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Dear Mr. Webb:

4 T Enclosed please find a notice published in the August 21, 1995 federal

\ Register announcing our intent to revise the scope of the environmental impact

‘ statement that we are preparing for the Shieldalloy facility in Cambridge,
Ohfo. Several new decommissioning alternatives proposed by Shieldalloy will
now be evaluated, as discussed in the notice.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (301)-415-6668.
Sincerely,
[Original signed by])

|
James E. Kennedy, Sr. Project Manager
Low-Leve] Waste and Decommissioning
Projects Branch
Division of Waste Management
Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards &
Enclosure: As stated
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issues,? formal expressions of intent to
~ file an OFA under 49 CFR
1152.27(c)(2),) and teail use/rail banking

',, maquests under 49 CFR 1152.20 4 must

hail)

b filed by August 31, 1995, Petitions to

f{‘f reopen or requests for public use

* conditions under 49 CFR 1152.28 must
be filed by Septomber 11, 1005, with:

. Office of the Secretary, Case Control
Rranch, Intersiate Commerce

~ Commission, Washington, DC 20423,

A copy of any ploading filed with the

" Commission sh:auld he sent to
. applicant's representative: Nathan K.

- Fenno, 1 Rallroad Ave., Cooperstown,

NY 13328,

If the notice of exemption contains
false or misleading information, the
exemption |s void ob initin.

CNY has filed sn environmental

- mmport which addrasses the

abandonment’s effects, if any, on the
onvironmental and historic resources.
The Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA) will insue an environmental
nssasament (EA) by August 25, 1908,
interested persons may ohtain a copy of
the EA by writing to 5EA (Room 3219,
Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling
Elnine Kaiser, Chief of SEA, at (202)
0278248, Commentt on environmental
and historic presarvation matters must
be filed within 15 days afor the EA {s
avuilable to the public.

Environmental, historic proservation,
public use, or trail use/rail banking
conditions will be imposed, where
appropriste, In & subsequent decision,

Decided: August 15, 1998,

By the Commission, Devid M honachnik,
Direcior, OfMce of Procendings
Vernon A, Willlams,

Secretory.
{FR Doc. 99-20038 Piled 8-18-05; A 48 am)
LB OODE TWie 448

1A stuy will be lssued routinely by the
Commission in those procesdings whees an
informed decision on environmental lasues
[whether mised by & party of by (he Commiseion’s
Section of Environmental Analysis in e

- Independent investigation] cannot be made priot to

the effective date of the notics of exemption. See
Exvenption of (Mt of Servece Rail Lines, 5 1CC 24
77 (1900) Any entity seebing & stay on
environmental concorns i encouraged te file ite
roquest ¢4 0o & possible in ~ der 10 permil the

- Commission 16 review and .t on the request belore

the effective date of 114 exemption,

1 8o Evempt of Roil Abandonment—{¥fers of
Finan Aseirt, 4 LCC2d 104 (19870
© 4The Commissinn will scoept & late Alad trall use
tecyumat ae Jong a of retaing jariadiction to do e

[Docket No. AB-12 (Sub-No. 151X))
!

Scuthem Paclfic Transportation
Company-—Abandonment Exemption—
in Ventura County, CA

Southern Pacific Transportation
Cormpany (SI'T) has filed a notice of
exemption under 49 CFR 1152 Subpant
Fe=Exe mpt Abandonments to abandon
5.38 miles of its Ventura Branch from
milepost 267.3, ot or near the Venturs
Junction rail station, to milepost 402.68,
st or near the Canet reil siation, in
Ventura County, CA.

SPT has certified that: (1) no local
traffic has movad over the line for at
loast 2 years; (2) any overhesd traffic on
the line can be rerouted cver other lines;
(1) no formal complaint tiled by a user
of rail service on the lin+ or by a State
or local government ent t; acting on
behall of such user) regarding cessation
of service over the line either is pending
with the Commission or with any U.S,
District Court ot has been docided in
favor of the complainant within the 2-
yoar period; and (4) the requirements at
49 CFR 1108.7 {environmental reports),
19 CFR 1105.8 (historic reports), 49 CFR
110811 (teansmittal letter’, 49 CFR g
1105.12 (newspaper publication), and
49 CFR 1152.50(d)(1) [notice to
governmental sgencies) have been met,

