/98/8%0L SEEEEe
8eLz0l
206'696',
Sy ZZ89L 8T L6V'BYT9
sjejo), ajewpysy

%811+ @ AousBuguon

1I8U0D JO %Z B DOND Piold

2800 J0O %¥ @ BuntesuiBuz

(E0Ad) 804 piemy Jouped
(E0A) souRInsu} Jsupied

esuedxsg P seddng eoo
so|qepuedx3 @ sejgewinsucy
ssuedx3 S|00L [fBIS

jueuidnby
Panuoogng
TeusEN
Joger

Wy 98 £002/20/50
¥ obed

HINVY AFTIVA NN3L

TVA-00017084




ATTACHMENT 3

Ash Pond Area Cost Estimate Analysis
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ATTACHMENT 3
COST ANALYSIS OF OPTION 3B -~ ASH POND SITE

The JPT requested a review of assumptions made in the cost estimate for Option 3B. TVA’s
method of estimating adds up the cost of equipment, labor, and material to determine an
unburdened cost. Then percentages are added to estimate the total construction cost (including
contingency). To reconcile the construction costs and allow cost deductions to be made to
examine the impact of conservative assumptions, percentages of costs are developed using ratios
to estimate the total project costs utilizing the reduced construction line item costs. The table
below represents an approximate total of unburdened costs.

Table A3-1, Total of Unburdened Costs

Line Item No. Description Amount ($)

02 Erosion controls , 90,944
03 Road construction 43,562
11 Seeding 60,403
20 Gypsum disposal facilities' 15,787,684
40 Borrow area development ‘ 87,791
50 Construction parking 21,207

Construction facilities 540,544

Total 16,632,315

! This includes $10,152,602 for 4 fi thick drainage layer, $884,405 for geotextile, and $4,221,083 for carthwork related
to construction of earthen starter dikes.

The total compares with the total unburdened amount of $17, 905,515. This does not include
engineering, insurance, QA/QC, and contingency.

Cost savings due to reduction of drainage layer thickness, and elimination of earthen starter dikes

oo Because the 4 ft thickness for drainage layer was thought to be conservative, assume the
drainage layer is 2 ft thick. Cost would be $10,152,602/2 = $5,076,301 (potential cost
savings).

oo Eliminate costs of earthen starter dikes ($4,221,083).
Total savings = $9,297,384.

Recalculate burdened costs taking credit for cost reductions

$17,905,515 - $9,297,384 = $8.608.131

Ratio of unburdened costs to burdened costs: $17,905,515/$23,000,000 = 0.7785
$8,608,131/0.7785 = $11.057.330 or savings of $11,942,670, or about half.

This cost analysis does not include costs for placement of geosynthetic materials (liners) that

would make the ash pond site equivalent to the peninsula site. The cost a synthetic liner (HDPE)
is expected to be $0.40/sf @75 ac = $1.3 million. Additional cost for composite a tensar grid
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reinforcement layer to stabilize and strengthen the pond to support construction of dikes would be
$1.3 million, placing the ash pond cost at $14.5 million, versus $9.4 million.
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ATTACHMENT 4

Preliminary Stability Analysis for Peninsula Site and Ash Pond Site
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General

A preliminary stability analysis was performed for the proposed Options 1, 2, or 3
gypsum or gypsum-fly ash stacks at TVA’s Kingston Fossil (Power) Plant near
Knoxville, Tennessee. The preliminary stability analysis was performed for the
following purposes:

ee To examine if construction of the stacks to the proposed heights and
configurations are likely to be stable, especially during a design seismic event, as
required by the Tennessee Division of Solid Waste Management (TDSWM) (see
Reference 9).

ee To help identify specific factors that will affect stack stability and to determine
whether these factors can be mitigated by engineering solutions.

ee To help select the most appropriate option(s) for a detailed investigation and
design if the project is to be implemented.

Two alternate sites within the plant property, namely the Peninsula site and the existing

ash disposal site, were considered for the stack. Options 1A and 1B are at the Peninsula
site and 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B are at the ash site. The stack height, configuration, etc. and

the topographical features are shown on the drawings (Reference 1).

A preliminary pseudostatic global slope stability analysis was performed using the
computer program PCSTABLSM. This computer program was developed at Purdue
University and uses the STED preprocessor. For the stability analysis we selected two
critical sections of the proposed maximum heights of the stack (Options 1A and 2B), one
at each of the two sites.

The analysis was performed using subsurface profiles and properties of subsurface
materials interpreted from the available subsurface and geological data for the two sites
(References 2, 5, 6, and 7). Limited data regarding the properties of FGD sludge or
sedimented gypsum was also made available from TVA records (References 3,4 and 8).

It should be noted that the plant is located in a probable high-seismic zone of the eastern
continental United States (USGS maximum horizontal acceleration, ama, of
approximately 0.22g). Therefore, for locating a new solid waste facility at this plant, a
detailed static and seismic stability evaluation is required for obtaining a construction
permit. The evaluation should be performed using appropriate subsurface data for the
selected site and data for the gypsum to be deposited or placed in the selected manner.

Critical Sections and Subsurface Profiles

Following a review of all options and considering the existing subsurface and
topographical conditions, two sections, one each at Options 1A and 2B, were determined
to be critical for the preliminary analysis. The locations of these critical sections are
shown on Figures 1 and 2. The subsurface profiles at the two locations were developed
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from the subsurface data pertinent to the locations and are shown on Figures 3 and 4.
The subsurface profiles are also shown on the results of the stability evaluation (STED
printouts attached).

The profile at the Peninsula site (Option 1A) was based on data from Reference 2 and
that at the ash site (Option 2B) was based on data from References 5, 6 and 7. The
profiles were simplified for the computer evaluation. The combination of foundation
condition and the stack height/configuration at these locations appear to be the most
critical for the two sites.

For the stability evaluation, the dry stack was assumed to consist of two primary layers:
The top layer consisting of gypsum deposited in the final approximately 3-year period,
and the lower layer consisting of earlier deposits.

The wet-stack was assumed to consist of a 150 feet wide (horizontally) exterior shell of
stronger material (perimeter dike and compacted deposits below the dikes) and an interior
portion of wet placed material represented by three gypsum layers. The top interior layer
consists of gypsum deposited for the final approximately two years. The middle layer
consists of gypsum deposited during the next three earlier years, and the bottom layer
consists of gypsum deposited at least five years before the closure. This layering allows
accounting for consolidation and strength-gain with time in the analytical models.

