ABSTRACT

This “Standard Review Plan (SRP) for the Review of a License Application for a Fuel Cycle
Facility” (NUREG-1520) provides guidance to the staff reviewers in the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC), Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards who perform safety and
environmental impact reviews of applications to construct or modify and operate nuclear fuel
cycle facilities. The SRP is intended to be a comprehensive and integrated documentatg(g?
provides the reviewer with guidance that describes methods or approaches that the s as
found acceptable for meeting NRC requirements. As such, this SRP ensures the Qéﬁy,
uniformity, and predictability of the staff reviews. This SRP also makes informati bout
licensing acceptance criteria widely available to interested members of the pu and the
regulated industry and is intended to improve industry and public stakeholder.understanding of
the staff review process. Each SRP section addresses the responsibilities of the staff
reviewers, the matters that they review, the Commission's regulations ’&ﬂinent to specific
technical matters, the acceptance criteria used by the staff, the pro and procedures used to
accomplish the review, and the conclusions that are appropriate\ mmarize the review.

This SRP also addresses the long-standing health, safety, \environmental protection
requirements of Title 10, Parts 20 and 70, of the Code of eral Requlations (10 CFR Parts 20
and 70) as well as the amended accident safety requir ments reflected in the new Subpart H of
10 CFR Part 70. For example, the chapters concerr&i}qg’radiation safety, environmental
protection, emergency management, and decommissioning contain acceptance criteria that are
primarily set by regulations that remained unatf@(ged by the recent revision to 10 CFR Part 70.
o

Subpart H of 10 CFR Part 70 identifies ri formed performance requirements and requires
applicants and existing licensees to conduct an integrated safety analysis (ISA) and submit an
ISA Summary, as well as other information. Chapters 3 (ISA) and 11 (Management Measures)
of this SRP are the primary chapters-that address the staff’s review in relation to the
performance and other related @&Jirements of Subpart H.

<
This SRP is not a substitu r NRC regulations and compliance is not required. The
approaches and methods’in this report are provided for information only. Methods and solutions
different from those ribed in this report will be acceptable if they provide a basis for the staff
to make the deterr;gﬁation needed to issue or continue a license.

This SRP foc és on safety and environmental impact reviews. Review criteria applicable to
the safeguﬁ{@s sections of license applications were developed earlier and are published in
NURE(@\§;1280 and 1065."

éo

! Standard format and content guides for Fundamental Nuclear Material Control Plans
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This “Standard Review Plan (SRP) for the Review of a License Application for a Fuel Cycle
Facility” (NUREG-1520) provides U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) guidance for
reviewing and evaluating the health, safety, and environmental protection aspects of
applications for licenses to possess and use special nuclear material (SNM) to produce nuclear
reactor fuel. This guidance also applies to the review and evaluation of proposed amendments
and license renewal applications for nuclear fuel cycle facilities. .
o
The principal purpose of this SRP is to ensure the quality and uniformity of reviews condyﬁpd
by the staff of the NRC’s Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards (NMSS). T RP
also provides a well-defined foundation from which to evaluate proposed changes in the scope,
level of detail, and acceptance criteria of reviews. Another important purpose of RP is to
make information about regulatory reviews widely available and to improve co nication and
understanding of the staff review process. In addition, because this SRP d?ﬁ% es the scope,
level of detail, and acceptance criteria for reviews, it serves as regulatoryga ance for
applicants who need to determine what information to present in a Iiceng@ pplication and
related documents. &

6\}

This SRP addresses the long-standing health, safety, and envig?/%ental protection
requirements of Title 10, Parts 20 and 70, of the Code of Federal Requlations (10 CFR Part 70
and 10 CFR Part 20), as well as the newer accident safetys@a’uirements reflected in the new
Subpart H of 10 CFR Part 70. For example, the chapters.eoncerning radiation safety,
environmental protection, emergency management, decommissioning contain acceptance
criteria that are primarily set by regulations that remain unaffected by the recent revision to
10 CFR Part 70. Review criteria applicable to t afeguards sections of license applications
were developed earlier and are published in EGs 1280 and 1065 which are standard
format and content guides for Fundamental Nuclear Material Control Plans for high enriched
uranium facilities and low enriched uranium facilities, respectively.