Asa condition to use of this
exomption, any employes affected by
the abandonment shall be protected
under Oregon Short line H. Co.—
Abandonment—Coshen, 360 1.C.C. 91
(1979). To address whether this
condition sdequately protects aflected
employees, 8 petition for partial
revocation under 49 U.5.C, 10505(d)
must be filed,

Provided no formal expression of
intent to file an offer of financisl
assistance (OFA) has been received, this
exemption will be effective on
September 20, 1995, unless stayed
pending reconsiderstion, Petitions to
stay that do not involve environmental
issues,' formal expressions of intent to
file an OF A under 49 CFR
1152.27(c)(2),? and trail use/rail banking

U A stay will be lasued routinely by the -
Commiseion in those procesd ings where ar
informed decirion on environmenial (saues
(whethee rised by & party or by the Commission's |
Section of Environmental Analysis in it
Independent Investigstion) cannot be made prior m
the affactive date of the notios of evamption, See
Faen vtion of Culof-Service Kol Lines. $ LC.C2d l
377 (1989} Any entity seeking & e'ay on {
environmental concerns s encoursged to flie its
cmquest 88 8000 43 possible in ordaer 1o permit the
Commission 1o review and act on the raquest prioe
10 the efiactive date of this axemption.

! See Exempt of Rail Abandonment Offers of
Finan Asost 4 LCC2d 184 [1047)

requests under 49 CFR 1152.29 ' must
be filod by August 31, 1995, Petitions 10
reopen or requests for public use
conditions under 49 CFR 115228 must
be filed by September 11, 1095, with:
Office of the Secretary, Case Control
RBranch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20421

A copy of any pleading filed with the
Commission should be sent to
applicant’s representative: Gary A.
Lankso, Southern Pacific Building, One
Market Plaza, San Francisco, CA 94105,

i the notice of exemption contains
false or misleading information, the
exevption is void ab initio

SPT filed an environimental report
which addresses the effects of the
abandonment, if any, on the
onvironment and historic resournes. The
Commission’s Section of Environmental
Analysis (SEA) will issue an
environmental assessment (EA) by
August 25, 1995, Interested persons may
ohtain a copy of the EA by writing to
SEA (Room 1219, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423) or
by calling Elaine Kaiser, Chiel of SEA,
a1 (202) 9276248, Comments on
environmental and historic preservation
matters must be filed within 15 days
afer the EA becomes available to the
public.

Environmental, historic preservation,
public use, or trail use/rail banking
conditions will be imposed, where
appropriate, in a subsequent decision,

Decided: August 11, 1995

By the Commission David M. Konschnik,
Director, Office of Proceedings.

Vernon A, Williams,

Secretory.

{FR Doc, 95-20634 Filed 8-18-95; B.45 am|
BALING CODE 03801 &

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Decommissioning of Shieldalloy
Metallurgicel Corporation’'s Facllity In
Cambridge, Ohlo: Notice of Revision to
the Scope of an Environmental Impact
Stetement

Acency: U.S, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission,

ACTON: Notice of intent to revisn the
scope of an environmental impact
statement (E1S),

SUMMARY: The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) intends to revise the
scope of an EIS for decommissioning
Shieldalloy Metallurgical Corporation’s
.

—

' The Commisaion will sceept o laie filed trall
use raquest aa long s it retaing jutisdiction to dn
-
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" [SMC's) facility located in Cambridge,

. Ohle. %

 ADORESSES: Documents reforred to in
this notice may be examined at the
Commission’'s Public Document Room

(PDR), 2120 L Street (Lower Level), NW,

Washington, DC, or st the local PDR in
the Guernsey County District Public
Library, 800 Steubenville Avenue,
Cambridge, Ohio.