Subseil, Fly Ash and Gypsum Properties

The subsoil properties used in the stability analysis for the Peninsula site (Option 1A)
were interpreted based on the standard penetration test (SPT) and laboratory test data
provided in Reference 2. The subsoil and ash properties for the ash site (Option 2B) were
obtained from the data presented in References 5, 6, and 7 that included the SPT results
and laboratory triaxial shear testing of samples. Judgment was required to determine
appropriateness of data presented in these references due to the time elapsed since it was
procured.

A significant variation in the scrubber-sludge (gypsum) data was noticed during a review
of References 3, 4 and 8. It is known that gypsum crystallizes in the presence of water
and hardens as time passes; that is, it attains greater cohesion with time. However, the
magnitude of these effects, especially on its strength under variable confinement and
moisture conditions that can be anticipated when it will be stacked as high as 220 feet, is
difficult to assess as the literature in that regard is scarce or non-existent. Therefore, due
to lack of consistent or reliable data for gypsum, the design properties used in the analysis
are the best guesses and may need to be verified in the future.

The material properties used in the analysis are shown on the attached Figures 3 and 4
and on the attached STED model printouts. It should be noted that the properties used for
the static and seismic conditions are not different, primarily because the stack and
foundation materials under the sustained weight of the proposed high stacks built over a
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period of more than 20 years will be well consolidated and generally more cohesive than
assumed in the analysis. Furthermore, strength reduction of such materials during short-
duration shaking would have been inconsequential, especially if proper drainage
measures are installed. Consideration of such a reduction in the assumed material
strength for the dynamic analysis also would have hampered a proper visualization of the
effect of other important factors (such as phreatic-surface and ground-acceleration
variations and slope flattening). Consideration of soil strength reduction during seismic
conditions may be included in the final design if deemed necessary.

Discussion of Stability Analysis

The stability analysis results for the Peninsula site are summarized in Table 1; those for
the ash site are summarized in Table 2. The results are also illustrated in the attached
STED printouts.

For this preliminary feasibility study, the stack was assumed to consist primarily of
gypsum. The modeling of ash layers within the stacks was not considered. As gypsum
mixed with 50% or less fly ash is known to attain greater strength than gypsum alone due
to pozzolonic effect, it is conservative to ignore the presence of ash in the stack.

In the pseudostatic method used for evaluating stability during an earthquake, generally
the earthquake coefficient used is one-half of the maximum ground acceleration.
However, the USGS maximum acceleration (amax) indicated in Reference 9 corresponds
to that at the top of rock in a free-field condition, and not within the sliding mass of a
slope. Therefore, it is assumed somewhat conservatively that this acceleration will be
0.15g (=2/3 x 0.22g). Some analysis shown attached also used acceleration values of
0.11g and 0.22g to evaluate the effect of the acceleration on the factor of safety. The
results are shown in Tables 1 and 2.

It should be noted that the stability analysis (as is generally the case) was performed
using a two-dimensional model of the stack and the ground profile, neither of which are
so in reality. The actual factor of safety should be significantly greater than those
obtained theoretically. For the Peninsula site, the ratio of the actual to theoretical factor
of safety may be at least 1.2 times greater (or more) due to the three-dimensional effect of
the site topography and the subsurface conditions. For the ash site, the ratio will be
somewhat smaller due to a more uniform subsurface condition.
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Conclusions and Recommendations

General

The results of the two-dimensional stability analysis shown on Tables 1 and 2 provide
factors of safety ranging from 0.79 to 1.95. In general, the results show that for a given
condition, a factor of safety during the design seismic event (0.15g) of 1.0 can be
obtained when a static factor of safety of about 1.6 to 1.8 is achieved for the same
condition. It is clear that if the three-dimensional effect is considered, it is feasible to
engineer the stack design to attain a factor of safety against global slope failure during
seismic conditions greater than 1.0. The engineering measures include adequate stack-
drainage to lower the phreatic surface sufficiently within the stack and foundation
improvement to stiffen soft foundation soil adequately as indicated from this stability
evaluation.

Additional discussions of the results of the two-dimensional stability analysis for the two
sites are provided below. Additional general conclusions are as follows:

ee Flattening the stack slope from 3H:1V to 4H:1V improves stability somewhat, but
apparently is not required if adequate bench width is provided with 3H:1V slopes.

ee Low-friction cohesive foundation soil (such as at the Peninsula site) is apparently
less favorable for the proposed stack heights than a low-cohesion frictional soil
(such as at the Ash site).

ee Control of the water table within the stack itself is critical at both sites. Final
design of a dry or wet stack system should include drainage design based on the
anticipated hydraulic properties of the stack materials. Ground water control
measures within the pile will be much more elaborate and expensive for wet
stacking than with dry stacking.

Specifically for Peninsula Site

Based on Reference 2 data, an approximately 20-foot thick soft soil layer (soil layer 4 in
the STED model) may exist approximately 20 feet below existing ground surface. This
layer, if large in extent may have a significant effect on the overall stack stability. Future
investigation should verify the extent, in-situ strength and deformation characteristics of
this soil as well as those of the overlying stiffer soil. The top of rock contours should
also be closely verified, along with the presence of solution cavities. Measures such as
gravel columns along with a stone blanket below the impervious liner may be required to
stiffen the soft soil if its extent is large and significant to the stack stability.

The design of a dry stack system to the configurations shown on the drawings should be
feasible from a global stability standpoint,
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A wet stacking system should be feasible at the Peninsula site; however, the wet stack
may need to be modified from the stack configurations currently shown on the drawings.
The final design of a wet stack may include flatter slopes and/or a shorter stack to obtain
an adequate global factor of safety during a design seismic event, especially if the soft
foundation soil beneath the stack extends over a significantly large area.

Specifically for Ash Site

Based on the results of our analysis, it appears the ash site is suitable for both dry and wet
stacking to the heights and configurations shown on the drawings. Some additional
geotechnical field and laboratory testing will be necessary for the final design but
probably not to the extent needed for the Peninsula Site.
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General

A preliminary stability analysis was performed for the proposed Options 1, 2, or 3
gypsum or gypsum-fly ash stacks at TVA’s Kingston Fossil (Power) Plant near
Knoxville, Tennessee. The preliminary stability analysis was performed for the
following purposes:

o To examine if construction of the stacks to the proposed heights and
configurations are likely to be stable, especially during a design seismic event, as
required by the Tennessee Division of Solid Waste Management (TDSWM) (see
Reference 9).

e To help identify specific factors that will affect stack stability and to determine
whether these factors can be mitigated by engineering solutions.

e To help select the most appropriate option(s) for a detailed investigation and
design if the project is to be implemented.

