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Mr. Geoftry Wright h_lD4'.I5~55b9.._ - - , ~ . . - , , -

El Sc NuclearRegulatory Comminion
Region 111

M1 Warrenville Road
Lisle, Illinals 60332-4331

RE: Adn anced Medical Sntems, lnc. Appikstion to Amenit,

USNRC License No. 34190R9-01

Dear Mr. Wright:,

De txtryo.se c{this lutter is to wqstest an amendrnent to Ine Adsonced Medical Systems. Inc. (AMS)
ouJivasdw matedeh ist ense in regard to decornmissionit:gfinancial assurance. Specifically, AMS wishes
to nwdify its standliy letter of credit dated January 27,1993, to reflec.t a reduction from its roirrento

amu.<nt of 51.600,000 to $940,000.' Tite releasedfund.t will be used infinaner a portion of the Building
Recowry Piniect that was described in our June 19. (000, pwposal. The following are the specific
pnwasiers associated with this amenilment requeat;,

. . .
, .

(1) U en n<ecipt of the Iksers amendment, AMS wi!! request Bank One to reduce the
'

t

; ,, p. collateral uxd tv >csurr the tener of credit line of creda oy $b00,000 and issue o new
' j.. lcuer ofcsedit for $940,000.

e

(2) De 5660.000 releasedfrom the collateral wdl be saed by AMSfor the sole purpose
offunding traderfdisposciof thdsealed snurres of''Co. the canisters of bsdk "'Co, and

'

the low-level rudicacrin swasry,) task 1 and Ta.<k 2 of the June 10,1996, propas.tifvi
the Ruihling Recovery Project wntain a descriptims of tic.<e rnateriah ur.d the jyneral
appm.rch AMS inn ds to follow to effect thcu fusal deposuson.

(3) Any functs remaining after the fees associated with Tasks 1 and 2 of the Building '

Recuery Project how been paid will be returned to Bank One for the sole purpose of
'

increasing the value of the letser of credit. At that time. AMS svill request Rank One to
issue a new letter of eredit to reflect the incn ased callntered omount.

,

c

' kn muids Swney Lesser of Cnds 140. b6Jorfws0 on the amount v|$1,KC 000, inued by Bank Orne. Gewland on Jarruary 27,
1995, es.orso.tt scum as she AMS decommsasamtejuntting instnarant. This Lxner of Cmda is secund with she followint Ay

eoee per CD sirk Dank Oase (Cartifaw Fo. (M6.UwC2925th rne%res 0/l22% priecQde amoncr.t at inceptson eens $250,000s;
n un04*y CD utth Derk chu tCertifunc Hu. 066 00642925ti. rneturet 07/tbl%, balonec atlast onsturity. $2%$9189),0 30 dcy
Ch udek Fank (Me (Corrific,.,no b'o 0 % 006 20:316, e atures 03.1790, talarge at la st matunty, 5dt.\1/I.bb); and|dedpd ancis
efejpnuirruntJ> 31,tvn.O'ha irr theform of recnessable arrunties no Ip.sernrocnt iwruts

RECEIVED
JUL02 BSS

REGION IU

9702100067 970203,

PDR FOIA
ENGLISH96-444 PDR



- . . -- -. -. _-. . . -_- -_- -- . - _ - . - - _.

'

a7 35< H as:33 M M 'Di515 W 5 0024 '

6

-
4

!
*

,

t

Mr. Lanffon ll'right. USNitt l' age : July 1, JWo
a

I

(4) hy Augtsu XI, 1996 AMb will stabmn Reshton 1 of Ilw "Cr.ncepturd,

Decomuniuioning Plan for the Londct: Road Facilitf lo rej!cct the cbbres lated quantityr, '

of it< ms to be decommirskmed cafteril c Building Recowry Project k u,mplete." R *enuw;

the USNRC has not ,,rt snude a Jeriwm m to due atynpri.ite decomm&sloning (
methoddog for due London Road Facility (e.g, DECON wests 54FSTOR), all

j afydicable techndc.gms s<di be esuluatcJin Revision 1. Revision 1 willidw writain u

clear description of the prefened oncthudulug and a detoffed cost estimate for,

imt emendng shut medacdolog."d*

.

