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.Pt (,e O' 0 The "additional effort' described in my impact summary is very comingled with the usual handling and
communication responsibilities, so FTE impacts are difficult to quantify. Personally, I'd hazard an
educated guess that, collectively, these efforts are costing the NRC the equivalent of a whole person for
renewal (about 40 hours per week), in addition to whatever the NRC is spending on the agency-wide
redacting group.

>~~T> Mindy Landau 12/04/01 09:13AM >>t:, "

IChris, we would like to give the commission a more firm picture of the FTE impact of these activities. Can
Lyou give me some estimates? Quickly?

TJ e >> Christopher Grimes 12/03/01 03:06PM»>>> 0Pl-
As discussed at the meeting with Bill Kane on Friday, attached is an updated assessment of the impact of

\~A.redacting sensitive information on the license renewal program. This version incorporates improvements
PAS suggested to me by the NRR and OGC staff. Bill Kane wanted this impact assessment, along with the

expanded criteria that Chet & Bill are developing to be provided to Mindy in preparation for a meeting
tomorrow (or was it bytomorrow for ameeting on Wed?). While we (NRR) are relying on Bill Reckley to
support the process development, we also need him to be redlacting packages - Bill will need to inform us
when he needs additional resources to support these efforts.

CC: Chester Poslusny, David Matthews; Frank Gillespie; Janice Moore; Jon Johnson;
Joseph Shea; Richard Borchardt; Stephen Hoffman; William Reckley