Two alternate sites within the plant property, namely the Peninsula site and the existing
ash disposal site, were considered for the stack. Options 1A and 1B are at the Peninsula
site and 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B are at the ash site. The stack height, configuration, etc. and
the topographical features are shown on the drawings (Reference 1).

A preliminary pseudostatic global slope stability analysis was performed using the
computer program PCSTABLSM. This computer program was developed at Purdue
University and uses the STED preprocessor. For the stability analysis we selected two
critical sections of the proposed maximum heights of the stack (Options 1A and 2B), one
at each of the two sites.

The analysis was performed using subsurface profiles and properties of subsurface
materials interpreted from the available subsurface and geological data for the two sites
(References 2, 5, 6, and 7). Limited data regarding the properties of FGD sludge or
sedimented gypsum was also made available from TVA records (References 3,4 and 8).

It should be noted that the plant is located in a probable high-seismic zone of the eastern
continental United States (USGS maximum horizontal acceleration, amax, of
approximately 0.22g). Therefore, for locating a new solid waste facility at this plant, a
more detailed and rigorous static-and seismic stability evaluation should be performed.
The evaluation should be performed using appropriate subsurface data for the selected
site and data for the gypsum to be deposited or placed in the selected manner. This
detailed analysis may be required for obtaining a permit for construction.

Critical Sections and Subsurface Profiles

Following a review of all options and considering the existing subsurface and
topographical conditions, two sections, one each at Options 1A and 2B, were determined
to be critical for the preliminary analysis. The locations of these critical sections are
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shown on Figures 1 and 2. The subsurface profiles at the two locations were developed
from the subsurface data pertinent to the locations and are shown on Figures 3 and 4.
The subsurface profiles are also shown on the results of the stability evaluation (STED
printouts attached).

The profile at the Peninsula site (Option 1A) was based on data from Reference 2 and
that at the ash site (Option 2B) was based on data from References 5, 6 and 7. The
profiles were simplified for the computer evaluation. The combination of foundation
condition and the stack height/configuration at these locations appear to be the most
critical for the two sites.

For the stability evaluation, the dry stack was assumed to consist of two primary layers:
The top layer consisting of gypsum deposited in the final approximately 3-year period,
and the lower layer consisting of earlier deposits.

The wet-stack was assumed to consist of a 150 feet wide (horizontally) exterior shell of
stronger material (perimeter dike and compacted deposits below the dikes) and an interior
portion of wet placed material represented by three gypsum layers. The top interior layer
consists of gypsum deposited for the final approximately two years. The middle layer
consists of gypsum deposited during the next three earlier years, and the bottom layer
consists of gypsum deposited at least five years before the closure. This layering allows
accounting for consolidation and strength-gain with time in the analytical models.

Subsoil, Fly Ash and Gypsum Properties

The subsoil properties used in the stability analysis for the Peninsula site (Option 1A)
were interpreted based on the standard penetration test (SPT) and laboratory test data
provided in Reference 2. The subsoil and ash properties for the ash site (Option 2B) were
obtained from the data presented in References 5, 6, and 7 that included the SPT results
and laboratory triaxial shear testing of samples. Judgment was required to determine
appropriateness of data presented in these references due to the time elapsed since it was
procured.

A significant variation in the scrubber-sludge (gypsum) data was noticed during a review
of References 3, 4 and 8. It is known that gypsum crystallizes in the presence of water
and hardens as time passes; that is, it attains greater cohesion with time. However, the
magnitude of these effects, especially on its strength under variable confinement and
moisture conditions that can be anticipated when it will be stacked as high as 220 feet, is
difficult to assess as the literature in that regard is scarce or non-existent. Therefore, due
to lack of consistent or reliable data for gypsum, the design properties used in the analysis
are the best guesses and may need to be verified in the future.

The material properties used in the analysis are shown on the attached Figures 3 and 4
and on the attached STED model printouts. It should be noted that the properties used for
the static and seismic conditions are not different, primarily because the stack and
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foundation materials under the sustained weight of the proposed high stacks built over a
period of more than 20 years will be well consolidated and generally more cohesive than
assumed in the analysis. Furthermore, strength reduction of such materials during short-
duration shaking would have been inconsequential, especially if proper drainage
measures are installed. Consideration of such a reduction in the assumed material
strength for the dynamic analysis also would have hampered a proper visualization of the
effect of other important factors (such as phreatic-surface and ground-acceleration
variations and slope flattening). Consideration of soil strength reduction during seismic
conditions may be included in the final design if deemed necessary.

Discussion of Stability Analysis .

The stability analysis results for the Peninsula site are summarized in Table 1; those for
the ash site are summarized in Table 2. The results are also illustrated in the attached
STED printouts.

For this preliminary feasibility study, the stack was assumed to consist primarily of
gypsum. The modeling of ash layers within the stacks was not considered. As gypsum
mixed with 50% or less fly ash is known to attain greater strength than gypsum alone due
to pozzolonic effect, it is conservative to ignore the presence of ash in the stack.

In the pseudostatic method used for evaluating stability during an earthquake, generally
the earthquake coefficient used is one-half of the maximum ground acceleration.

- However, the USGS maximum acceleration (ama) indicated in Reference 9 corresponds

to that at the top of rock in a free-field condition, and not within the sliding mass of a
slope. Determination of the probable average acceleration within such a sliding mass
requires more rigorous analysis and precise information on several conditions and is not
in the scope of this analysis. Therefore, it is assumed somewhat conservatively that this
acceleration will be 0.15g (= 2/3 x 0.22g). Some analysis shown attached also used
acceleration values of 0.11g and 0.22g to evaluate the effect of the acceleration on the
factor of safety. The results are shown in Tables 1 and 2.

