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Ms. Jennifer L, Wende)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency .
Region § .
77 W. Jackson Blvd, HSRM-6J ;
Chicago, IL 60604 :

Dear Ms, Wendel:

Enclosed please find a notice published in the August 21, 1995 Federal

announcing our intent to revise the scope of the environmental fmpac-
statement that we are preparing for the Shieldalloy faciifty in Cambridge,
Ohfo, Several new decommissioning alternatives proposed by Shieldalloy wil)
now be evaluated, as discussed in the notice,

If you have any questioﬁs. please contact me at (301)-415-6668.

Sincerely,

[Original signed by)

James E. Kennedy, Sr. Project Manager
Low-Level Waste and Decommissioning
Projects Branch
Divisfon of Waste Management
Offfce of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards

Enclosure: As stated
cc: Shieldalloy Cambridge Distribution List

TICKET:n/a
DISTRIBUTION: Central File DWM r/f MBell JSurmeier RNelson
MFederline NMSS r/f

OFC

Path & File Name: S:\dwu\l!dp\j:k;fr!J_
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prervapes e ————— S - -

issnme? formal expressions of intent to
file an OF A under 49 CFR
1182.27(c)(2)." and teai) use/rail banking
aueats under 49 CFR 1152 29 4 must
be filed by August 11, 1968, Petitions to
reopan or requests for public use
conditions under 49 CFR 1152 28 must
be fllad by Septambar 11, 1995, with:
Office of the Secretary, Case Control
Branch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20421,

A copy of any pleading filed with the
Commission should be sent to
spplicant’s representative: Nathan R
Fenno, 1 Railroad Ave , Cooperstown,
NY 13228,

I the notice of axempticn containg
false or misleading information, the
exemption is vold ab initio.

CNY has filed an environmental
report which addmsses the
abandonmant’s elfects, (f any, on the
environmental and histonc resources.,
The Section of Environmental Analysis
ISEA) will issue an environmantal
ansesament (EA) by August 28, 1998,
intmresiad persons may obtain & copy of
the EA by writing to SEA (Room 1219,
Interstate Commerca Commission,
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling
Elaine Kaiser, Chief of SEA_ at (202)
927-824K. Comments on environmental
and historic preservation matters must
be filed within 15 days afer the EA is
available 10 the public.

Environmental, historic preservation,
public use, or trail use/rail banking
conditions will be imposed, where
appropriate, in 8 subsequent decision,

Decided August 15, 1998

Py the Commistion, Devid M honschnik,
Director, Ofice of Proceed ings.

Vernen A Willlams,

Sacrevary.
[FR Doc. $5-2083% Filed 8-18-95 8 45 am)
L Leee CODE TeN-4-P

1A stey will he lmsued routinely by the
Comeniaion in those proceedings whes an
Ir bored decision oo en v wonmen s (seuss
[whether rland by & ~ar'y or by the Cammission s
Section of Env | Analysis in s
in dopendent inveetigation] cannot te made prior to
the offective date of (he notics of emempiion. See
Ewvemption of (vt of Servece Ryl Lives, 8 LCC 22
377 (190%) Any entity sseking o stay on
. | ™ W encouraged 1o Rie it
request 88 son a0 poosibie in order 10 permit the
Commiseion W review and st on the request before
the effuctive date of this exernption

' doe Eveenpi of Rl Abandonment—{ffers of
Finon Assest, 4 LCC2d 104 (19870

“The Commisston will sccept 3 late Riad wail wee
request a8 long e 1t Petaing furisdichion 1o do so.

e ——————— . -~ -

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

Southem Pacific Transporiation
Company—Absndonm mnt Exemption—
In Ventura County, CA

Southern Pacific Tranaportation
Company (SPT) has filed & notice of |
exomption under 49 CFR 1152 Subpan
F—Exempt Abandonments to abandon
5 18 miles of its Ventura Branch from
milepost 397.3, at or near the Ventura
Junction rail station, to milepost 402 68,
at or near the Canet rail station, in
Ventura County, CA.

SPT has certified that: (1) no local
tralfic has moved over the line for at
Inant 2 ymars: (2) any overhead trafTic on
tha line can be rerouted aver other lines;
(3) no formal complaint filed by a usar
of il service on the linyor by a State
or local povernment entity 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 or has been docided in
faver of the complainant within the 2.
year period. and (4] the requirements at
49 CFR 1105.7 {environmental reports),
49 CFR 1105 8 (historic reports), 49 CFR
185 11 (tranamittal letter), 49 CFR
1105.12 (newspaper publication), and
49/CFR 1152.50(d)(1) (notice ‘0
governmental agencies) have been met.