*
Subpart H of 10 CFR Part 70 identi @Q risk-informed performance requirements and requires
applicants and existing licensees:{o conduct an integrated safety analysis (ISA) and submit an
ISA Summary, as well as othe{ﬁ?r\l\formation. Chapters 3 (ISA and ISA Summary) and 11
(Management Measures) o this SRP are the primary chapters that address the staff’s review in
relation to the performang@and other related requirements of Subpart H.

Each nuclear fuel % facility license application should contain a safety program description
that addresses all‘of the topics listed in the table of contents of this SRP, in the same order in
which they a[%pcfbsented in this document. In general terms, the requirements in
10 CFRP specify the information that an applicant must supply in its safety program
description.” This SRP compliments 10 CFR Part 70 by identifying the specific information to be
submige%’by an applicant and evaluated by the staff.

'l;h% major topics addressed within the safety program description of a facility license application
are discussed in separate chapters of this SRP, including general information, organization and
administration, integrated safety analysis, radiation safety, nuclear criticality safety, chemical
process safety, fire safety, emergency management, environmental protection,
decommissioning, and management measures. Each of these chapters contains seven
sections including (1) purpose of review, (2) responsibility for review, (3) areas of review,

(4) acceptance criteria, (5) review procedures, (6) evaluation findings, and (7) references.
Prospective applicants should study the topic areas treated in the chapters of this SRP, paying
particular attention to the sections entitled “Areas of Review” and “Acceptance Criteria.” In
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addition, in accordance with 10 CFR 70.62 and 70.65, applicants are required to submit an ISA
Summary in conjunction with the application.

This SRP provides information and guidance to assist the licensing staff and the applicant in
understanding the underlying objectives of the regulatory requirements, the relationships among
NRC requirements, the licensing process, the major guidance documents that the NRC staff has
prepared for licensing fuel cycle facilities, and information about aspects of the staff review
process set out in individual SRP sections. Staff analyses are intended to provide regulatory
confirmation of reasonable assurance of safe design and operation. A staff determination of>,a
reasonable assurance leads to a decision to issue or renew a license or to approve an
amendment to the license. If the staff determines that an application contains madequa@,%l/
information or commitments, the staff will inform the applicant of what is needed and asis
on which the determination was made. Q‘
The “Acceptance Criteria” delineated in this SRP are intended to communic te\%)e underlying
objectives, but do not represent the only means of satisfying those objectives: Rather an
applicant should tailor its safety program to the particular features of its fagility. If an applicant
chooses approaches other than those presented in this SRP, the appl@ént should identify the
portions of its license application that differ from the design approa@s and acceptance criteria
of the SRP, and should demonstrate how the proposed alterna Q@ provide an acceptable
method of complying with the Commission's regulations. The siéf retains the responsibility to
make an independent determination concerning the adequsQ@of the applicant’s proposed
approaches. Q)
@Q
o~
>
&
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INTRODUCTION

This “Standard Review Plan (SRP) for the Review of a License Application for a Fuel Cycle
Facility” (NUREG-1520) provides U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) guidance for
reviewing and evaluating the health, safety, and environmental protection aspects of
applications for licenses to possess and use special nuclear material (SNM) to produce nuclear
reactor fuel. This guidance also applies to the review and evaluation of proposed amendments
and license renewal applications for nuclear fuel cycle facilities. ,ﬁ”'

Q
The principal purpose of this SRP is to ensure the quality and uniformity of reviews con&y%‘ted
by the staff of the NRC’s Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards (NMSS). @s SRP
also provides a well-defined foundation from which to evaluate proposed change e scope,
level of detail, and acceptance criteria of reviews. Another important purpose is SRP is to
make information about regulatory reviews widely available and to improve unication and
understanding of the staff review process. In addition, because this SRP describes the scope,
level of detail, and acceptance criteria for reviews, it serves as regulatory-guidance for
applicants who need to determine what information to present in a Iic§’)\>e application and
related documents.

\$O

This SRP addresses the long-standing health, safety, and en irf)\nmental protection
requirements of Title 10, Parts 20 and 70, of the Code of Fedéral Requlations (10 CFR Part 70
and 10 CFR Part 20), as well as the newer accident safety requirements reflected in the new
Subpart H of 10 CFR Part 70. For example, the chaptérs concerning radiation safety,
environmental protection, emergency managemen;b(é d decommissioning contain acceptance
criteria that are primarily set by regulations that remain unaffected by the recent revision to
10 CFR Part 70. Review criteria applicable to-the safeguards sections of license applications
were developed earlier and are published i REGs 1280 and 1065 which are standard
format and content guides for Fundamen uclear Material Control Plans for high enriched
uranium facilities and low enriched urahidm facilities, respectively.