It should be noted that the stability analysis (as is generally the case) was performed
using a two-dimensional model of the stack and the ground profile, neither of which are
so in reality. The actual factor of safety should be significantly greater than those
obtained theoretically. For the Peninsula site, the ratio of the actual to theoretical factor
of safety may be at least 1.2 times greater (or more) due to the three-dimensional effect of
the site topography and the subsurface conditions. For the ash site, the ratio will be
somewhat smaller due to a more uniform subsurface condition.
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Conclusions and Recommendations

General

The results of the two-dimensional stability analysis shown on Tables 1 and 2 provide
factors of safety ranging from 0.79 to 1.95. In general, the results show that for a given
condition, a factor of safety during the design seismic event (0.15g) of 1.0 can be
obtained when a static factor of safety of about 1.6 to 1.8 is achieved for the same
condition. It is clear that if the three-dimensional effect is considered, it is feasible to
engineer the stack design to attain a factor of safety against global slope failure during
seismic conditions greater than 1.0. The engineering measures include adequate stack-
drainage to lower the phreatic surface sufficiently within the stack and foundation
improvement to stiffen soft foundation soil adequately as indicated from this stability
evaluation.

Additional discussions of the results of the two-dimensional stability analysis for the two
sites are provided below. Additional general conclusions are as follows:

¢ Flattening the stack slope from 3H:1V to 4H:1V improves stability somewhat, but
apparently is not required if adequate bench width is provided with 3H:1V slopes.

* Low-friction cohesive foundation soil (such as at the Peninsula site) is apparently
less favorable for the proposed stack heights than a low-cohesion frictional soil
(such as at the Ash site).

¢ Control of the water table within the stack itself is critical at both sites. Final
design of a dry or wet stack system should include drainage design based on the
anticipated hydraulic properties of the stack materials. Ground water control
measures within the pile will be much more elaborate and expensive for wet
stacking than with dry stacking.

e For the final design, the properties of gypsum, especially the effect of aging on
strength gain, should be properly evaluated.

Specifically for Peninsula Site

Based on Reference 2 data, an approximately 20-foot thick soft soil layer (soil layer 4 in
the STED model) may exist approximately 20 feet below existing ground surface. This
layer, if large in extent may have a significant effect on the overall stack stability. Future
investigation should verify the extent, in-situ strength and deformation characteristics of
this soil as well as those of the overlying stiffer soil. The top of rock contours should
also be closely verified, along with the presence of solution cavities. Measures such as
gravel columns along with a stone blanket below the impervious liner may be required to
stiffen the soft soil if its extent is large and significant to the stack stability.
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The design of a dry stack system to the configurations shown on the drawings should be
feasible from a global stability standpoint.

A wet stacking system should be feasible at the Peninsula site; however, the wet stack
may need to be modified from the stack configurations currently shown on the drawings.
The final design of a wet stack may include flatter slopes and/or a shorter stack to obtain
an adequate global factor of safety during a design seismic event, especially if the soft
foundation soil beneath the stack extends over a significantly large area.

Specifically for Ash Site

Based on the results of our analysis, it appears the ash site is suitable for both dry and wet
stacking to the heights and configurations shown on the drawings. Some additional
geotechnical field and laboratory testing will be necessary for the final design but
probably not to the extent needed for the Peninsula Site.
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The permeability of untreated, raw wet-FGD

sludges ranges from about 1.8 x 104 to 1.4 x

10-6 cm/s (19, 20). These values are equivalent
to those for fine to very fine sand, with drainage
characteristics rated as good to poor. For
comparison purposes, the permeability
designated by the EPA for impermeable liner
materials for hazardous waste landfills is on the
order of 1 x 10-7 cm/s (typical of clay bases).

‘Tests on fly ash stabilized sludges have resulted
in -both increases and decreases in the
permeability. The literature reported a
permeability coefficient range for fly ash stabilized
sludge from 1 x 10 10 6.0 x 10-8 cm/sec. Fixed
sludges, however, almost always exhibit
permeability coefficients lower than the untreated
- sludge. Values are quite variable and difficult to
reproduce. Most fixed sludges fall into the 10-5 to
106 range, but permeabilities lower than 10-7
have been recorded (7, 16). Table 3-9
consolidates permeability information for several
conditioned sludges.

Strength. A knowledge of waste shear strength
is a prerequisite for disposal facility design.
Waste strength characteristics are used to assess
landfill siope stability and the in-situ waste’s load
bearing capacity. The shear strength of soil and
soil-like waste materials generally is expressed by
two parameters: cohesion and angle of internal
friction. The measurement of these parameters
can be accomplished in the laboratory by one of
the following test methods:

e  Unconsolidated Undrained (UU) Triaxial Shear -

Test (ASTM D2850)

® Unconfined Compressive Strength Test
(ASTM D2166)

® Consolidated Drained (CD) Direct Shear Test
{ASTM D3080)

® Consolidated Undrained (CU) Triaxial Shear
Test (ASTM D4767)

The unconfined compression test is a special
case of the UU shear test with confining pressure
equal to zero (shear strength is taken as one-half
the compressive strength).

The primary difference betwéen the tests listed
above is the conditions under which the tests are
performed. Test conditions can be modified to
investigate variations in specimen drainage
characteristics during shear (drained versus

3-26

ATTACHMENT. A

undramed) and consolidated or unconsolidated
conditions prior to shearing. Typically, the
unconsolidated undrained test conditions
associated with the first two methods are
representative of relatively rapid loading
conditions (rapid with respect to the rate of
consolidation or excess pore pressure

. dissipation). Test conditions of the direct shear

and CU ftriaxial. shear tests typically approximate
longer-term soil shear strength conditions.

For stabilized or chemically fixed wastes, the
compressive strength test for molded soil-cement
cylinders (ASTM D1633) may be a suitable
alternate testing procedure to those discussed
above. This test procedure is similar to ASTM
D2166 except ASTM D1633 assumes no sample
deformation occurs during compression and uses
the specimen’s original dimensions to calculate
unconfined compressive strength. As Table 3-10
indicates, stabilized and fixed sludges exhibit
substantially greater strengths than raw sludges.

Summarized in Table 3-11 are effective stress
parameters. (typically developed from GC or CU
shear tests) for conditioned wet-FGD sludge (16).
Strength tests -on unconditioned, raw wet-FGD
sludge indicate an angle of internal friction of
about 20°. For comparison, loose sands have

. friction angles of about 30°; saturated silts have

friction angles of about 20° and behave in a
manner similar to wet-FGD sludges. Testing of
unconditioned wet-FGD sludges shows little or no
cohesion. Having no cohesion, the material has
no unconfined compressive strength.