FOR FURTHER MFORMATION CONTACT!
james E. Kannedy, Division of Waste
Management, ce of Nuclear Material
Salety and Sefeguards, Washington, DC
20555, Telophone: 301-415-6668.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORBMA TYON:
Background

~ On November 28, 1993, the NRC

91 blished, in the Federal Register (58
7. 82384) & Notice of Intent to prepare

~ an £1S for the proposed stabilization of

. slay piles containing racioactive waste,
located st the SMC, Cambridge, Ohio,

facitity, and to conduct scoping for the
EIS. NRC's requirements fur EIS scoping
are contained in 10 CFR 51.28 and
$1.29. The scoping process included a
public scoping meeting held in
Pyesville, Ohio, on December 13, 1993
NRC also invited the public and
Intorosted agencies, organizations, and
individuals to submit written
suggostions and comments for
consideration in the scop.np procoss,
The EIS scoping process was described
in & “Summary Kepont' published in
May 1904, The "Summary Report”
identified five alternatives (o be
tonsidared in the EIS. These were: (1)

" Onsite stabilization end disposal (the
liconsoe's proposed action); (2] off site
disposal; (1) onsite separation
processing with off site disposal: (4)
onaite dilution and disposal; and (5) no
action,

in a possibly related matter, NRC
dotermined, in 1993, that slay from the
site, when {t was owned by Foote
Minersl Compary (FMC) may have beon
used as fill st ofl site locations. To date,
NRC inspoctions have identified 17
locations with slag having elevated
levels of ndioocﬂvhr Radiation
surveys and slag analyses tha! NRC
conducted in 1994 indicate that the slay
does not an immediate health and
safety risk to residents. However, some
action may be necessary at specific
locations, 10 minimize the long-term
risk associnted with the slag. To
determine the nature and extent of the
off site slag contaminativ.., Cyprus
Foote Minera! Company (CFMC)
(successor to FMC), is conducting an
investigation, Any needed remudiation
wiil be based on the CFMC's further

measurements and analyses and NRC's
subsequent review of this information.!

In addition to the issues that fall
under NRC's jurisdiction, there are other
environmental issues, associated with
decommissioning the Cambridge site,
that sre rogulated by other State and
Federal agencies, including the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, the
Ohio Edvironmentsl Protection Agency
(OEPA), and the Ohio Departmeni of
Health. As a result of these other
environmental issues, SMC and CFMC
are conducting 8 remedial investigation/
foasibility study (RUFS) for the SMC,
Cambridge, Ohio, facility, The RUFS is
in response to a consent order for a
proliminary injunction sgreed to, in
principle, by OEPA, SMC, and CFM”.
This RIVFS concerns the remedistion of
hazardous wastes, industrial wastes,
water pollution-and uther wastes
associated with the Cambridge facility,
Some of these wastes may be located in
the two slag piles. Because the RUFS is
expected to result in information
needed by NRC to devslop the EIS, NRC
stafl is participating in discussions
between the compariias and OEPA
conrerping the development of the R/
FS for this site,

Revision to the Scope of the EIS

At mbeotings with the OEPA in
Decomber 1994, attended ty NRC stafl,
SMC r¢presentatives indicated that
decommissioning alternatives under
consideration for the SMC, Cambridge,
Ohio, facility should inciude the
relocation ozoﬂ site alag that mey have
originsted from this facility. Because
this naw alternative would impuct the
EiS under development by NRC, NRC
stafl requosted a formal proposal from
SMC concemning the inclusion of this
alternative, on January 5, 1995. In &
jetter dated January 25, 1995, SMC
mquested that the FIS be modified to
include an analysis of the relncation of
the off site sing to the SMC, Cambridge,
Ohio, site.

On April 20, 1995, PT1 Environmental
Snrvices, Inc. (PT1), acting on hehalf of
loga! counsel for SMC and CFMC,
submilted a Preliminary Drah
Feasibility Study (FS) for the SMC,
Cambridge, site to OEFPA. The FS
included additional information
concerning this requested revision to
the scope of the EIS. In the discussion
of thig alternative, the FS assumes that
10.00D yd 3 of slag, that may have been
produced st the site and usad ofl site,
will tie excaveted and relocated to the
o SN

' Dk umenta (etees and reporta) miated 10 the
slag teViewm program are availsble for public review
ot the Gurrnaey County Distriet Public Libwary, 800
Steubtwhville Avenye Cambwidge, Ohio.

e — o — - ———————

West Slag Pile. Only slag that was
onginally produced at the site and is
similar to slag in the Wert Slag Pile
would be brought back onsite, The FS
estimates an area of 75.000 R 2 for the
relocated slag. By comparison, the
existing West Slag I'ile has an estimated
volume of approximately 220,000 yd?,
covering an area of 350,000 A ¥ Decause
CFMC is still conducting the
charctarization of the off sito slag, the
volume and radiological composition of
this slag have not been determined.

