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The Nuclear Energy Institute' provides the following comments on Section XI,
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement, of the proposed rule.

The statement ."How often the collection is required" is correct, but it fails to describe
the entire impact on licensees. Not only is the marking and protection of such
documents continuous, but also there may be a significant one time initial effort,
and then a continuing effort, necessary for marking and placing into a newly
expanded SGI protection program documents which had not previously been so
treated. The requirement to include as SGI (in proposed §73.22(a)(1)(xii))
"Engineering and safety analyses, emergency planning procedures or scenarios
results in a very large impact on licensees, as this requirement has a real potential
to affect hundreds of documents. An identical requirement exists for SGI-M in
§73.23(a)(1)(x).

While NEI has no basis to refute the statement "The Estimated Number of Annual
Respondents: 646 recordkeepers," the following statement, "An Estimate of the Total

1 NEI is the organization responsible for establishing unified nuclear industry policy on matters
affecting the nuclear energy industry, including the regulatory aspects of generic operational and
technical issues. NEI's members include all utilities licensed to operate commercial nuclear power
plants in the United States, nuclear plants designers, major architect/engineering firms, fuel
fabrication facilities, materials licensees, and other organizations and individuals involved in the
nuclear energy industry.
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Number of Hours Needed Annually to Complete the Requirement or Request: 5,926
(an average of 9 hours per recordkeeper)", is entirely incorrect. We estimate that
thousands of hours will be required of each recordkeeper to review and mark and
place in protection the myriad of engineering, safety analysis and emergency
planning documents which would need to be protected as SGI (in 10
CFR73.22(a)(1)(xii), or SGI-M, in 10 CFR73.23(a)(1)(x)). The continuing
requirement would be much more than 9 hours per recordkeeper per year.

The statement in the Abstract that "The proposed amendments would be consistent
with Commission practices reflected in previously issued Orders and advisories " is
simply incorrect in that the NRC has not previously directed that all the
information specified in the proposed 10 CFR 73.22 be protected as Safeguards
Information.

The following comment is in response to question 4, on 7OFedReg7206, "How can
the burden of information collection be minimized, including the use of automated
collection techniques?"

The proposed 10 CFR73.22(d)(3) requires portion marking of documents or other
information for correspondence to the NRC. Presently, when a Safeguards
document is created by a licensee, the entire document is marked. Although portion
marking has always been an option, it has been the general practice of licensees,
because it is more secure, to consider the entire document as Safeguards. Since the
NRC may request to see any document a licensee produces, requiring portion
marking in the proposed rule forces licensees to parse each new Safeguards
document line by line, an administrative burden, with no benefit for the licensee.

In conclusion, we request that OMB reconsider the basis provided by the NRC for
the proposed regulatory action.

Sincerely,

Douglas J. Walters