Reported unconfined compressive strength data
for dual-alkali sludges indicates values ranging
from 1 to 11 psi. Available test data for sludge-fiy
ash mixtures indicates that the unconfined
compressive strength of sludgeffly ash mixtures
generally increases with increasing fly ash
content up to 4Q to 50 percent ash by dry weight.
Strength values ranging from approximately 11 to
21 psi were reported for mixtures with 40 to 80
percent ash. As the fly ash to sludge ratio
continues to increase, strength begins to
decrease. This may be because fly ash is

. noncohesive or because pozzolanic reactions

diminish due to lack of water (18). = Cured
sludge/fly ash/lime mixtures reportedly can
achieve substantially higher unconfined strengths
than those of sludge or siudge-fly ash mixtures.

2
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Table 3-9

~ Permeabilities of Dewatered Only, Stabilized and Fixed Wet-FGD Sludges

Permeability

Sludage Type e cm/sec) - Reference
Dew Onl .
Lime - 1.0x 105 - 1.8 x 104
Limestone 1.4 x106-75x 104
Dual-Alkali 8.1 x 105 - 9.8 x 10 (15)
Stabilized | ‘
1/1/Ash/Gypsum 1.7x105 - 4.0x 108 13
9/1) Ash/Gypsum . 3.1 x 105
1/1 Ash/Coprecipitatea | 6.0x 106 - 1.0x 104
9/1 Ash/Coprecipitatea ] 1.4 x 105 - 2.4 x 10-5
Fixed
Limestone (Poz-O-Tec) 6.5 x 10-8
Limestone (Chemfix) - 1.5x105-21x 105
Limestone (Calcilox) 6.9 x 105
Limestone (TERRA-CRETE) . . 2.1x106-6.1x 105 (4}

2 “Coprecipitate” is a CaS03/CaSO, mixture precipitated from saturated solution in the laboratory.

Source: Adapted from Summers, K. V. et al. Physical-Chemical Characteristics of Utility Solid Wastes. EPRI
- EA-38236, RP 1487-12, September 1983.

s »
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Table 3-10

Unconfined Compressive Strengths of Wet-FGD Sludges

Sludge Type (Fixative)
Raw.

Lime, limestone, dual-alkali

Dewatered Only

Lime sludge
Limestone sludge

Stabilized

1/4/5 (lime)/fly ash/sludge
1/1-fly ash/sludge

1/4/5 (limeffly ash/sludge
1/1 fly ash/sludge

1/4/5 (ime)/fly ash/sludge
1/1 fly ash/sludge

1/1 fly ash/siudge

171 fly ashlsludge (1% lime)
1/1 fly ash/sludge (3% lime)
1/1 fly ash/sludge (5% lime)
Fixed

Limestone (Chemifix)

Limestone (Calcilox)
Limestone (Poz-O-Tec)

Lime/limestone (TERRA-CRETE)

Sludge
Moisture

Content (%)
@ 50%

0-14.4
0-10.3

482

2 Most of the experimental cylinders disintegra:ed.

Source: Adapted from Summers, K. V. et al.
Tech, Inc., EPRI EA-3236, RP 1487-
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Unconfined

" Compressive

14 days

56 days

Str Si

12-29
11-33

22-1060
22-460

28-1510
17-669

29-5561a
14.5-1600

85
250
600
950

100-133

410-510
12-80°

Ph -Chemi Chara Solid Wast . Tetra

12, September 1983.

4%
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_ Table 3-11
Effective Shear Strength Parameters for Sludges and Sludge/Fly Ash Mixtures

Angle of
intemal Friction Cohesion
» (degrees) {osi)
Sludge 31 -39 0-5
Sludge/Fly Ash? - 28 - 37 2-15

Sludge/Fly Ash/Lime2 31-44 1-8

! Uncured samples with sludge:fly ash ratios of 2:1 and 1:1.
2 Samples cured up to 14 days with a sludge:fly ash:lime ratio of 1:1:0.05.

3-29
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Available data- for sludgeffly ash/lime mixtures
cured for 28 days and containing 60 to 80
percent sludge indicates that the strength ranges

from 14 to almost 142 psi, with higher strengths -

corresponding to higher lime content. Strength
gain is related to the number of fly ash
particle/ime particle contacts and a uniformly
graded lime with particle sizes around 0.2 mm
apparently has a stronger effect on the strength
gain than well graded distributions (18).

Other Qualitative Properties. These properties
inciude corrosivity, abrasiveness, and
temperature. - Limestone sludges, once formed,
are highly corrosive, ranging in pH from as fow as

4.5 up to as high as 6.5. Under these conditions
special consideration must be given to materials
of construction that will be compatible in such an
acidic atmosphere. Sludges also may contain
varying amounts of fly ash, calcium sulfites, and
calcium sulfates. These solid particulates are
highly abrasive as demonstrated by the frequent
replacement of piping and valves under such
service in the industry (22). Since it is well
known that fly ash is abrasive, it can be inferred
that thehigher the fly ash content in the sludge
the more abrasive the slurry. The temperatures
of the sludge are determined initially by the
operating temperatures of the scrubber. In most
instances the temperature of the sludge from the

bleed stream is 125°F with occasional excursions .

up to 180°F. This temperature is reduced from
the flue gas temperature due to the introduction
and mixing of the flue gases with ambient
temperature lime slurry and radiant cooling effects
that occur in the reaction tank at the bottom of
the scrubber. The further down the process train
that the sludge progresses, the lower the average
temperature of the sludge becomes. For
instance, the thickener underflow from one
installation was reported to have a temperature of
100°F after entering the thickener at 125°F (22).

Predicting Propertles of Wet-FGD
Sludges

Because of the large number of system operating
variables .which influence scrubber sludge

characteristics, it is difficult to accurately predict

the chemical composition and physical properties
of sludge prior to actual operation of a new
scrubber. Ideally, a scrubber could be installed
with no long-term provision for sludge disposal. A
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small, lined basin could be designed to retain the
siudge for an interim period during which time a
normal operating mode could be established for
the scrubber. Then the sludge could be tested to
determine its physical and chemical properties

and a sludge disposal system could be designed

and implemented based on actual operating data.