In adsnion. the preliminary dmft FS
identified additional site remediation
slternatives that would impact the scope
of the E15, These additional aliernatives
involve the placement of wetland soils,
onsite sediments (from dreinsge
ditches), and off site sediments (from
Chapman Run) on the West Slag ile.
SMC furmally requested NIC staff to
expand the scope of the EIS to include
these alternatives, in a letter dated July
5, 1995, The preliminary draft FS
estimates the volumes ol sach of these
materials to be approximately 26,000
yd %, 80 yd 2, and 7,400 yd?,
respoctively, Radiological
contamination ol these materials is not
expected. The principal chemical
contaminant is expected to be
vanadium.

Section $1.29(c) of the U.S. Code of
Fedoral Regulations (Title 10) states that
the appropriate NRC stall director may,
st any time before the issuance of the
draft EIS, revise the scoping
determinations, as appropriate, if
substantial changes are made in the
proposed action, or if significant new
circumstances or information arise that
bear un the proposed action or its
impacts. Under the provisions of
Section 51.29(c), the stall has
determined that the licensee's proposed
new slternatives, concerning the
mlocation of the off site slag and the
disposal of wetland soils  site
sediments, and off site seaiments,
constitute a significant change in the
proposed action. Therefore, the staff
intends to revise the scope of the EIS to
examine the potential environmentsl
impacts of these sltermnatives, in
sddition to those altermatives identified
in the Scoping Process Summary
Report. The revised list of alternatives is
described below.

Decommissioning Al.ernatives To Be
Considered

1. Onsite stobilizotion and disposal
(licensae's proposed sction)

8. Without off site slog. soils, or
sediments—Radinactive contamination
would be consolidated, stahilized,
covered, and graded in a manner to
provide long-term protection against
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wind and water erosion and 1o
. minimize ground water contamination,
3¢ This alternative would also likely
g: include land use restrictions and/or
.. other inctitutional controls. to prevent
. of reduce potential intrusion into the
. waste, to monitor the long term
~ effectiveness of the disposal, and to take
. mitigative measures as necessary (o
protect the public and environment.
b. With of[ site slag only—=This
. alternative is similar to Alternative 1.0,
- with the addition of approximately
10,000 yd * of off site slag to the West
- Pile hefore stabilization and capping.
¢ With soils and sediments only—
This alternative is similar to Alternative
1.8, with the addition of approximately
33,500 yd * of chemically contaminated
soils and sediments to the West Pile
befor atahilization and capping
d. With off site slag, soils, and
sediments—This alternative ix simtlar to
Alternative b, with the addition of
spproximately 31,500 yd * of chemically
. contaminated soils and sediments 1o the
West Pile before stabilization and

capping.
gpoﬁ site disposal-=Radinactive
 contaniination would be exhumad from
. the site and disposed of off site at a
0 licensed low-leve! waste disposal
. facility, Radioactive contamination
. onsite would be reduced down 1o levels
i . that NRC presently considers acomptable
. for release for unrestric.ed use (e g, 10
picoCuries per gram (pCi/g) total
umnium (with decay products) and 10
pCi/g thorium-232 and thorium-228 and
other criteria such as exposure re'e and
radon concentrations).

3. Onsite separation pre.cessing with
off site disposal—Radioac ve
contaminstion would be processed
using physical or chemical methods to

. separate more highly concentrated
contamination from lower
concentrations that could be stabilized

. onsite. Higher concentration wastes
~ would be sent off site to a liconsed
- disposal facility, Radioactive

. contaminastion onsite would be reduced

 down 1o levels that NRC presently

. considers scceptable ot release for

7 unrestricted use.
ig 4. Onsite dilution and disposal—

Existing radioactive contamiaation
would be blended with clmen fill. to
- reduce sversge concentrations of
* uranium and thorium to levels that NRC
" presently considers scceptable for
_ release for unrestricted use. Diluted
 contamination would then be greded
~ onsite and released for unrestricted use.
- 8. No oction—Radioactive
. contamination would ba shandoned in
 its present confliguration without any
additional processing or stabilization,
' This alternative does not consider any

|
protective measures, such as land use
rostrictions of other institutional
controls, that might mitigate or prevent
intrusion into the waste or long-term
release and transport of contamination
in the environment. {The no-action
alterpative is only included for the
purpiwe of comparison with the other
altnryatives.)

