
September 06, 2006

MEMORANDUM TO: Joseph G. Giitter, Chief
Special Projects Branch
Division of Fuel Cycle Safety
  and Safeguards

THRU: Brian W. Smith, Chief
Gas Centrifuge Facility Licensing Section
Special Projects Branch 
Division of Fuel Cycle Safety
  and Safeguards

FROM: Stan Echols
Project Manager
Gas Centrifuge Facility Licensing Section /RA/
Special Projects Branch
Division of Fuel Cycle Safety
  and Safeguards

SUBJECT: AUGUST 29, 2006, TELEPHONE CONFERENCE SUMMARY:
CLARIFYING INFORMATION ON USEC’s FACTUAL
ACCURACY REVIEW OF DRAFT SAFETY EVALUATION
REPORT

On August 29, 2006, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff participated

in a telephone conference with staff from USEC Inc. (USEC) to discuss clarifying information on

USEC’s factual accuracy review of the draft Safety Evaluation Report related to USEC’s

application for a gas centrifuge uranium enrichment facility proposed to be constructed and

operated in Piketon, Ohio.  I am attaching the telephone conference summary for your use.

Enclosure:
1. NRC/USEC Telephone Conference Summary - Clarifying Information on USEC’s Factual
Accuracy Review of draft Safety Evaluation Report
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Enclosure 1

Official Record Copy
USEC/NRC Telephone Conference Summary

Clarifying Information on USEC Factual Accuracy Review of
draft Safety Evaluation Report 

Date: August 29, 2006

Call Participants: NRC: USEC: WSMS:
I. Spivack D. Couser G. Pyzik
S. Echols M. Smith
W. Troskoski D. Scott
C. Tripp K. Coriell
R. Wescott J. Thompson
B. Smith J. Bolling
Y. Faraz G. Corzine
T. Johnson
N. Garcia-Santos

On August 29, 2006, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff participated in a
teleconference call with USEC Inc. (USEC) staff to discuss clarifying information on USEC’s
factual accuracy review of NRC’s draft Safety Evaluation Report (SER).  This information was
submitted to NRC in document AET 06-0095.

NRC staff discussed USEC’s comments on Chapters 3 and 7 and Appendices A and D and
stated that comment #47 was accepted as recommended.  NRC staff advised USEC to submit
another comment and License Application (LA) changes if they wished to further clarify the
exception to NFPA-13 in Section 1.4.6 of the LA.  Comment #91 was accepted as
recommended except that the second sentence was deleted.  Comment #97 was accepted as
recommended with the use of the words “depends on fire type.”  NRC staff agree with the rest
of the comments in these Chapters and Appendices.

NRC staff discussed USEC’s comments on Chapter 6 and stated that Comment #43 had a
typographical error which was explained by the applicant during the teleconference.  The
applicant’s recommended approach was accepted by removing the sentence referring to the
UF6 leak detector.  Comments #44 and #45 were accepted as recommended with exception of
a typographical error.  Comment #46 was modified to add that the “see and flee” procedure is
based on the Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant “see and flee” procedure.

NRC staff discussed USEC’s comments on Chapter 5 and Appendix C and stated that
Comments #37 and #40 will have some proposed word changes.  Comment #81 will need
some further review and Comment #83 will need to be further reviewed due to possible
changes between USEC’s Quality Assurance Program Description Revision 0 and Revision 3. 
Comment #76 was discussed.  Possible new accident sequences resulting from feeding
enriched material into the cascade are likely bounded.  NRC staff will review.  Comments #36,
#38, #39, #41, #42, #82, #84, #85, #86, and #87 were accepted as recommended. 

NRC staff discussed USEC’s comments on Chapters 1, 2, and 10 and stated that Comment
#61 and #62 will have some proposed word changes.  Comment #22 was accepted as
recommended after USEC stated that it will conform to the latest code and standard as of



January 1st, 2005.  Any changes in the future to standards will be done under 10 CFR 70.72. 
Comment #60 was discussed because NRC requested that USEC coordinate with the
Department of Energy regarding their decommissioning funding cost analysis prior to
submission of updated cost estimates.  USEC stated that it is concerned about possibly not
receiving a timely response from DOE and that it will have to be discussed further.

The phone call ended with NRC and USEC stating that they will address the remaining open
issues in the next telephone call.