. While such a system is ideal, it is not usually

practical. Typically, utiliies must know how they

- will handle thé sludge from a new facility and win

approval from the regulatory agencies long before
the sludge is generated. They must, therefore,
use other methods of estimating what the sludge
composition and physical properties will be.
There are several alternatives:

. Use data from a pilot plant operated
similarly to the planned facility

. Use data from actual operating installations
which have system components similar to
those at the planned facility

. Use data, such as that reported herein,
which is gained from general operating
experience at a number of installations

® Combination of the methods given above
Predicting Composition/Chemical Properties

Raw scrubber sludge composition is influenced
by the influent streams to the scrubber as well as
the reaction kinetics. Information pertaining to
coal characteristics, upstream particulate removal,
reagent specifications, make-up water
composition, sludge S04/SO, ratio, and other
factors can help in predetermining sludge
composition. These aspects are discussed in the
following paragraphs. .

Research the characteristics of the coal to be
used. A knowlgdge of coal characteristics and
composition, as determined on samples from
existing mines or on cores from new mines can
provide valuable information: (a) the quantity of
ash helps to predict the quantity of fly ash found
in the scrubber influent, either with or without
upstream particulate removal; (b) a knowledge of
heating value and sulfur content are necessary to
determine coal and reagent usage; (c) trace
metals are of interest, but a correlation of the
extremely small quantities normally present in

8o
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ATTACHMENT 5

Ash Pond Settling Characteristics Based on Simplified Modeling
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ATTACHMENT S
KIF FGD - ASH & GYPSUM DISPOSAL
ASH SETTLING

Introduction

In order to provide for on-site disposal volume for the future FGD gypsum in addition to the
normal ash, one option is to use the existing ash pond for wet disposal of both ash and gypsum.
This would involve reclaiming the wet ash from the existing ash pond to allow for gypsum
disposal (wet stacking) in the existing pond area. However, the elimination of the ash pond also
eliminates the settling volume for meeting the NPDES limit for total suspended solids (TSS) from
the ash sluice water — 29 mg/1 at the Stilling Basin discharge.

Parsons originally proposed two (2) options to replace the existing ash pond settling volume:

Long channel (along the divider dike with the Stilling Basin) to provide the 2 functions of the
present pond:

Provide dredge zone for ash deposition & hydraulic dredging

Provide settling volume for meeting the TSS limit

Separate (smaller) dredging & settling ponds

The minimum size of the channel & ponds to meet the NPDES for TSS to the Stilling Basin
needs to be determined to evaluate the feasibility of this approach.

Ash Pond Flows

The ash pond water flow (gpm, Mgpd, cfs) determines the residence time/velocity of the sluice
water in the ash pond and, therefore, the ability of the ash pond to meet the TSS limit. There are
several ash pond flows available:

Calculated

Email response from the plant on the capacity & operation of the ash sluice pumps (bottom & fly
ash) shows a normal operation of 32 to 36 Mgpd (22,500 to 25,000 gpm), depending on the
number of ash sluice pumps in operation. The plant stated that they run a minimum # of pumps
to maintain sluice pressure

Ash sluice % Solids — for a 8% ash coal & for 1% solids in the ash sluice water (typical), the
continuous ash pond flow would be ~22 Mgpd (15,000 gpm)

NPDES Permit — The NPDES permit flow is 33 Mgpd (22,912 gpm, 51.05 cfs)

Observed — Observations of the weir range at the stilling pond discharge range from 18 to 53
Mgpd, with 32 Mgpd average (recent *03 & 04 data)

This range of ash pond flows is large but the average range appears to be fairly consistent — from

areview of the almost weekly data for *03 & ‘04. Therefore, the NPDES permit limit will be used
to evaluate the ash pond settling — 33 Mgpd.
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Technical
Particulate Size

The 1995 *Grain Size Distribution Test Report” for KIF has the last point on the curve at ~5%
finer & ~0.0016 mm. The test was re-run for a longer termination time (96 hours) — the results
were basically the same with the last point ~2% finer & ~0.0015 mm. Therefore, the smallest
particle will be assumed at ~0.0015 mm.

The problem is that for the average 14 mg/l TSS the amount of fly ash discharged is ~0.5 Ib/hr.
Therefore, the smallest particle needs to be removed, ~0.0015 mm. The ‘95 analyzed ash
material was taken from the existing cells, where the dredged ash has been stacked, while the 03
sample was taken from the near the ash pond discharge (to the Stilling Basin). The question is —
are these size distributions representative of the fine particle size in the sluice water to be
removed to achieve the NPDES discharge limit for TSS.

Settling Velocity

Equations for discrete particle settling (Stoke’s Law) were used to estimate the size of a channel
or pond (after dredging zone) for the smallest particle to settle [Ref 1, 2]. The procedure for
determining the channel or pond dimensions involved the following calculations — see attached
spreadsheet:

Determining the amount of sluice water — see Ash Pond Flows

Assuming dimensions for a channel or pond — establishes the velocity of the water
Determining the critical settling velocity of particles (in “undisturbed” water)
Determine the time for particle to settle (to depth of channel or pond)

Use settling time to determine the channel or pond size (no contingency)

This settling channel or pond has to be after any heavy solids deposition & ash dredging so that
there is “quiescent” water to settle the smallest particle size.

For the pond size, the settling area was the flow divided by the critical settling velocity — same as
for the channel size.

Equations
Settling Velocity (Vs) = 1/18 [(d’g/viscosity)(SG-1)]
d = particle diameter
SG = particle specific gravity (given in the TVA “grain Size Distribution Test report)
Viscosity (at 68 F) = 0.01003 cm®/sec
Pond/Channel Size (A) =Q/ Vs
Water Temperature — the viscosity is a function of water temperature:
Increase from 68 F to 86 F results in a 20% reduction in acreage

Decrease from 68 F to 50 F results in a 37% increase in acreage

Since the condenser discharge is used for ash sluice water, there should not be a “cold” condition
where the viscosity increases significantly.
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It should be noted that use of Stokes Law is a simplified method, and does not account for
complexities in particle settling characteristics. A more detailed modeling effort would be
required to definitively estimate settlement of ash particles. These methods utilize computer
programs; however, settling test data would be required to develop the data necessary to execute
the computer modeling,

Results

The assumption of the smallest size is critical. The existing ash pond was checked for the
capacity to settle small particles:

PARTICLE 0.0015 mm | 0.002 mm | 0.003 mm
SIZE

MGPD 33 33 33
ACRES 220 120 55

Using Stokes’ Law, it is apparent that the present ash pond (~75 acres) & Stilling Basin (~25
acres) cannot theoretically settle the smallest particle (0.0015 mm). The apparent smallest particle
that can be theoretically be settled is ~0.0022 mm at the NPDES permitted flow (~ 33 Mgpd).
Since the NPDES limit for TSS is achieved (< 1 lb/hr =>99% removal), the “2% finer” may not
be accurate — may just be a function of the way the test data is recorded.