Subpart H of 10 CFR Part 70 ide\Qﬁ?ies risk-informed performance requirements and requires
applicants and existing licens to conduct an integrated safety analysis (ISA) and submit an
ISA Summary, as well as other information. Chapters 3 (ISA) and 11 (Management Measures)
of this SRP are the primary chapters that address the staff’s review in relation to the
performance and other.felated requirements of Subpart H. For new facilities that have not
already been desig , built, licensed and operated, Subpart H also requires adherence to
baseline design g‘%na, as specified in 10 CFR 70.64.

N
This SRP %@%uidance document that is intended for use during the review of license
applications;, license renewal applications, and amendment applications. This SRP does not
precludélicensees or applicants from suggesting alternative approaches to those specified in

th% to demonstrate compliance with applicable regulations.

R‘-X‘

In reviewing a license application, renewal application, or license amendment for a fuel cycle
facility, the staff must determine whether there is reasonable assurance that the facility can and
will be operated in a manner that will not be inimical to the common defense and security, and
will adequately protect the health and safety of workers, the public, and the environment. To
carry out this responsibility, the staff evaluates the information that the applicant provides and,
through independent assessments, determines whether the applicant has proposed an
adequate safety program that is compliant with regulatory requirements. To assist the staff in
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carrying out this responsibility, this SRP clearly states and identifies those standards, criteria,
and bases that the staff will use in reaching licensing decisions.

For licensing a facility under 10 CFR Part 70, technical information on the proposed equipment
and facility must be provided in the application in accordance with 10 CFR 70.22(a)(7), which
states that each application shall contain:

xﬁ-

“A description of equipment and facilities which will be used by the applicant to pro ct
health and minimize danger to life or property (such as handling devices, workinggéareas,
shields, measuring and monitoring instruments, devices for the disposal of radioactive
effluents and wastes, storage facilities, criticality accident alarm systems, Qggg

O

In 10 CFR Part 70 licensing, the staff uses a reasonable assurance standarq@‘and focuses on
the programmatic provisions of the applicant’s proposed activities. This @eflected in the above
licensing requirements that talk about, “sufficient detail to understand tfjé theory of operation,” or
a list “briefly describing each item relied on for safety ... in sufficientggétail to understand their
functions in relation to the performance requirements.” Based on«this understanding, the
licensing review should focus on the applicant’s programmatic:¢éommitments and, consequently,
the licensing decision is ultimately based on a sufficient le f detail to understand process
system functions and functionally how items relied on for safety can perform their intended
function and be reliable. The reasonable assurance sb@ﬁdard is applied such that the staff
decision pertains to a reasonable assurance that the'integrated safety analysis summary is
complete and the licensee will follow its integrate{‘g@%fety analysis approach and maintain it
consistent with the regulations. The level of dat§ﬂ required for a licensing decision, therefore,
does not require a final facility design or an @&olutely complete identification of all items relied
on for safety and accident sequences, butinstead sufficient information has to be provided to
understand the process and functions efiitems relied on for safety and reasonable assurance
that the integrated safety analysis s ary is complete. For uranium enrichment facilities, to
ensure that the applicant’s progr have been sufficiently implemented and commitments
have been properly applied in Q;\ inal facility design and in the constructed facility, the
regulations in 10 CFR 40.41(g) and 10 CFR 70.32(k) state that:

@
)
“No person ma mmence operation of a uranium enrichment facility until the
Commission verifies through inspection that the facility has been constructed in
accordance,with the requirements of the license.”
&
N
This requir t applied through inspections, and not by licensing reviews, will ensure that the
programmatic commitments made by licensee are properly applied in the as built facility. This

inspectign'is intended to inspect the final design of the facility and the procedures that have
been:prepared to implement the licensee’s commitments that are reflected in the license. The
QWpose of the review is to verify through inspection that the facility has been constructed in
accordance with its license. Furthermore, for significant modifications to existing fuel cycle
facilities, such as the licensing and construction of new processes, the staff may impose a
license condition that specifies that an Operational Readiness Review (ORR) inspection be
conducted prior to operation to verify that the new part of the facility has been constructed in
accordance with the requirements of the license. In order to facilitate the planning and
accomplishment of a risk-informed ORR, the staff relies upon the licensee to provide a complete
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set of information concerning items relied upon for safety (IROFS). This information is referred
to as IROFS boundary definition packages.”

