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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

BEFORE THE ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD

In the Matter of )
)

LOUISIANA ENERGY SERVICES, L.P. ) Docket No. 70-3103
)

(National Enrichment Facility) )
)

JOINT MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION OF 
DOCUMENT PRODUCTION FOR MANDATORY HEARING

INTRODUCTION

Following a telephone conference with the parties on August 10, 2005, the Board issued

a Memorandum and Order (Memorializing Results of a Prehearing Conference) on August 12,

2005, directing LES and/or the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Staff (Staff) to provide the

Board Chairman with two hard copies of documents regarding the LES application for a license

to construct and operate its proposed National Enrichment Facility.  While beginning the

process of compiling the requested information,  the Staff and LES have identified certain

issues that require clarification to ensure that our filing satisfies the Board’s need for complete

information and accordingly file this request for clarification.  In addition, the Staff and LES

propose that the Executive Summary of the Staff’s evaluation be filed only by the Staff subject

to approval by the Board. 

DISCUSSION

In the Order of August 12, 2005, the Board directed the production of the following

documents in preparation for the mandatory hearing: (1) the LES Safety Analysis Report (SAR),

(2) the LES integrated Safety Analysis (ISA) Summary, (3) Staff Requests for Additional

Information (RAIs) and LES responses to those requests, and (4) Reports, memoranda, or
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other official records, if any, regarding ACRS review of the LES Application.  While the SAR

and the ISA Summary are significant portions of the license application these documents only

provide a portion of the license application.  In addition to those documents the application

includes the following documents:

• The Environmental Report

• The Emergency Plan

• The Fundamental Nuclear Material Control Plan

• The Physical Security Plan

• The Guard Force Training and Qualification Plan

• The Safeguards Contingency Plan

• The Standard Practice Procedures Plan

Therefore, a complete copy of the license application would include these reports as well. 

Preliminarily, the Staff and LES are proceeding under the assumption that the Board desires a

complete copy of the application, including all of the reports discussed above, incorporating all

of the most recent revisions, but request clarification as to the Board’s expectation.

The Board has also requested all RAIs and responses be provided.  In addition to the

written responses submitted by LES, the Staff has requested and obtained information through

telephone calls and meetings.  These have been documented in telephone and meeting

summaries.  In addition, the Staff has conducted reviews of documents maintained by LES at

remote locations and documented those reviews in reports of in-office reviews.  The Staff can

include those documents, but seeks clarification as to whether the level of information in these

documents is appropriate for and desired by the Board for its mandatory review.
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In addition, certain portions of the application and responses to the RAIs submitted by

LES in relation to the application contain information classified as Confidential Restricted Data. 

These documents relate to the following areas:

• Criticality analysis

• Centrifuge structural integrity

• Decommissioning funding as related to decontamination of the centrifuges

• Physical Security of nuclear materials

• Control of Nuclear Materials

The Staff maintains one copy of this information which can be reproduced and provided to the

Board.  However, given the sensitive nature of this information, the Staff would like to confirm

whether the Board would like to be provided with copies of this information and, if so, requests

direction from the Board as to how and to whom to transmit this information to ensure proper

handling.  In this regard, the Staff notes that access to a secure room can be provided to the

Board members for the purpose of reviewing the information that is maintained by the Staff.

While the Staff has had no interactions with the Advisory Committee on Reactor

Safeguards regarding the review of the LES application, the Staff did brief the Advisory

Committee on Nuclear Waste (ACNW).  Therefore, the Staff intends to include its presentation,

transcript and ACNW summary report of the briefing unless directed otherwise by the Board.

Finally, the Staff and LES note that the Board has referred to Executive Summaries to

be submitted by both LES and the Staff focusing on the “Key Areas of Review and Staff

Findings.”  Because the summary is primarily concerned with the Staff’s review, LES and the

Staff propose that the document be filed by the Staff with no additional document required to be

filed by LES and request direction from the Board as to whether this approach is acceptable.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the Staff and LES request Board clarification of the

documents to be produced for the mandatory hearing relating to the license application, the

RAI’s and responses, classified information and ACNW briefing as well as the acceptability of

the proposal that the Executive Summary be submitted by the Staff alone.

Respectfully submitted,

/RA/

Lisa B. Clark
Counsel for NRC Staff

/RA by facsimile transmittal/

James R. Curtiss
Counsel for Louisiana Energy Services, L.P.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland 
this 2nd day of September, 2005
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