Conclusion

Based on recent settling tests (hydrometer) with a longer termination time, the smallest particle
size to be removed has been determined. Theoretically, the present ash pond + Stilling Basin
cannot settle this smallest particle. However, the pond seems to be meeting the TSS requirement
using the existing pond area. Therefore, the smallest theoretical particle settled is between 0.002
& 0.003 mm.

Parsons has established that for planning purposes the present pond size cannot be reduced and
still maintain the NPDES TSS requirement. Therefore, continue wet sluicing of ash to the
existing ash disposal is not feasible if gypsum is stacked in the existing ash disposal area in a
configuration that would provide less than a particle size of about 0.003 mm (55 acres). This is
simply an estimate based on simplified modeling. TVA should continue to monitor TSS levels if
less pond area is utilized for particle settling, and may have to utilize administrative procedures to
prevent violations.

Recommendation

Dry fly ash disposal is the only option if gypsum is stacked in the existing ash disposal area
References

1. Coal Ash Pond Manual, EPRI CS-2409, October 1981 (Chapter 8)

2. Erosion & Sediment Control — Surface Mining in the Eastern U.S., Volume 2: Design,
EPA/625/3-76/006b, October 1975
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ATTACHMENT 6

Projected Volumes of Gypsum for Varying Sulfur Content for Peninsula Site and Ash/Gypsum
Volume Projections for Ash Pond Site
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KIF Gyp& Ash Proj Quant_rev 021204.xls TVA Latest Oct-03 2/27/2004

KIF Gypsum and Ash Disposal Volumes for Sizing Disposal Facility

Year | Gypsum Ash |Total Ash
+

Gypsum
2008| 524270 524270
2009| 524270 524270
2010, 524270 524270
2011| 524270 524270
2012|. 524270 524270
2013| 524270 524270
2014| 524270 524270
2015| 524270 524270

2016| 524270| 393434| 917704

2017| 524270| 393434| 917704

2018| 524270| 393434/ 917704

2019| 524270 393434| 917704

2020 524270| 393434| 917704

2021| 524270| 393434 917704

2022| 524270| 393434| 917704

2023| 524270 393434| 917704

2024| 524270 393434, 917704

2025| 524270| 393434| 917704

2026| 524270| 393434| 917704

2027| 524270| 393434 917704

2028| 524270 393434| 917704

2029 524270| 393434| 917704

2030 524270| 393434| 917704

2031| 524270| 393434| 917704

2032] 524270 393434| 917704

2033 0

2034

2035

2037

0

_ 0

2036 0
0

8

Subtotal | 13106750| 6688378| 1979512

Notes:

1. 1.25% sulfur assumed, 0.88 tons/cy assumed

2. Bottom ash is not disposed in this facility |

3. 335,832 cy (KIF) + 188,438 cy (BRF) annually

4. Combined capacity of Option 3B is 18.7 million cy
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FW: Assumptions used for the KIF Gypsum and Ash Disposal Option 3B (wet ash and gy... Page 1 of 2

Smith, Daniel R

From: Petty, Harold L. [hipetty@tva.gov]
Sent:  Tuesday, October 14, 2003 7:38 AM
To: Stammler, Theodor B; Bowers, Larry C
Cc: Smith, Daniel R.

Subject: FW: Assumptions used for the KIF Gypsum and Ash Disposal Option 3B (wet ash and gypsum co-
disposed in ash pond) PR-0637

Dan Smith tried to send this to you and got an automatic message that you did not receive it. He asked me to
resend this to you.

Thanks,
Lynn

-—--0Original Message-—-
From: Smith, Daniel R.
Sent: Friday, October 10, 2003 3:03 PM
To: 'Bowers, Larry C'
Cc:  Petty, Harold L.; 'Stammiler, Ted'; 'Hedgecoth, Missy'; Wright, Thomas
Subject: Assumptions used for the KIF Gypsum and Ash Disposal Option 3B (wet ash and gypsum co-disposed in ash pond) PR-0637

We're starting concept drawings, and here are the assumptions I'm starting with.

e Annual gypsum generated at KIF for disposal at KIF - 300,000 cy
e Annual gypsum generated at BRF for disposal at KIF - 185,000 cy (485,000 combined). Start gypsum
disposal in 2008.

o Annual fly ash disposal volume = 360,000 cy (start disposing of ash in ash pond in 2016). Dispose of ash
in 3 existing cells until then.

o 14.9 million cy disposal volume available
Based on our assumptions, these gypsum volumes represent the following:

e BRF - 185,000 tpy gypsum for disposal = ~1.3% sulfur (at 80% Capacity factor)
e KIF = 300,000 tpy = ~1.1% (at 75% capacity factor) .

If the sulfur % in the coal is raised after the scrubber goes on-line, the gypsum volumes will increase. We are
going to attempt to define this better, but will need some information from TVA to refine these estimates, unless
you want to go with these numbers.

Please advise if or how | need to revise these assumptions.

PS, Missy, | found some meeting minutes where TVA provided 360,000 cy per year of fly ash for disposal at KIF.
I will use this unless you want me to assume what was in my email yesterday.

Thanks

Daniel R. (Dan) Smith, P.E.
ParsonsE & C Phone: (423) 757-8088

2/27/2004
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Message Page 1 of 1

Smith, Daniel R

From: Bowers, Larry C [Icbhowers@tva.gov]

Sent:  Tuesday, October 14, 2003 1:40 PM

To: Smith, Daniel R.; Smith, Amos L; Petty, Harold L.
Subject: FW: Gypsum calcs

As requested.

----- Original Message-----

From: Carter, Roy V.

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 1:32 PM
To: Bowers, Larry C

Cc: Hedgecoth, Melissa A.

Subject: Gypsum calcs

Larry,

as you requrested here is latest and greatest for BRF and KIF. | included COF 5 and 1-4 also.