In the development of the performance requirements in 10 CFR Part 70, it was anticipated that,
in the future, changes will be made to the facility design and processes and, therefore, a
process for addressing these changes is described in 10 CFR 70.72. For a uranium enrichment
facility, the licensee may make changes to its design after receiving its license during the ="
construction phase and after operations begin. These changes, therefore, need to be supmiitted
and reviewed in accordance with 10 CFR 70.72. 0,\@

An applicant submits a complete description of the safety program for the posse§5gd and use
of SNM to show how it will ensure compliance with the applicable requirement he safety
program must be described in sufficient detail to permit the staff to determine with reasonable
assurance that the facility is designed and will be operated without undue iK to the health and
safety of workers or the public. Before submitting a program descriptioni-an applicant should
have analyzed the facility in sufficient detail to conclude that it is de%@i'ed and can be operated

safely.

y (‘\60
The requirements in 10 CFR 70.22, 10 CFR 70.23, and Sub rtHto 10 CFR Part 70 specify, in
general terms, the information to be supplied in a safety am description. This SRP
supersedes and replaces draft Regulatory Guide 3.52, “Standard Format and Content for the

Health and Safety Sections of License Renewal AppL@@tlons for Uranium Processing and Fuel
Fabrication.” As such, this SRP identifies the sp?\gﬁd information to be submitted by an
applicant and evaluated by the staff. Prospective applicants should study the topic areas
treated in the chapters of this SRP and the s ns within each chapter (specifically, the

sections headed “Areas of Review” and ptance Criteria”). To facilitate the staff’s review, a
license application should contain a saj@? rogram description that addresses the contents of
N\
)
N
N

2 IROFS boundary definition packag@re documents that contain the physical descriptions and parameters of
structures, systems, components \r@)ich are used to meet the performance requirements of 10 CFR 70.61. IROFS
boundary definition packages aqg%lso prepared for administrative procedures or worker actions which are defined as
IROFS. The boundary pack identify the specific functions to be performed by an IROFS and identify any items
that may affect the functio the IROFS. The boundary packages also identify the facility areas in which the IROFS
is used, design and funo@ al attributes, management measures, any open items, and supporting documentation
(i.e., P&IDs, schematics; etc.).

Design and func(onal attributes should include safety functions such as separation from other IROFS; redundancy
and diversity&fﬁ?—safe design; setpoints; environmental qualification; seismic qualification; and fire protection. Also
included under design and functional attributes should be system interfaces such as instrumentation, electrical,
cooling,a&! lubrication requirements.

Mahagement measures should address all of the management measures required to be applied to IROFS as per 10
CFR 70.4 and include summary descriptions and/or references to maintenance, training, and procedures documents
as appropriate for the IROFS. The references should be adequate to identify the actual working level training or
procedures document.

Open items which affect reliability and/or effectiveness of the IROFS should be closed by the time of the ORR. The
open items section should identify open items associated with the IROFS during the review and describe how the
open items where resolved.
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this SRP in the same order as presented in this document. Material submitted in one location in
a license application may be referenced at another location to avoid unnecessary duplication.

In accordance with 10 CFR 70.62 and 70.65, applicants are also required to submit an ISA
Summary in conjunction with the application. However, the ISA Summary will not be
incorporated in the license or license amendment issued by the NRC. In addition, 10 CFR
70.61 requires each applicant to evaluate, in an integrated safety analysis performed in *¥
accordance with 10 CFR 70.62, compliance with the performance requirements in 10 CF
70.61(b), 10 CFR 70.61(c), and 10 CFR 70.61(d). The regulations in 10 CFR 70.65 de

the requirements for the contents of an integrated safety analysis summary that is re ed to be
submitted with the application. The requirements in 10 CFR 70.65(b)(3) reqmre t

integrated safety analysis contain:

“A description of each process (defined as a single reasonably simpbf\integrated unit
operation within an overall production line) analyzed in the integrefd safety analysis in
sufficient detail to understand the theory of operation; and, for process, the hazards
that were identified in the integrated safety analysis pursua%‘t?) §70.62(c)(1)(i)- (iii) and
a general description of the types of accident sequences\g

N
The regulations in 10 CFR 70.65(b)(6) require that the inte%&led safety analysis contain:

“A list briefly describing each item relied on for %&ety which is identified pursuant to

§70.61(e) in sufficient detail to understand their functions in relation to the performance

requirements of §70.61.” c;g
Based on the information in the integrated S@f@ty analysis summary provided as required under
10 CFR 70.65, licensing decisions are ma@e as required under 10 CFR 70.21, 70.22, 70.23,
and 70.60 through 70.66. These decisigns include compliance with the performance
requirements, the baseline design cgérla defense-in-depth, and the adequacy of management
measures. 0}
This SRP provides information @ﬁd guidance to assist the licensing staff and the applicant in
understanding the underlyin Jectlves of the regulatory requirements, the relationships among
NRC requirements, the |IC¥?I?IQ process, the major guidance documents that the NRC staff has
prepared for licensing f?? cycle facilities, and information about aspects of the staff review
process set out in in | SRP sections. Staff analyses are intended to provide regulatory
confirmation of reas able assurance of safe design and operation. A staff determination of
reasonable assurance leads to a decision to issue or renew a license or to approve an
amendment.{Pthe staff determines that an application contains inadequate descriptions or
commltme'ﬁt the staff will inform the applicant of what is needed and the basis on which the
determé@tlon was made.
'I;taé?’-\cceptance Criteria” delineated in this SRP are intended to communicate the underlying
objectives, but do not represent the only means of satisfying those objectives. An applicant
should tailor its safety program to the particular features of its facility. If an applicant chooses
approaches other than those presented in this SRP, the applicant should identify the portions of
its license application that differ from the design approaches and acceptance criteria of the
SRP, and should document how the proposed alternatives provide an acceptable method of
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complying with the Commission's regulations. The staff retains the responsibility to make an
independent determination concerning the adequacy of the applicant’s proposed approaches.

Each SRP chapter is structured to include the review (1) purpose, (2) responsibility, (3) areas,
(4) acceptance criteria, (5) procedure, (6) findings, and (7) references.

Purpose of Review e
This section presents a brief statement of the purpose and objectives of reviewing the Qct
areas. It emphasizes the staff's evaluation of the ways the applicant will achieve identified
performance objectives and ensures (through the review) that the applicant has u a multi-
disciplinary, systems-oriented approach to establish designs, controls, and prov@ﬁes within
individual technical areas.
S
Responsibility for Review )
X
This section identifies the NRC organization and individuals (by fun@j})n) who are responsible
for evaluating the specific subject or functional area. If reviewerg@th expertise in other areas
are to participate in the evaluation, they also are identified by fufction. In general, the licensing
project manager has responsibility for the total review pro . which is referred to as a safety
evaluation report (SER). However, an identified technicabspecialist will have primary
responsibility for a particular review topic (usually an S.l? chapter), and one or more specialists
may have supporting responsibility. The overall ap tion review is performed by this team of
specialist reviewers. Although they individually rm their review tasks, the reviews are
extensively coordinated and integrated to ensure‘consistency in approach and to promote risk-
informed reviews. The licensing project mapager oversees and directs the coordination of the
reviewers. The reviewers’ immediate lineimanagement has the responsibility to ensure that
qualified reviewers perform an adequaté-review.
N
&P
)
. &

Areas of Review O

Q,Q’

This section describes &%@ topics, functions, systems, components, analyses, applicant
commitments, data,gx% her information that should be reviewed as part of the given subject
area of the licensezapplication. Because this section identifies information to be reviewed in
evaluating the adequacy of the application, it identifies the acceptable content of an applicant's
submittal in areas discussed. The areas of review identified in this section obviate the need
fora sepaé)te standard format and content guide.

o
The%é?cs identified in this section also set the content of the next two sections of the SRP,
i.e’,“Acceptance Criteria” and “Review Procedures”, which should address, in the same order,
the topics set forth in this section as areas to be reviewed. This section also identifies the
information needed or the review expected from other NRC individuals to permit the individual
charged with primary review responsibility to complete the review.