Thil KIS wiil ovaluate these alternative
devammissioning approaches with
respéct to: (1) The incremental impact to
workers, members of the public, and the
environment huth radiological and non-
mdiological resulting from each
alternative; and (2) the costs associated |
with each alternative. The EIS will also
incliude s comparstive evaluation of the
decommissior ing approaches based on
the arsociated impacts and costs, The
evaluation is lescribod in great detail in
the Novembe 28, 1993, Federal
Register notice (58 FR A2384),

E1S Development Schedule

NRC intends to prepare and issue for
public comment a draft EIS in March
1996, The comment period would be [nr
90 davs. The final EIS is scheduled for
publication in January 1997. This
schetule has boen delayed bocause
infotmation 1usulting from the RUFS is
needed 10 conduct the EIS analyses.
Further delays may occur if needed
information is not submiited in e timely
manper, Subsequent to completion of
the fina! EIS, the NRC would review and
act an 8 license amendment from the
licensee requesting suthorization for
decammissioning the site, including the
decommissinning plan as mquired in 10
CFR 40.42(d). Depending on the
resolution of the licensee's financial
restructuring under Chapter 11 of the
bankruptey code, the NRC may
terminste or postpone development of
the EIS.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 14th day
of August 1995,

For the U.S. Nuclear Regulstory
Commission.

Michae! ¥. Weber,

Chief, Low-Level Waste and Decommissioning
Pro Bronch, Division of Waste
Management, Office of Nuclear Materiol
Safety and Sofeguards.

IFR Doc. 95-20636 Filed 8-18-95; 8:45 am)
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AQ!-W Committes on the Medical
Uop of Isotopas: Meeting Notice
AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

suMMARY: The 1S, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission will convene 8

o = e e S PR -

subcommittee menting of the Advisory
Committee on the Medical Uses of
lsotopes (ACMUT) on September 17 1A,
and 29, 1995, The subject of the
subcommittee merting 8 to discuse
deaft licensing guidance of certain types
of medical use to be incorporated into
Regulatory Guide 10.8, “Guide for the
Preparation of Applications for Medical
Use Programe.” The schedula for
discussion of the guidance is as follows.

(1) Mobile nuclear medicine: moming
of September 27, 1005;

{2) Radioactive drug therapy:
afermoon of September 27, 1995;

(3) Remote aflerioading
brachviherapy: September 28, 1995, and

(4) Manua "nc{:ylhon,'y. followed
by telethorapy and gamma stervotactic
radiosurgery: September 29, 1995,
OATES: The meeting will heginat Ra.m.,
on September 27, 28, and 29, 1995,
ADORESSES: UU.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Two White Flint North,
11845 hockville Pike, Room T2R1,
Rockville, MD 20852-2728,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Josephine M. Piccone, Ph.D., U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Office
of Nucloar Material Safety and
Saleguards, MS T8FS, Washington, DC
20555, Telephone (301) 415-7270.

For administrative information,
contract Torre Taylor at (301) 4157900,

Conduct of the Meetings

1. The staff is seeking ACMUI input
on draft medical use licensing guidance
currently under development. The
ACMU! subcommitiee does not intend
1o accept comments form members of
the public during the subcommittee
meeting. because of the amount of
meterial to be discussed in a relatively
short timeframe. The proposed licensing
guidance is scheduled to be published
for public comment in early 1996.

2. The transcripts of the subcommittee
moeting will be available for inspection,
and copying. for a fee, st the NRC Public
Document Room, 2120 L Stroet NW.,
Lower Level, Washington, DC 20555,
(202) 634-3273, on or shout October 20,

1995.

3. Sesting for the public willbe on a
first-come, first-served basis.

This meeting will be held in
sccordance with the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (primarily Section
16818); the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (5 U.S.C. App); and the
Commission's regulations in Title 10,
U.S. Code of Fadernl Regulations, Part 7.

Deted: August 15, 1995,

Andrew L. Bates,

Advisory Committee Management Officer.
IFR Doc. 9520640 Filed 3-18-05; 8:45 am]
WLLING CODE TH0-41 4




