May ‘1, 1997

MEMORANDUM TO: Robert A. Nelson, Section Chief

Low-Level Waste and Regulatory
Issues Section

Low-Level Waste and Decommissioning
Projects Branch

Division of Waste Management

Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards

FROM: James E. Kennedy, Senior Project Manager

Low-Level Waste and Regulatory
Issues Section

Low-Level Waste and Decommissicning
Projects Branch

Division of Was*e Management

Office of Nuclear Material Safety
and Safeguards

SUBJECT: Summary of April 22, 1997 Meeting with Shieldalloy
and Cyprus Foote Mineral Company

Attached please a summary of the recent meeting with Cyprus Foote
Mineral and Shieldalloy regarding offsite slag in the Cambridge,
Ohio, area.
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MEETING REPORT

Date:April 22, 1997
Time:9:00 AM
Place:U.8. NRC, One White Flint North, Room 5-B-13

Purpose:Discuss NRC actions needed to allow offsite material in Cambridge
Ohio to be allowed back onto Shieldalloy site.

Attendees: See Attachment

Background:

Cyprus Foote Mineral Company (CFM) has assumed responsibility for the
evaluation and remediation of properties contaminated with radioactive slag
in the Cambridge Ohio area. Because of a court settlement, CFM is required
to remove slag by June 30, 1997 from several properties, and wishes to
store it at the Shieldalloy facility until a decision is made on the
disposal of the rest of the slag at the plant. CFM and Shieldalloy asked
for this meeting to discuss methods by which they could return the slag to
the Shieldalloy facility in accordance with NRC regulations.

Di e

NRC staff discussed the 10 CFR Part 40 requirements for receint of source
material back onto the site, and CFM and Shieldalloy asked clarifying
questions. For source material, the staff noted that an EA would normally
be required and the licensee would submit an ER to support the development
of the EA. The staff estimated that at least 9 weeks would be needed to
process an amendment request, if the request were of high guality.

Actions:

1. CFM and Shieldalloy will consider be = approach for dealing with
offsite slag based on information cbtained at meeting.

Attachment