The spreadsheet has been revised to reflect the fact that nearly all of the gypsum is sulfate. The Advatech Mass

Balance indicates that there is only a very small amount of sulfite in the product, and this affects the mass

calculations. It also affects the volume calcs. The conversion factor from tons/yr to yd3/yr | used earlier (1.16)
was from Missy's ash projections for PAF. While 1.16 is probably good for PAF1-2, which has ~80% sulfite and
si mixed with flyash, it is not appropriate for the new Advatech scrubber gypsum (which because of the forced

oxidation produces nearly all sulfate). The EPRI document suggests a bulk density for gypsum that is
predomantly sulfate of 84 ib/ft3. This translates to a conversion factor of 0.88.

Consequently, | have put both estimates in the attached spreadsheet. | suggest using the lower estimate since

this is definitely different from the PAF 1-2 stuff.

Missy, what do you think?

The pages for BRF and KIF are based on the 2.5 # coal and 10,000 Btu/ib (and ash numbers we had before). I'l

be back on thursday, please call me then with any questions.
Roy

Roy V. Carter

Tennessee Valley Authority

CEB 4C

P.O. Box 1010

Muscle Shoals, AL 35662-1010

Phone: 256-386-2832, Fax 256-386-3799

2/27/2004
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Smith, Daniel R

From: Smith, Daniel R

Sent: Thursday, February 05, 2004 5:37 PM

To: 'Petty, H. L."; 'Bowers, Larry C'; 'Johnson, Lindy"; 'Smith, Amos'

Subject: KIF Ash Pond Location - combined ash/gypsum disposal in main ash pond PR-0637

A meeting was held on January 29, 2004 to further address disposal concepts for combined ash/gypsum disposal. This
came about as a result of TVA's decision to permit additional space in the pond for ash disposal. Gypsum disposal may
also be included. Parsons most recent task for the Phase 1 Study from TVA was to investigate potential airspace in the
pond, while providing enough volume in the combined main pond/stilling basin to meet free water volume (FWV)
requirements plus one year's ash volume (360,000 tons at a density of 87 Ib/cf). This concept (to become Option 4 in the
Phase 1 Study) was developed to further scope out work for a potential Phase 2 task to permit the ash pond for additional
ash/gysum disposal.

Parsons presented a sketch that includes: the most recent pond survey (Nov 2003), and the design that TVA has

developed for additional ash disposal (to provide capacity in lieu of dredging to existing dredge cells) in the pond area. The

sketch is based on the following assumptions:

e raise the weirs in the stilling pond (currently at el 754.3) to el 759; raise the weirs in the main ash pond to el 759
(currently at 757.9). This will increase the FWV in the stilling basin;

e FWV is based only on current requirements (ash slucing). FWV will change for wet gypsum disposal, and if wet
gypsum disposal is combined with wet ash disposal, the FWV requirements will be higher than current requirements.

FWV as computed by the state is a function of the inflow rate from all sources of water. Sources of water to the pond
include, but are not limited to, ash slucing water, and runoff from the coal yard pond. Additional future flow due to gypsum
slucing will increase the FWV requirements.

The latest concept sketch (Option 4) developed by Parsons has an approximate capacity (airspace) of 8.75 million cy.
Parsons has studied ash settling using a simplified approach (Stoke's Law). Through literature searches, Parsons has
found an EPA document prepared for the coal mining industry that provides guidelines for sizing wet ponds for settling
solids. This approach was used for the current concept. Providing FWV capacity that includes the minimum volume
required by the state (312.8 ac-ft), and 1 year ash disposal volume (246.7 ac-ft), results in a pond area approximately 50-
55 ac. To achieve this, the pond size in the ash pond is 25 ac and 12 ft deep. The 12 ft depth is achievable based on a
phone call between Dan Smith and Jim Settles, TVA KIF. Jim had reported that they can dredge to 12 ft depth, and up to
16 ft if necessary, but dredging deeper than 12 ft is not as efficient and productivity is affected. The 12 ft depth measured
from el 759 is approximately equal to the el 748 elevation of the top of the original dike elevation (10N400), and seems to
be higher than the preconstruction top shown on the same drawing. This would eliminate any concerns from the state
about buffer erosion. The EPA approach is being used as the basis for pond size, and correlates with the 50-55 ac area
determined to meet FWV plus one year of ash production. The simplified approach is only approximate, and Parsons
stated that absolute guarantees cannot be made that a 50 ac pond will meet TSS requirements for the NPDES permit
(based on this analysis), and that additional engineering or administrative controls may be necessary in the future should
exceedances occur. It was agreed that at some point, dry ash conversion would be needed to maximize the airspace. It
also became apparent that Option 4 represents the maximum limit for build out in the pond for combined wet ash/wet
gypsum disposal. Switching to dry fly ash disposal would allow disposal to continue until the contours are achieved as
shown in Option 3B (developed earlier in the study).

Other more rigorous approaches are available for sizing the pond. The Army Corps of Engineers has developed models
for sediment detention. These models require settling tests be performed with the ash (and/or gypsum) material.
Additional time and dollars would be needed to perform these tests and run the model. It was agreed that the simplified
analysis is sufficient for the study, and is sufficient for determining the limits of ash/gypsum placement within the pond.

Additional discussion took place and is summarized as follows:

es The volume shown in Option 3B is only viable if the existing dredge cells are built out to the final contours shown in the
current solid waste permit (el 866).

*s The dredge cells will likely need to continue operation in order to allow time for gypsum production to commence,
although additional study will be needed to determine where ash could be placed in the pond if this is not the case.
The outer shell of the facility (Option 3B) could be built using we gypsum, but gypsum production would likely start in
2009-2010 (as currently scheduled).

e Parsons needs to address stability of the existing dredge cell/new ash/gypsum concept in order for Option 3B to work.
The analysis will determine whether this could become a limiting factor (if no further actions are taken for the dredge
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cells), or whether other options (cutoff wall) would enable dredge cells to continue operation.
Actions
TVA (Larry Bowers) will provide Parsons with an estimate of FWV for combined wet ash/wet gypsum disposal.
If anyone has any amendments, corrections, or comments, please contact the undersigned.

Daniel R. (Dan) Smith, P.E.

Parsons E& C Phone: (423) 757-8088
633 Chestnut St, Suite 400 Fax: (423) 266-0922
Chattanooga, TN 37932 Cell: (423) 364-1679 Email: Daniel.R.Smith@parsons.com
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