(3) By Sepnernber 15,1994 and in anticipallon o(USNBC approwlof Res ision I ofthe :
''ConceptualDecommissioning Plan for the London Road FocEky", AM% will rubmit a I

revised Decommissioning Funding Plan noten'in trew decommisskming financial,

assurance Irwtruments will he described. Within 13 day after U$NRC apjvowl of the,

Plan, AM.C will rc<puest Darth One to inue a new letter of credit for the amount showes
in Resision 1 cof the ''ConcepwalDecomntissim.ing Planj!se the London Mocd facility', '

J

'

A licenx amu:rednecero fce, in t ae ornuum of hou, it enclosed. || | car * annt'r any qisestions or assm!

pu in any nay in :.ipeditingyour review,1 case cci! me at 2164f>-oW15. fi'e are askingforprompt!
U.SNRC action on this bnpotrant bsue.

Sincerely, s

ii

.f
i

b % ^
,' dX . AAA-s.

,

1 DAVID CESAR
1'iw Picsident and Trrasurer

i DC/cs
1 Enclosure

i cr R Meschter
| D. A. Milice, Esq. Stawic & 19tille:t
; R. A. Duff IEM

C D. Berger-lEM
!

# .nou sie w,9p%nw usnaatiaung MC be the isot t.th, the stobsh:td 1titus twan. the fict Ce'l ser&tiort synern, a sneHsectaocs
of obendoned drein rJes .md rise abandor'od farerat co.u.ectrcn front IIw buddtng to the reg *cnal acur gem, the estincted
doeonenlamoonios cost wiR be sir;nipcorarly outw.edpom shcse cosstaused on Rnwen V cj the 1"an, dated Octcher 20,1991

I M con essemewdfor useperfyrrre aloernattsor s..i'llotj;rcser: red in the sarnefonout esA{gatinda f of U%NKC Regulatort Gwde
i

1 '

3.66, *b%ndant Furrnet a2 C.o vens of Funoncurt Anunince Mxhanistra Repiredfv 1)eco tunimwnrg Urder its CFR rene.Rr

M. M, end In'"(heet,1990).

I
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!CHAPTER IV
i
1

Safety and Safeguards Evaluation Reports (SER)
!

.

BACKGROUND

Accompanying the licensing package will be a " Safety Evaluation Report" or a " Safeguards |
Evaluation Report." This report should discuss th'e methodology and logic for determining that |
the renewal / amendment can be issued without puing significant hazards to the public health and |

safety or the environment. If an Environmental Assessment or an Environmental Impact |
Statement is not warranted, then the report will contain a Categorical Exclusion determination, j

i

|FORMAT

A. The first page of an SER should be printed on NRC letterhead paper.

B. The report should contain the following sections: Background, Discussion, Environmental
Review, and Conclusion.

C. The BACKGROUND section of the report discusses the requested action and cites all
incoming applications and pertinent correspondence (written or verbal requests for
additional information, supplements, revised applications, etc.) that the staff utilized in 1

reviewing the requested action.

(For Part 70.32 reviews for Fundamental Nuclear Material Control Plans and Physical
Protection Plans a statement should be included indicating that the change does not
decrease the effectiveness of the plan. This statement is added to reflect the non-fee status j
of the amendment action and to satisfy a License Fee and Debt Control Branch |

requirement.)

D. As related to the requested action, the DISCUSSION section should include, but not be
limited to, the present operations and processes and any changes thereto, criticality and
chemical safety aspects, protection provided to the public and employees, organizational
structure, health impacts, etc. Also discuss any new or revised license conditions.

E. The ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW section of the report should discuss the environmental
findings that may be associated with the requested action. Describe the environmental
documentation (CE, EA, EIS, FONSI) that supports the action. In accordance with 10
CFR 51.22(c), for a CE, add one of the CE options listed below. For an EA, include the
EA date, the FONSI publication date, recommendations or imposed license conditions, and

FCLB Manual IV - 1 January 12, 1995
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Environmenral Jedewt v4R he hr.wporaed into the $1Rs .ri accordance with
Robers Burnetfu 4H4&J Memorandum & habert Teroem (copy shown as Appendix E).

