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SAFETY EVALUATION REPORT 
 
DOCKET: 70-1257 
 
LICENSEE: AREVA NP, Inc.  

Richland, Washington 
 
SUBJECT: Application for Amendment to Chapter 1.0 of License No. SNM-1227 - 
 Addition of Uranyl Nitrate Building; AREVA NP Richland Facility 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
In a letter dated April 19, 2013, AREVA NP, Inc. (AREVA) submitted an amendment request to 
revise Chapter 1.0, “General Information” as a response to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission Inspection Report No. 70-1257/2013-201 dated March 20, 2013. The Inspection 
Report resulted in NRC’s determination that the addition of a new building and its control 
systems were not properly evaluated by AREVA under the 70.72 review process. This 
amendment provides information relative to the newly constructed Uranyl Nitrate Building 
(UNB), which became operational on October 29, 2012. The information regarding the new UNB 
and related activities in this submittal revises Chapter 1.0 of the license application and is 
considered administrative in nature.  The staff conducted a technical review of the safety basis 
documents as part of the inspection process by Inspection Reports 70-1257/2012-005 
(ML13023A079) and 70-1257/2013-201(ML13059A363). The staff concluded that the safety 
analysis addresses the baseline design criteria in accordance with 70.64(a) and provides 
adequate safety.  No further technical evaluation is needed for this amendment request. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
On August 29 2011, AREVA submitted a letter of intent to construct a new uranyl nitrate 
receiving and storing facility to the Richland Site and their 70.72 process review. In the letter 
AREVA stated that the facility was going to be very similar to the UNB utilized at AREVA's 
Oxide Conversion Facility in Erwin, Tennessee, at Nuclear Fuel Services (NFS) site and 
operated under NFS license. With the limited information provided and preliminary evaluation of 
the change process, NRC responded to AREVA in letter dated October 24, 2011 
(ML11287A154) indicating that the “proposed changes, as described in the letter, did not 
exceed the criteria in Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR) 70.72(c), and 
therefore did not require an amendment”. It was also stated in the letter that the NRC staff will 
be inspecting the new facility.  Based on the results from the criticality inspection on February 
2012 the NRC has determined that two Severity Level IV violations of NRC requirements 
occurred associated with the construction and operation of the UNB but due to the lack of clarity 
of the requirements and guidance, the NRC exercised enforcement discretion relative to the two 
violations identified.  The first violation was due to the licensee’s failure perform and document 
an adequate evaluation of the changes as required under 10 CFR 70.72(b) and 70.72(f).  The 
second violation was the construction and operation of the UNB without a license amendment 
as required under 10 CFR 70.72(c)(1).  Please refer to Inspection Report 70-1257/2013-
20(ML13059A363) for more details about the violations. 
 
AREVA’s license amendment revises Chapter 1.0 to include description of the new UNB and its 
liquid uranyl nitrate handling activities and storage.  This material will be stored in six 10,000 
gallon tanks in addition to the UNH drum storage AREVA already had on site.  The request also 
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include other edits and updates to Chapter 1.0 of the license application.  The addition of the 
UNB also altered the BLEU process description.  Originally, AREVA received BLEU powder 
converting it to UO2 powder and producing pellets as the final product. Now, with the addition of 
uranyl nitrate AREVA will have the capacity of using this feed material to produce BLEU powder 
and pellets.  The amendment also updates Richland Site maps to include the new storage 
building. 
 
In the aforementioned amendment request, AREVA also make changes to outdated information 
including the Warehouse 6 facility function, population data and revises commitment to the                               
financial assurance updates in section 1.2.2.  
 
Staff reviewed this amendment request using the applicable guidance in NUREG-1520, 
“Standard Review Plan for the Review of a License Application for a Fuel Cycle Facility,” and 
confirmed that the license application contains commitments and adequate information ensuring 
operations are conducted safely and in compliance with all regulations.   
 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 
The staff has determined that the changes requested are related to administrative matters which 
do not (1) result in a significant change to the types or amounts of any effluents, (2) result in a 
significant increase in an individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure, (3) result in 
any construction impact, or (4) significant increase in the potential for or consequences from 
radiological accidents, and are therefore in accordance with 10 CFR 51.22(c)(11) categorically 
excluded from the requirements to prepare a site-specific environmental assessment.   
 
 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 
 
Based on the review and evaluation of the licensee’s submittal, the staff has determined that the 
proposed changes to the facility’s License Application are administrative in nature and the 
commitments in the License Application continue to ensure effective programs at the AREVA 
facility.  Approval of the amendment request is recommended. 
 
 
 
 