As acondition to use of this
exemption, any employes affected by
the ahandonment shall be protected
under Oregon Short Line R. Co —
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 1 C.C. 91
(1979). To address whether this
condition sdequately protects alfectad
employees, a petition for partial
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d)
must be filed.

Provided no formal expression of
intent to file an offer of Anancial
assistance (OFA) hes been received, this
exemption will be effective on
September 20, 1995, unless stayed
pending reconsiderstion. Petitions to
stay that do not involve environmenta!
issues,' formal expressions of intent to
file an OF A under 49 (FR
1152.27(c)2).? and trail usa/ruil banking

1+ A stay will be lswved routinely by the o
Camumission in (hase proceedings whers an
informed decision on environmental s es
[whacher rainad by & party or by the Commisslon’s
Saction of Eavironmental Analysis in s
Independent |nvestigation) cannot be made prior o
the #Mwctive dete of the notice of "mamprion. Sev
Exemption of Out-of Service Row Lunes. $ LC.C.2d
377 (1989 Any entity sseling & slay on
onvirorunental concerma s encouraged to file i
request s soon & poss bie in order 10 permit the
Commission 1o seview and sct un the raquast prior
10 the oflective date of this exemption.

) See Lxempt of Ratl Abandonment O ere of
Finan Assit 4 LCC2d 184 (1987}

requests under 49 CFR 1152 29" mudt
be filed by August 31, 1995 Petitions 1o
toopen of rxquests for public use
conditions under 49 CFR 1152 28 must
be filed hy September 11 1995, with:
Office of the Secre.ry, Case Control
Branch, Interstate Comn mene
Commission, \\’nhlnfmn. a7 20423,

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

1f the notice of exemplion containg
false or misleading irformation, the
exnmption is void ab initio

ST filed en environmental repont
which addresaes the effe-ts of the
ahandonment, if any, on the
environment and historic resotrres. The
Commission's Section of Environmental
Analysis (SEA) will issue an
environmental assesement (EA) by
August 25, 1995, luterested persons may
ohtain & copy of the EA by writing to
SEA (Room 3219, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, [DC 20427) or
by calling Elalne Kaiser, Chiel of SEA,
at (202) 927-A24R. Comments on
environmental and historic preservation
matters must ba filed within 15 days
sfter the EA becomes ( vailable to the

public.
Environmental, historic presarvation,

public use, or trail use/rail banking
conditions will be imposed, where
appropriate, in a subsequont decision,
Decided: August 11, 1995
Py the Commission, David M Konschnik,
Director, Office of Pron edings
Vernes A. Williama.
Secretary
[FR Doc. 9520634 Filed B-18-95, 8 45 am|
SO CODE TR0\ P
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMM SSION

Decommissioning of Shisidalioy
Metallurgicsl Corporstion’s Facliity In

Ohio: Notics of Revision 1o
the Scope of an Environmentsl Impact
Sitement

acewcy: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

AcTion: Notice of intent to revise the
scope of an environmental impact
statement (E1S),

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

' The Commission will sceept a lave flied rrail
wie requast as long as It retaine risdction lo do
0
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MC's) facility Jochied in Cambridge,
hio.
.oonEssEs: Documents minrred 10 in
/s notice may be examined at the
ommission’'s Public Document Room
MIR), 2120 1 Strwet [Lowar [avel), NW,
Vashington, DC, of at the local POR in
ne Guernaey County District Public
ihrary, 8O0 Steubenville Avenue,
ambridge, Ohia.
COR PURTWE R P OMSA TION CONTACT!
anes £ Kennady, Division ol Wasle
‘Aanagement, Office of Nuciea Material
afaty and Sefsguards, Washington, DC
1438, Telephone: 301-413-6668,

WP EMENTARY P OMRA TYON
Aackground

On November 28, 1907, the NRC
sublished, in the Foders! Register 51.]
FR 62384) a Notice of Intent 1o prepaie
v FIS for the praposed stabilization of
slag piles containing radinactive waste,

mted ot the SMC., Cambridge, Ohio,
tacility, and 10 conduct scoping for the
E1S. NRC's requiremants for EIS scoping
wre contained in 10 CFR $1.28 and