Cateeorical Exclusion fCE) Ootiom
~

The following options are exampks of sta@262ed CE paragraphs. In accordance with 10|

CFR 51.22(c), add one of the following paragraphs to tie SER:

+ Ootion 1 (Channes in Process Ooerations or Feuioment)
,

,

ne stqVhas determined that thefollowing conditions have been met:

1. Dere is no sign @ cant change'in the types or sign @ cant increase in the amounts
of any effluents that may be released offsite,

2. Dere is no signipcant increase in individual or cumulative occupational mdiation
exposure,

3. Dert is no signWeant constmetion impact, and

4. Dere is no signipcant increase in the potentialfor or consequencesfmm
mdiological accidents.

Accordingly, punuant to 10 CFR 51.22(c)(11), neither an envimnmental assessment
nor an envimnmental impact statement is warmntedfor this action.

Option 2 (Administrative. Organizational. c * Procedural)+

These changes are considered (administrative, organizational, or paceduml) in
naturw. De stqff has determined that the proposed changes do not advenely qffect

Derefore, in accordance with 10
the public heakh and sqfety or the environment.
CFR 51.22(c)(11), neither an environmental assessment nor an envinnmental impact

,

statement is wananted for this action. !
t

Ootion 3 mewarch and Development. Educational)+

5he stq0 has determined that the proposed changes do not advenely qffect the public
Derefore, in accordance with 10 CFRheakh and sqfety or the envimnment.

51.22(c)(14)(v), neither an environmental assessment nor an envinnmental impact\

statement is wananted for this action. |

* Ootion 4 (Sented Sources)

ne seqff has determined that the proposed changes do not advently qffect the public

January 12, 1995
IV - 2FCLB Manual
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] health and sqfety or the envimnment. Therefore, in accordance with 10 CFR
SI.22(c)(14)(viii), neither an envinnmental assessment nor an envimamental impactl

statement is warmnted for this action. I
.

1

+ Ootion 5 (Safeguards - MC& A/ Physical Protection Plans)

Ihe stq[f has determined that the pmposed changes do not adversely qffect the public
heakh and sqfety, the common defense and security, or the envimnment and are'

i
otherwise in the public interest. Dw pmvisions in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(12) cite ani

exclusion for sqfeguards plans and rtaterial accountability. Therefore, neither an i

envinnmental assessment nor an envimo.,;;:.=tal impact statement is warmatedfor

this action.
.

F. In the CONCLUSION section, state the staff's recommendations for approving the

j requested action. Since all licensing actions are to be coordinated with the inspection staff
j [ regional or Headquarters / Operations Branch (FCOB)], include the statement: i

The Region X or Opemtions Bmnch (FCOB) inspection stqff has no objection to this
pmposed action..

G. On the last page, at the end of the text, flush with the left margin, wil! be the heading,
Principal Contributor (s):. The names of all reviewers, who contributed to the evaluation .

report, should be listed. Evaluation reports should not contain signature or concurrence
blocks. Concurrence will be reflected on the concurrence block of the transmittal letter.

REFERENCE: See Exhibit 11 for an example.

FCLB Manual IV - 3 January 12, 1995
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EXHIBIT 11 -

|

FORMAT FOR SAFETY / SAFEGUARDS EVALUATION REPORT )
, i

1 |
,

! (Letterhead)
!

DOCKET: 70-0125 |

| LICENSEE: Nuclear Products, Inc.
Spring Hills, VA

SUBJECT: (SAFETY O.1 SAFEGUARDS) EVALUATION REPORT: APPLICATION
DATED , (State Subject - Should Match Subject on
Transmittal Letter)

BACKGROUND

l Describe request, include any dates pertinent to the requested action (i.e., application,
supplements, written requests for additional information).

(For Part 70.32 reviews for Fundamental Nuclear Material Control Plans and Physical Protection
Plans a statement should be included indicating that the change does not decrease the
effectiveness of the plan. This statement is added to reflect the non-fee status of the amendment
action and to satisfy a License Fee and Debt Control Branch requirement.)

DISCUSSION

Describe new or changed licensing activities and new or revised license conditions.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Describe the environmental findings associated with requested action and the documentation that
supports the action.

CONCLUSION

Based on the discussion, the staff concludes that ..

The Region X or the Operations Branch (FCOB/NMSS) inspection staff has no objection to this
proposed action.

|

Princioal Contributors
Gerald Woodward
Sandra Lindsey

1

!
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