Acceptance Criteria
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This section defines a set of applicable NRC acceptance criteria on the basis of regulatory
requirements, and these collectively establish the basis for assessing the acceptability of the
applicant's commitments relative to the design, programs, or functions within the scope of the
particular SRP section. Technical bases consist of specific criteria, such as NRC regulations,
regulatory guides, NUREG reports, and industry codes and standards. As such, the acceptance
criteria present positions and approaches that are acceptable to the staff. As noted above, they
are not considered the only acceptable positions or approaches, and others may be proposed*
by an applicant. -

D
: o N O
The requirements for approval of an application are provided in 10 CFR 70.23(a). These
requirements state that an application will be approved upon a finding that the applicant is
qualified, the proposed equipment and facilities are adequate to protect health a inimize
danger to life or property and the proposed procedures are adequate. As a te@a ical matter, it
is for NMSS to determine how final the design must be to make this finding.é)‘fhe NRC staff will
interpret applicant commitments to follow an industry standard as a com ent to adhere to all
“shall” statements in the standard. Suggestions and recommendationg‘}hﬂ the standards (so
called “should” statements) will not be considered by the staff as bi g commitments by the
applicant, unless the applicant specifically states an intent to tre K@le “should” statements as
binding commitments (i.e., treat as if they are “shall” statements): The applicant may make
such commitments as part of the description of the safety p@ram basis. If the staff finds that a
definitive commitment to a “should” statement is necessagy\to provide adequate protection, the
reviewer will raise this as an issue in any request for a%ﬁional information on specific licensing
actions. However, applicants should note that somq}ndustry or consensus standards
specifically direct users to provide justifications fQ@@ot abiding by recommendations contained in
the standards. For example, American Nuclea&ociety Standard 8.1, which relates to nuclear
criticality safety, states that “when recommen tions are not implemented, justification shall be
provided,” thus effectively mixing “should*:@nd “shall” statements. In such instances, applicants
should be prepared to justify any decisigns to not abide by recommendations contained in the
standards. o)

. &
This SRP presents acceptanci@l\}eria for each technical function area (e.g., nuclear criticality
safety, fire safety, radiation sgfety) and the management measures (e.g., configuration
management, maintenanog?’audits, and assessments) that an applicant uses to provide a level
of protection commensurate with the accident risk inherent in the proposed process activities.
For example, at pro S5 stations (or for an entire process or sub-process) for which the inherent
risk to workers, theop blic, or the environment is demonstrably small, the applicant needs to
provide only thoSe design and operating controls that ensure that small risk. The key element in
the staff’s evalaation is the applicant’s adequate demonstration of acceptable control of risk,
which theﬁ‘e pports a competent and informed review by the NRC staff.

Revig# Broced
j;/@@ rocedures

This section describes how the staff will perform the review. It generally describes procedures
that the reviewer should follow to achieve an acceptable scope and depth of review and to
obtain reasonable assurance that the applicant has provided appropriate commitments to
ensure that it will operate the facility safely. This could include identifying which licensee
commitments the reviewer needs to verify, and could include directing the reviewer to
coordinate with others having review responsibilities for other portions of the application than
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those assigned to the reviewer. This section should provide whatever procedural guidance is
necessary to evaluate the applicant's level of achievement of the acceptance criteria.

Evaluation Findings

This section presents the type of positive conclusion that is sought, for the particular review
area, to support a decision to grant a license or amendment. The review must be adequatex@‘
permit the reviewer to support this conclusion. For each section, a conclusion of this type will
be included in the staff's SER, in which the staff publishes the results of its review. The will
also contain a description of the review, including aspects that received special emp
matters that the applicant modified during the review, matters that require addition
or will be resolved in the future, aspects where the facility’s design or the applic
deviate from the criteria in the SRP, and the bases for any deviations from th
exemptions from the regulations. o

&
Staff may recommend in the SER, license conditions to address any i@%s that were not
previously resolved by an applicant's commitments. Such conditior@ére discussed with an
applicant before issuing the license (or license amendment) and.become commitments to
performance in addition to those commitments that the applicarit presented in the application.

S
References é\‘

O

This section lists references that the staff should con$ult during the review process. However,
depending on the action and approaches propos&)@%y the applicant, they may not always be

proposals
P or proposed

relevant to the review. ((;}Q
Appendix A to this SRP provides addition@%uidance on filing standards for applications.
xO
N\
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