11 29. The scoping process included a
public scoping mesting held in
Hyesville, Ohio, on December 13, 199)
NRC aino invited the public and
ntorested agencies, arganizations, and
individuals to submit written
sugsestions and comments for
consideration in the scoping process
he E1S scoping process was described
in A “Summary Keport” published in
May 1994, The “Summary Repont”
identifind five slternatives to be
considersd in the E1S. These were: (1)
Onsite stahilization and disposal (the
licenses s proposed action); (2) off site
disposal; (1) onsite separation
processing with off site disposal. (4]
ansite dilution and disposal: and (5) no
action,

In a possibly related matter, NRC
dotermined, in 1993, that slag from the
site, when it was owned by Foote
\inersl Company (FMC) may have heen
wsed as fill at ofl site locations. To date,
NRC inspections have identified 17
locations with slag having elevated
jevels of mdioactivity. Radiation
surveys and slag analyses that NRC
conducted in 1994 indicate that the slay
does not an immediste health and
safety risk 10 residents. However, some
action may be necessary at specific
Jocations, 10 minimize the long-term
risk associated with the slag. To
determine the nature and extent of the
off site slag contamination, Cyprus
¥ oote Mineral Company (CFMC)
{sucoessor 1o FMC), is conducting an
nvestigation. Any nended remediation
will be based on the CFMC's further

—

-
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measurements and analyses and NRC's
sutmequant review of this information \
In sddjtion to the issues that fall
under NRC's jurisdiction, there are other
envitonmental lssumt, associated with
ﬁu.omm'ulnni:‘: the Cambridge site,
thet are ulated by other State and
Foderal ncies, including tha U.S
Environmentel Protaction Agency, the
Ohio FEayironmentsl Protection Agency
{OFFA). and the Ohlo Nepartment of
Health. As s result of thess other
environmental iseues, SMC and CFMC
are conducting @ remadial Investigation/
fmasibility study (RUFS) for the SMC,
Cambridge, Ohio, facility. The RI/FS Is
in response 10 & consent order for &
preliminary injunction agrend 1o, in
principle, by OEPA, SMC, and CFMC.
This RUFS concerns the remediation of
hazardous wastes, industi sl wastos,
water pollution -and othe wasies
associated with tha Cambridge facility,
Some of these wastes may be locnted in
the two slag piles. Because the RUFS is
expoctefl to result in information
nerded by NRC 1o develop the EIS, NRC
stafl (s participating in discussions
bt weer the companies and OEFA
concerring the development of tha RI/
FS for this site.

Pevision 10 the Scope of the EIS

Al méetings with the OFPA in
Decomber 1994, attended by NRC staff,
SMC representatives indicated that
decommissioning alternatives under
considdration for the SMC, Cambridge,
Ohio, facility should include the
relocation of off site slag that may have
originaled from this facility. Because
this new alternative would impact the
E1S under development by NRC, NRC
stafll retjuested & formal proposal from
SMC conceming the inclusion of this
alternative, on January 5, 19495 In a
jetter dated January 28, 1995, SMC
mquested that the E1S he modified 10
include an analysis of the relocation of
the off site slag to the SMC, Cambridge.
Ohin, $ite

On April 20, 1995, PT Environmental
Servicps, Inc. (PT1). scting on behalf of
lea! counsel for SMC and CIMC,
nuhmI:rd a Preliminary Draf
Feasitility Study (FS) for the SMC,
Camhitidge. sita to OFFA The FS
included sdditional information
conceming this requested revision 13
the scppe of the EIS. In the discussion
of 'h:rnhormnvc. the FS assumes that
10 vd ) of slag, that may have been
produced at the site and used off site,
will He excavated and relocated 10 the
———————

' I tr enis lieters and repurtsl related 10 the
Slag ey em program are svailable b puble review
o 1he Guerneey Conennty [t Publuc Litwary, B0
Stevmpvilie Avenve (ambndge Ohio

West Slag Pile. Only slag that was
originally produced at the site and is
similar to slog in the West Slag Pile
would be hrought back onsite. The FS
estimates an arma of 75 000 ft & for the
relocated slag By romparison, the
existing West Slag Pile has an patimated
volume of spprosimately 220,000 yd ¥,
covering an arma of 359 000 A1 Because
CIMC is stil] conducting the
charscterization of the off site slag, the
volume and mdiological composition of
this slag have not been Geiermnined

In sddition, the preliminary dmf FS
jdentified sdditional site remediation
sltermnatives that would impact the scope
of the EIS. Thesa additional altematives
Involve the placement of wetland soils,
onsite sediments {from drainage
ditches), and off site sadiments (from
Chapman Run) on the West Slag Plle.
SMC formaliy requested NRC stafl to
expand the scope of the FI5 to include
these alternatives, in a letter dated July
5. 1995, The preliminary drah FS
estimates the volumes of each of these
materials to be approximately 26,000
yd ¥, 80 yd *, and 7 400 yd *,
respactively. Radiological
cortamination oi these materiais is not
expocted. The principal chemical
contaminant is expected to be
vanadium

Section 51 29(c) of the U S, Code of
Foders! Regulations (Title 10) siates that
the appropris.e NRC stalf director may,
st any time hefore the {asvance of the
draf EIS, revise tha scoping
determinations, as appropriate, if
substantial changes are made in the
proposed action, ot if significant new
circumstances or infarmation arise that
bear on the proposed action or its
impacts. Under the provisions of
Section $1.29(c). the stafl has
determined that the licansen's propossd
new aliernatives, concerming the
relocation of the off site slag and the
disposal of wetland soils, onsite
sediments, and off site sadiments,
constitute a significant change in the
proposed action. Therefore, the siaff
intends 10 revise the scope of the EIS 1o
eramine the potentisl environmental
impacts of these sltematives, in
sddition 1o those alternatives identified
in the Scoping Process Summary
Report. The revised list of alternatives it
described below,

Decommissioning Alternatives To Be
Considered

1. Onsite stobilization and disposal
(licenses's proposed action)

8. Without ner slag, soils, or
sediments-~Radinactive contamination
would be consolidated, stabilized,
covered, and graded in a manner 10
provide long-term protection against
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wind and waler erosion and 1o
minimize ground water contaminaiion
This alternative would also Liksly
Include land uise restrictions and/or
other institutional cantrols, to prevent
ot reduce potential intrusion into the
wagie, (o monitor the long-term
effoctiveness of the disposal, and to lake
mitigntive measures &8 necessary 10
rotect the public and snvironment.

b With off site slag anly—This
sliernative is similar to Allermative 1.a,
wiih the addition of spproximately
10,000 yd © of off site slog 1o the West
Plie before ctabilization aga capping.

G With seils and sediments onlyss
This alietnative is similar to Alternstive
1.4, with the addition of approximately
31,500 yd * of chemically contaminated
solls and sediments to the West Pile
before stabill zation and capping

d, With off sitr slag, soils, and
sedimenty—This alternative is similar to
Alernative 1 b, with the eddition of
epproximately 31,800 od ¥ of chemically
contaminated soils and sedimenis to the
West Pile before stabilization and
u!:pm

& Onf site disposal--Radioactive
contamination would be vxhumed from
the site and disposed o +ff gite at 8
loensed low-level waste disposal
facility. Radioactive contamination
onsite would be reduced down 10 levels
that NRC presently considers acomptable
for release for unrestricted use (¢ g , 10
pieoCuries per gram (pCi/g) totel
uranium (with decay products) and 10
pCi/g thorium-232 end thorium: 228 and
other criteria such as exposure rate and
redon concantrations).

3. Onsite separation processing with
off site disposal—Radioactive
contamination would be processed
using physical or chemical methods 1o
separate more highly concentrated
contamination from lower
concentrations that could be stabilized
onsite. Higher concentration wastss
would be sent off site to 8 licenwed
disposal facility, Radioactive
contamination onsite would be reduced

. down to levels that NRC presently

considers scosptable for release for
unrestricied use.

4. Onsite dilution ond disposal—
Existing redioactive contamination
would be blended with clnan fill, to
reduce aversige concentrations of
uranium and thorjum to levels that NRC
present)y considers acceptable for
release for unrestricted use. Diluted
contamination would then be graded
onsite and releassd for unrestricied use,

5. No oction—~Radioactive
contamination would be shandoned in
its present configuration without any
additional processing or stabilization
This altemative does not consider any

protective measure , such as land use
rastrictions nr nthee institutional
controls, that might mitigate of prevent
intrusion into the waste or long-term
relense and transport of contamination
it the environment (The no-sction
aiternative is only Included for the
plirposy of comparison with the other
erliernatives )

The E1S will evaluate these alternative
decommissioning anproaches with
respmt 100 (1) The incremental impact to
workers, members of the public, anc e
environment hoth radiological and non-
tadiological resulting from ssch
slternative. and (2) the costs associated
w‘th sach slternative. The KIS will also
include a comparative evaluation of the
dacommissioning approaches hased on
the associated impacts and costs. The
evaluation is descr * ad in great detail in
the November 28, (91, Federal
Register notice |58 FR 62384),

EIS Development Schedule

INRC intends to prepare ard lssue for
pyblic comment a draft E1S in March
149, The comment period would be for
91 days. The final EIS is schedulnd for
publication in January 1997, This
schedule hai boen delayed hocause
information resulting from the RUFS is
needed 1o conduct the EIS analyses
Further delays miy occur | needed
information is not submitted in a timely
manner. Subsequent to completion of
the finel E15, the NRC would review and
act on s license amendment from the
licensee requesting authorization for
decommissioning the site, including the
decommissioning plan as mquired in 10
CFR 40 42(d). Depending on the
resolution of the licensse's financial
restructuring under Chapter 11 of the
bankruptcy code, the NRC may
terminate or postpone development of
the EIS.

Dated ot Rockville, Meryland, this 14th dey
of August 1993
For the U.S Nuclear Regulstory
Commission.
lichoe! F, Weber,
hief, Low Level Woste and Dmcommissioning
Yopects Branch, Division of Worte
anogement, (ffice of Nuclsor Materiol
nfety and Safeguards
IFR Doc. 95-20639 Fiisd 8-16-95. 8:4% am|
BALMG COOE TIO41S
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Advisory Commities on the Medical
Uses of Isotopes: Meeting Notice

GEncY: U.S. Nuclear Regulstory
ymmission.
ﬁm: Notice of meeting.

;ununv: The U1.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Gommission will convene a

subkommittee mesting of the Advisory
Committee on the Madical Uses of
Isotapes (ACM1 ') on September 17, 18
and 29, 1945, The subject of the
subcommities meeting is 1o discuss
draft licensing guidance of certain types
of medical use to be incorporated into
Regulatory Culde 108, "Guide for the
Preparation of Applications for Medical
Use Programs.” The schedule for
discussion of the guidance is as follows.

(1) Mobile nuclear medicine: moming
of September 27, 1095,

(2) Radioactive drug therapy:
ahemnon of Septernber 27, 1995,

(3) Remote aftarioading
brachyvtherapy: September 28, 1995, and

14) Mnmug ro«:rﬂhonpy. followed
by teletherapy and gamma stermotactic
radiosurgery. Septembmr 29, 1995,
DATES: The meeting will bogin at R a.m.,
on September 27, 28, and 24, 1995,
ADORESSES: U S, Nuclear Reyulatory
Commission, Two White Flint North,
11545 Rockville Pike, Room TiH 1,
Rockville, MD) 26852-273R
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT!
Josephine M. Piccone, Ph.D,, U.S,
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Office
of Nuclear Material Safety and
Saleguards, MS TAFS, Washington, DC
20555, Telephone (301) 415-7270

For administrative information,
contract Torre Taylor at [301) 415-7900,

Conduct of the Meetings

1. The stafl is seeking ACMU!L input
on draft medical use licensing guidance
currently under development. The
ACMUI subcommittee does not intend
1o accept comments form members of
the public during the subcommitiee
meeting, hecause of tne amount ol
material 1o be discussed in a relatively
short timetrame. The proposed licensing
guidance is scheduled to be published
for public comment in oarly 1996

2. The transcripts of the suicommitiee
meeting will be availeble for luspection,
and copying, for a fee, at the NRC Public
Document Room, 2120 L Street NW,
Lower Level, Weshington, DC 20555,
(202) 834-3273, vn or about October 20,
1995,

3. Seating for the public will be on s
first-come, first-served basis.

This meeting will be held in
sccordance with the Atomic Energy Act
cf 1954, as amendwd (primarily Section

161a); the Federal Advisory Commitiee
Act (5 US.C App): and the
Commission’s regulstions in Title 10,
U.S. Code _ ! Federsl Rogulations, Part 7.

Dated: August 15, 1995,

Andrew L. Bates,

Advisory Committee Manogerent Officer
IFR Doc. 9520640 Filed 8-18-95 B 45 am!
WG COOE TIRS.0 ) M




